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------------------------------ Email 1 ------------------------------

From: ms.joyce222
To:
Date: 1/30/2014 20:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Without net neutrality there will be no fairness.  The World-Wide-Web should not belong to any company but rather to
we ordinary citizens who have supported it and use it every day.

If business want people to attend to their messages they can create web sites that people who want to hear from them
can sign up for. Otherwise they should butt out and stop
working do destroy Net Neutrality.

Thank you for you attention and consideration.

Sincerely,

Joyce West

------------------------------ Email 2 ------------------------------

From: ortega chris
To:
Date: 4/23/2014 23:56
Subject: Net "fast lane"

Hello,

I would just like to voice my opinion on net neutrality. Why should the internet be divided into tiers. This only gives
power to the ISPs that will only ensure they continue their record of inconstant and out of date service.  Regulations like
 this only benefit the pockets of the companies like Verizon, TWC, and Comcast. How will payment from companies
like Netflix, Disney, and other content providers help? Its not like it will give the ISPs the kick they need to revamp the
over-capacity data networks. Millions of dollars in government subsidies sure didn’t.

Best,

Chris Ortega

------------------------------ Email 3 ------------------------------

From: fuzzymax 2000
To:
Date: 4/23/2014 23:57
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Benjamin McCabe (  writes:

What's the deal with the new proposed FCC rules?  A broadband internet access is, for all intents and purposes, a utility,
 you should be fighting to make sure it is classified as and treated as one.  Allowing the creation of fast lanes for content
 providers who can afford them is by its very nature discriminatory, and a step in the opposite direction.  Your claims to
support a free and open internet have never sounded more hollow.
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Competition between content providers should be decided by the content they provide, not on what deals they can get
with the large ISPs.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4 ------------------------------

From: kristoffer.ricat
To:
Date: 4/23/2014 23:59
Subject: FCC corruption
Dear Tom,

Just because Baker took a deal with the devil and corrupted the FCC for her own personal greed doesn't mean you have
to follow in her footsteps.

This "fastlane" bullshit is a trainwreck that will only further stifle innovation and hurt America's economic future.

You know it, and so does anyone with an IQ above a retarded chimp, so please don't let this happen.

This is a disaster in the making, and you're about to REALLY damage our future just to shove more money in the
pockets of the greediest, richest, fattest pigs in corporate America.

Do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 5 ------------------------------

From: pysoccerp
To:
Date: 4/23/2014 23:59
Subject: Regarding your stance on net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 6 ------------------------------

From: leonardchilcoat
To:
Date: 4/23/2014 23:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-

While I copied this text from the Internet it states how I feel about the potential situation. We the people need a
constitutional amendment protecting the equal and fair use of the Internet and whatever comes after the Internet.

------------------------------ Email 7 ------------------------------

From: wdparsons1996
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Dude go fuck yourself.. Do you really think you can pull this shit on us citizens, you corrupt old man.

------------------------------ Email 8 ------------------------------

From: john.m.huntington
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:00
Subject: FCC rules regarding ISP traffic and content providers
Commissioners:

I am writing to express my deep concern over the announced rules which the FCC intends to put into practice tomorrow.
 I'm sure you'll receive many communications on this subject, so I'll keep mine brief.

Allowing data providers to give privileged service to those who can afford to pay for it undermines the vital role that
data connectivity and the internet play in modern democracy. Unlike television and radio broadcasts, in which
transmission bands limit the amount of data which can be served, the internet provides a space for peer-to-peer
communications more like telephone service or even face-to-face speech. I believe that there is no public good served
by allowing bidding for privileged traffic, any more than contractors which clean and maintain public spaces should be
allowed to charge individuals for holding conversations in parks or airports.

In addition, I believe that keeping data access content-neutral does, in fact, provide a profound public good. Today's
populace does not only chat and watch video online; it shops, banks, works, teaches, and in some cases even votes.
Providing privileged access to these cornerstones of a free society only to those who can pay at a market rate set by
major business interests does a profound disservice to the American people.

I urge you to reconsider the new rules and protect content-neutral data access, and, indeed, to work to create a public
utility model of data transmission to keep the vital transmission of information accessible. There can be no modern
democracy without it.

Thank you,

John M. Huntington

Austin, Texas

(206) 384-9327

------------------------------ Email 9 ------------------------------

From: omarajohnj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
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companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,
John O'Mara

------------------------------ Email 10 ------------------------------

From: mickey.price3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:00
Subject: On net neutrality.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 11 ------------------------------

From: mcuevas12
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:01
Subject: My Tiny Voice for Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

"I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
 additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
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you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful."

------------------------------ Email 12 ------------------------------

From: mthrelfall
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:01
Subject: In regards to your stance on net neutrality (or lack there of)
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

---
Matthew Threlfall

------------------------------ Email 13 ------------------------------

From: ben.sarcadi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:01
Subject: fast lane
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Kind Regards,

Ben

------------------------------ Email 14 ------------------------------

From: rusty
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:01
Subject: In regards to Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,
Rusty

------------------------------ Email 15 ------------------------------

From: xokocodo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until
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now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior
VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to
favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that
isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but
you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Daniel Peters

------------------------------ Email 16 ------------------------------

From: mcuevas12
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:01
Subject:
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 17 ------------------------------

From: andrew.monteiro89
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:02
Subject: Do Not Kill Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

This rule change does nothing to help consumers or small businesses. It is deliberately designed to favor ISPs bottom
line. If I am wrong about this please inform me and the public because you are making a laughing stock of your job as a
"regulator". Do not shame yourself for the money, do not destroy the American Internet Economy with this rule change.

-Andrew

------------------------------ Email 18 ------------------------------

From: libby.daniel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:02
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

—Daniel Alan Libby

------------------------------ Email 19 ------------------------------

From: jrdubstep
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:02
Subject: Dear Tom concered citizen
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 20 ------------------------------

From: ericverge
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:02
Subject: Thanks for nothing
Hey

Thanks for not doing the job we paid you to do. Thanks for instead laying down and letting the oligarchy take over.

Extremely saddened,
Eric

------------------------------ Email 21 ------------------------------

From: m duun
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom,

It's decisions like this that makes the US more and more a circus sideshow for us viewing from the outside. But I'm
guessing you don't care so long as you get those big fat stacks of money, because that (or the equivalent) is the only
reason someone would endorse this. I hope you will enjoy being remembered for(or not remembered, because of) being
just another guy that makes all his decisions based purely on personal gain and nothing else.

Regards,
The rest of the world.

------------------------------ Email 22 ------------------------------

From: cipriano.steven
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:02
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to pride itself on opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Do not allow this to go through, you are letting down the American People and the world at large by ending net
neutrality.

-Steven Cipriano

------------------------------ Email 23 ------------------------------

From: mattthesongster
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:03
Subject: Don't
You've probably gotten a lot of well thought out and persuasive emails in the past 24 hours, but in the spirit of the
internet, I'll keep it short and belligerent.

Don't kill net neutrality, you fuck.

------------------------------ Email 24 ------------------------------

From: dtaciuch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dean Taciuch (  writes:

The prposed "Net Neutrality" rules are not neutral. Allowing paid preferantial treatment of services will only result in
higher prices for consumers.

The "base level" of service will, by necessity, by inferior service, and will not allow, for example, streaming video.

Customer already pay for streaming video services. I also pay Verizon for a faster connection. The new rules will now
allow my ISP to add a surcharge for the streaming subscriptions I already for (or force The streaming service to pay for
access and pass that cost on to the consumer).

Plesae reconsider this ruling, and keep the net as a neutral delivery platform.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 25 ------------------------------

From: jmcdermottswanson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler and other commissioners,

I'm writing to ask you to give serious thought to the importance of equal access to public channels of communication,
and how that will be compromised if you permit corporations to limit access based on ability or willingess to pay more.
The FCC in entrusted with control over this important public resource, and you must act in the best interests of the
people, not of the corporations or their profits.

I realize that you have strong personal connections to those looking to profit from this decision, but I am asking you to
put the greater good ahead of those ties. Consumers deserve better than having their attention bought and sold, and the
ability to access the news, commerce and entertainment sites of our choice is an important aspect of freedom that should
 not be put up for sale.

Sincerely,

Julia McDermott Swanson

Department of Communication Studies

Santa Rosa Junior College

------------------------------ Email 26 ------------------------------

From: happylittleworkingsong
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 0:04
Subject: Who are you really serving?
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 27 ------------------------------

From: valeness84
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Leaders of the Free World,

I am writing to address all of you in hopes that my message will get through. Net Neutrality is something that allows, if
not encourages, the large bounds of technological advancements we have made recently. In a world where the internet is
 open and free, a connection between millions is free, this grants your constituents the power to research and learn in a
way that has never before been available to mankind.

This free research allows college students such as I am to progress further in their field than what is the norm. The
internet is creating a world of prodigies, and a nation of individuals who have the potential to accomplish great things.

Please, don't cage information behind a pay-wall. It is already happening enough without your help. It's bad enough
when private publishers can own content through loopholes and discrepancies in contracts, our representative
government should be on our side in this situation.

Regards,

James Horton

------------------------------ Email 28 ------------------------------

From: tylerboshard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's become very clear that you do not deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to
protect the freedoms of the American people and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted
by money and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us. History is filled with men who chose the easy way, the way with the big
check to look the other way. They are the forgotten, the losers. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service
providers as common carriers like they should have been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors
of those who came before you.

Or you can obey greed, ignore the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, vacation on a
beach, while the less fortunate American People suffer.

Sincerely, Tyler Boshard

------------------------------ Email 29 ------------------------------

From: mezalyth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:04
Subject: On Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with
regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.

You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh
impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Wholeheartedly,

A United States citizen.

------------------------------ Email 30 ------------------------------

From: smithleet
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 0:05
Subject: net
I think you messed up buddy... freedom for the net!!

------------------------------ Email 31 ------------------------------

From: jester6435
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:06
Subject: Net Neutrality - Please reconsider
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 32 ------------------------------

From: revolutionrock
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:06
Subject: Questions
Mr. Chairman,

As an American citizen, I feel that it is my duty to inform you that the recent murmur about the potential coming
downfall of Net Neutrality is horrifying, anti-American, and will inevitably stifle the hard work of millions of
entrepreneurial Americans while other national powers continue to grow and become more powerful.

Sir, if you cannot see the effect that this sort of shady business will have on so many people, if not the future of our
country, then I suggest you reevaluate your own ideals and recognize that you're single-handedly destroying American
prosperity and one of the last hopes that we have to remaining a strong, inventive nation.

Yes, that is on your shoulders. That is your work. All in the name of profit. For shame.

Ask yourself: which side of history do you want to be on? Do you want to be a part of our tradition of innovation, or a
part of the decline of ingenuity and invention? I think you know the answer.

Thank you for your time.

- A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 33 ------------------------------

From: jfroorda
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 0:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
J. Roorda (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 34 ------------------------------

From: iambeyonceries
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:07
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 35 ------------------------------

From: waterfalling9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:07
Subject: SUPPORT NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I demand that you protect freedom and openness on the Internet by protecting net neutrality.

The Internet is our most democratic medium. It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate. Network neutrality is the guiding principle that has allowed for these advancements.
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Now, for-profit interests want to violate the principle of network neutrality in order to increase their own profit margins.
 They must not be allowed to destroy the free and open culture of the web.

I strongly urge you to protect net neutrality, and prohibit network operators from blocking, impeding or interfering with
any lawful Internet traffic or prioritizing any content or services.

Sincerely,
Lynn Finger
2000 E. River Road
Apt. J-4
Tucson, AZ 85718-6570

------------------------------ Email 36 ------------------------------

From: bakerw3779
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

William Baker

------------------------------ Email 37 ------------------------------

From: mikes.mailslot
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mike Marshall (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

I'm urging you and your commission to scrap the proposal that you are planning to present tomorrow regarding "net-
neutrality". It is obvious that this policy is anything but neutral. The provision that service providers could enter into
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private agreements to "fast-track" internet traffic for those willing and able to pay more strikes at the core of the open
internet.  This would put smaller content providers (especially those of audio and video services) at a distinct
disadvantage when attempting to compete with larger, established companies. It would also harm consumers because
they would bear the brunt of the costs as content providers would be forced to pass these onerous fees on to their
customers.

The alleged provisions to monitor anti-competitive behavior on a case-by-case basis sound vague and toothless.  The
very notion of "pay-for-play" is itself anti-competitive, which on its own should cause the commission grave concern.

I would urge the commission to abort this misguided "comprimise" and go back to the drawing board to enact real net
neutrality - the kind which does not discriminate against even one packet of information as it crosses the internet -
regardless of source, content or consumer.

Thank you,

Michael Marshall.
Eden Prairie, MN

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 38 ------------------------------

From: zrowny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:08
Subject: FCC "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 39 ------------------------------

From: cagross
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 0:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Carl Gross (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. As a voting, tax paying American citizen, I am in staunch opposition to this decision.  I wonâ€™t bore
 you with my reasons, but just know that they are the obvious, well documented reasons shared by many Americans.

Sincerely,

Carl Gross
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 40 ------------------------------

From: sdrazich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:10
Subject: Another Email You Will Not Read
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,

Sean Drazich

------------------------------ Email 41 ------------------------------

From: banodyne
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
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The current FCC plan for fast lanes is horrible. Please think of the public first, not the telecommunications industry.

Karl Cramer

Sent from my Windows Phone

------------------------------ Email 42 ------------------------------

From: wrightm11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom.

I'm a current college student. I depend on access to the internet to perform research (currently involved in a very
exciting thesis on eye-tracking and emotional changes to help aid with therapy for children with autism), to read
journals, to download assignments and study guides, to contact people like you who are in bed with Comcast yet
somehow in charge of regulating them, and to do LITERALLY EVERYTHING IN MY JOB AND LIFE.

The internet, specifically the way I use it to perform research, is the result of innovation constantly taking place to
improve function and ease my lie.

Getting rid of net neutrality, something your office is attempting to do, is the equivalent of writing a lovely handwritten
note saying "go fuck yourself" to everyone who isn't an ISP provider or the direct beneficiary of the lobbyists they pay
for (you).

So, getting rid of net neutrality and allowing the fuckers ranked worst corporation by customers last year is an obviously
 corrupt and wholly greed-fueled embarrassment that will negatively affect every American.

Stop Trying to Fuck Me Over,

Mike Wright

------------------------------ Email 43 ------------------------------

From: ababb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:11
Subject: My thoughts on fast lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Seriously, I have no idea how you sleep at night.  The internet is the last bastion of freedom and equality in the
corporate nightmare we call the US.  Customers are already getting royally fucked by Comcast and Charter, and you're
trying to widen the gap?  Seriously, fuck off.  You speak nothing but money- not freedom, not education, not liberty,
nothing.  You're a crook and a pawn for big business.  You're bought and sold like a fucking dog.

I pay $30/month for 25 Mbps when other countries have municipal internet with speeds easily over 100 Mbps.  Internet
is a fucking utility nowadays, not a luxury like you geezers think.  All you're doing is making it nigh on impossible for
things to be any different.

Sincerely [fuck off or get your goddamn head on straight],

Andrew Babb

------------------------------ Email 44 ------------------------------

From: kelwood
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:11
Subject: Stop being a traitor.
Net neutrality is important. Others will email you and explain why, but in
short, its important because it allows a high level of freedom of speech
and innovation to happen over the internet.

By killing it and turning around and going the opposite way - as you
apparently want to by allowing Comcast and others to pay for faster
service - you are hurting many other people and services.

In short, stop being a fucking traitor and do your job - REGULATE Comcast,
don't pander to them. If anything, ISPs should be classified as common
carriers and be subject to the laws that require them to treat all traffic
equally.

------------------------------ Email 45 ------------------------------

From: joeparker2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:11
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joe Parker (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
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hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 46 ------------------------------

From: anthony.lysenko
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:12
Subject: Killing off Net Neutrality with "fast lane" access
Tom,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement ensured fair free trade environment
whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid for delivery
of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a medium of
content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content providers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not enhance
content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping you are placing a
lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also changing the
already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic enterprises that
should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

At this point we can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good
will and do the right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net
Neutrality.

Sincerely,
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Anthony Lysenko

------------------------------ Email 47 ------------------------------

From: josh.blatt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:12
Subject: Against destroying net-neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. Consumers will have to pay a great
 deal more to cover the costs that websites will have to fork up. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides a handful of major corporations. If you side with against the
internet, you are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh
 impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing to the internet. It could have
negative repercussions that last for generations.

Regards,

Josh

------------------------------ Email 48 ------------------------------

From: stephenrgarcia
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:12
Subject:
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

||| Stephen Garcia
||| stephenRgarcia
||| 253.353.0198

------------------------------ Email 49 ------------------------------

From: dixonwiles
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:13
Subject: Death of Internet Innovation and Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

Thank you for your efforts to destroy internet neutrality. Thanks for being
another corporate stooge with absolutely zero compunction about harming
your fellow Americans.

You are a disgrace, and the perfect encapsulation of why America has begun
its slow and steady death throes. Congrats on putting your own greed and
desire for personal gain ahead of the public's interest.

I understand that you probably aren't reading this. You're probably out
golfing with a telecom lobbyist. Enjoy your lunch.

Dixon Wiles

Sent with AquaMail for Android
http://www.aqua-mail.com

------------------------------ Email 50 ------------------------------

From: mikeand1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:13
Subject: Please don't...
…give away the Internet to the highest bidders.

------------------------------ Email 51 ------------------------------

From: jz 45
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:13
Subject:
When are people going to start doing the right thing?

------------------------------ Email 52 ------------------------------

From: matthewcherry87
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 0:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matthew Cherry (  writes:

To all FCC members involved in the recent FCC Decision. I ask that you reconsider allowing internet fast lanes. I feel
that this is the wrong direction for our country.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 53 ------------------------------

From: ar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Tim Long (  writes:

We all hoped you wouldn't ruin net neutrality when, as a lobbyist for the telecom industry, you were put in charge of the
 FCC. I suppose we now know your true colors.

Please think BEYOND the corporations to the good of the country and its competitiveness for the future. We have little
to no competition for ISPs. Large corporations are growing ever more powerful. The system works best with
competition, not cronyism. Please DON'T be a part of the destruction of the U.S.

I never thought that I would long to be a European where things appear to be more free and open than in the United
States.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 54 ------------------------------

From: scott.dallmeyer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:14
Subject: For shame
You are the very definition as to what is wrong with this country.

You are a robber baron and history will remember you for being the scumbag sellout that you are.

------------------------------ Email 55 ------------------------------

From: diannam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:14
Subject: Regarding net neutrality and "fast lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
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disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now
the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP
of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid,
either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the
outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't
being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you
should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Eat a dick.

------------------------------ Email 56 ------------------------------

From: pace.lowery
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:14
Subject:
Please stop what you are doing. Your proposal is job killing, freedom killing, and anti American.

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 57 ------------------------------

From: milezerorecords
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:14
Subject: New Net Neutrality Rules
I've never contacted any officials about any concerns with how government is run or what laws are being made, but I
cannot believe the new rules proposed as put forth by the story by the Wall Street Journal on 4/23/14.

I'm writing to let you know that the Pay-for-play for "the last mile" is a bad idea for so many reasons, it's unfathomable
that you would be considering it an option at all.  When I went to school, the internet was "new" and every teacher
talked to us about how this was a revolution, and for the first time in centuries, someone with some coding skills and
very little money could create a web presence that either matched or exceeded large corporations.  A true leveling of the
playing field.  Now, with your new proposed rules, this will no longer be the case.  The people with the deepest pockets
will be able to get the priority connection through the internet.  All other, smaller businesses will be put through the
normal internet freeway, with all of the congestion of the other traffic.  Giant corporations like Netflix and Comcast will
 be able to buy the express lane pass, getting preferential treatment, making startups suffer and crippling development of
 new technologies and innovative solutions that cannot survive in the "normal" traffic, but only suffer because the depth
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of their pockets cannot match those of the larger corporations.

Please, you've asked for public comment on the new rules, and you MUST listen to the people about a Neutral internet.
Thank you for your time

Nate Maughan in SLC, UT.

------------------------------ Email 58 ------------------------------

From: ababb1992
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:14
Subject: A message from the people you're supposed to be serving
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Seriously, I have no idea how you sleep at night.  The internet is the last bastion of freedom and equality in the
corporate nightmare we call the US.  Customers are already getting royally fucked by Comcast and Charter, and you're
trying to widen the gap?  Seriously, fuck off.  You speak nothing but money- not freedom, not education, not liberty,
nothing.  You're a crook and a pawn for big business.  You're bought and sold like a fucking dog.

I pay $30/month for 25 Mbps when other countries have municipal internet with speeds easily over 100 Mbps.  Internet
is a fucking utility nowadays, not a luxury like you geezers think.  All you're doing is making it nigh on impossible for
things to be any different.

Sincerely [fuck off or get your goddamn head on straight],

Andrew Babb

------------------------------ Email 59 ------------------------------
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From: paddythatch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:15
Subject: Please do not mess up the Internet
Mr. Wheeler-

While the language in this article http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked is strong and
perhaps offensive, its writer does an excellent job of communicating the thoughts shared by many. I believe the points
made are valid and extremely important. Too often the government bows to special interests and large corporations with
 very deep pockets. I understand the complexity of this issue as it currently stands but things can and should get better.
Net Neutrality is crucial to the future of the Internet and the United States. Internet access truly has become and should
be considered a utility. Thinking otherwise is very short sighted. Please remember the Internet's importance as it pertains
 to the average American and the world, not to those with the deepest pockets whose policies only stand to make them
deeper at the great expense of others.

image<http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked>
The internet is fucked<http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked>
Heres a simple truth: the internet has radically changed the world. Over the course of the past 20 years, the idea of
networking all the worlds computers...
View on www.theverge.com<http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked>
Preview by Yahoo

Regards,

Patrick Thatch

------------------------------ Email 60 ------------------------------

From: kenangonewild
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:16
Subject: Net Neutrality.
Mr. Wheeler,

Could you explain how ending Net Neutrality could possibly benefit anyone other than a major corporation? We already
 pay them for access to the Internet. Now consumers are going to have to pay more for what they already are getting--
either to their ISPs or content providers like Netflix. That does not benefit consumers in the slightest. These
corporations already have enough power as the Internet is becoming less of a privilege and more of a necessity in
today's society.

Furthermore, having language as vague as "commercially reasonable" seems like an open invitation to have corporations
 do whatever they please. How can you possibly hope to enforce something as vague as that?

For me, Mr. Wheeler, the bottom line is that Net Neutrality helps all of us. Unfettered access to information is, and
never will be, a bad thing. This would be the equivalent of charging UPS or FedEx more money to use a carpool lane in
rush hour traffic so they can deliver to their customers faster. I strongly urge you to fight on for Net Neutrality as
anything short of that would be a grave injustice to all of us.

Please, Mr. Wheeler. Fight the good fight. Someone has to.

Sincerely,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Kenan Kruse

------------------------------ Email 61 ------------------------------

From: phil.grieshaber
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Philip Grieshaber, MD

------------------------------ Email 62 ------------------------------

From: samvered
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:16
Subject: Fast Lanes are evil
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

I copied what somebody else wrote because they expressed themselves far better than I have ever been able to. Please
don't think that just because they're not my own words they mean anything less.

Please, Please, Please think about what you are doing and consider making the right decision rather than the one that
will make you the most money.

--
Samuel Vered

------------------------------ Email 63 ------------------------------

From: athies
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am extremely concerned with the proposed changed that would allow content companies to pay ISPs for special access
 to customers.

This is going to split the Internet. I hope very much that you oppose this proposed change.

Aaron Thies

------------------------------ Email 64 ------------------------------

From: paulrchauvin1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:17
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Paul Chauvin (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
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to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 65 ------------------------------

From: etan.berkowitz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:17
Subject: Greetings
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 66 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:17
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 67 ------------------------------

From: mrayeejay
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:17
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely, Eat-A-Dick

------------------------------ Email 68 ------------------------------

From: jwc5541
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:18
Subject: Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
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you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 69 ------------------------------

From: nelsonconley
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:18
Subject: The FCC should defend Net Neutrality
From the New York Times:

   "The new rules, according to the people briefed on them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate
separately with each content company – like Netflix, Amazon, Disney or Google – and charge different companies
different amounts for priority service. That, of course, could increase costs for content companies, which would then
have an incentive to pass on those costs to consumers as part of their subscription prices.

   Proponents of net neutrality have feared that such a framework would empower large, wealthy companies and prevent
small start-ups, which might otherwise be the next Twitter or Facebook, for example, from gaining any traction in the
market."

   I am concerned about the recent rule proposal by the FCC regarding allowing content providers to purchase priority
service from ISPs. The internet should be treated as a "utility" and I oppose any steps, however small, away from this
ideal.

   Mr. Wheeler's statement in response to the outcry:

   "There are reports that the FCC is gutting the Open Internet rule. They are flat out wrong. Tomorrow we will circulate
to the Commission a new Open Internet proposal that will restore the concepts of net neutrality consistent with the
court's ruling in January. There is no 'turnaround in policy.' The same rules will apply to all Internet content. As with the
 original Open Internet rules, and consistent with the court's decision, behavior that harms consumers or competition
will not be permitted."

   contains no strong language defending the concept of Net Neutrality or its principles. This is extremely disappointing.
I do not believe that the FCC can champion for the consumer while simultaneously allowing "commercially reasonable"
 fees be charged to providers for traffic prioritization.

   Thank you for your time,

   -H. Nelson Conley, 
gmail.com<mailto:
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   510.734.7870 (cell)

   San Jose, California

------------------------------ Email 70 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:18
Subject: Fwd: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 71 ------------------------------

From: tstroh3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:19
Subject: Net Neutrality Turnaround
To Tom,

I have to say I am completely and utterly disgusted with the implementation of a "fast lane" for internet, which is as we
all know just double-speak for throttling various companies and charging even more than ISP's are currently for access
to them.  I realize this will probably fall on deaf ears are you are in the pockets of the cable companies, but nonetheless
you should hear the opinions of the people who you are affecting with this change in regulation.

This decision will have far reaching effects, likely degrading America's dominance in the IT sector in the next 5 years
even further than it would already, what with NSA code being found in everything from corporate routers to
smartphones.  This is a mistake, and you are going to make the country and it's citizens pay for it just to pad you own
wallet.  Seriously consider what you are doing before you actually sell us all down river for you own gain.

Sincerely,

Taylor Strohman

------------------------------ Email 72 ------------------------------
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From: jonesmj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:19
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am sure you have been flooded with emails recently, so I will be brief. If you do not support Net Neutrality, you do not
 support American freedom, and it is in the best interest of the nation for you to remove yourself from your position.

Sincerely,
Mike

------------------------------ Email 73 ------------------------------

From: kennethjor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

Please don't allow Comcast, AT&T, Verizon, etc. to destroy the open internet we love.

Allowing companies to implement so-called "fast lanes" is like not only charging people to drive over a bridge, but also
charge the businesses on the other end to let their customers drive over the bridge. It's a sleazy attempt at making some
cash.

There is a lot more at stake here than dollars. Freedom of speech, freedom of religion, and net neutrality are all similar
topics.

Sincerely
Kenneth Jørgensen

------------------------------ Email 74 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:18 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 75 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

   On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:18 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

      Dear Tom,

      I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

      By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 76 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
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additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

   On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

      Dear Tom,

      I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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      By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

      On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:18 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

         Dear Tom,

         I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

         By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 77 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

   On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

      Dear Tom,

      I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

      By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

      On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
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< mailto:  wrote:

         Dear Tom,

         I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

         By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

         On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:18 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

            Dear Tom,

            I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

            By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a
nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for
people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying
cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visi

------------------------------ Email 78 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
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with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

   On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

      Dear Tom,

      I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

      By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

      On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

         Dear Tom,

         I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

         By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

         On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

            Dear Tom,

            I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

            By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a
nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for
people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying
cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visi

------------------------------ Email 79 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
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Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

   On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

      Dear Tom,

      I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
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work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

      By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

      On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

         Dear Tom,

         I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

         By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

         On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

            Dear Tom,

            I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

            By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a
nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for
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people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying
cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visi

------------------------------ Email 80 ------------------------------

From: kgsingh.sh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Cheers,

Kanwar

------------------------------ Email 81 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:20
Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
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you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

   On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

      Dear Tom,

      I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

      By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

      On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:
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         Dear Tom,

         I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

         By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

         On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

            Dear Tom,

            I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

            By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a
nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for
people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying
cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visi

------------------------------ Email 82 ------------------------------

From: hannahejacobs01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:21
Subject: Re: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,

   I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

   On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

      Dear Tom,

      I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

      By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

      On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

         Dear Tom,

         I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

         By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

         On Wed, Apr 23, 2014 at 9:20 PM, Hannah Jacobs
< mailto:  wrote:

            Dear Tom,

            I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

            By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a
nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for
people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying
cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visi

------------------------------ Email 83 ------------------------------

From: backtobk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:21
Subject: Important: Net Neutrality Controversy
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Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 84 ------------------------------

From: eksummers
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:21
Subject:
Good Evening Mr. Wheeler,

I have spent tonight reading up on the FCC's plans for special fast lanes for certain companies. I really urge you to avoid
 this idea like the plague.

I was born in 1986 and was fortunate enough to be the first class in my community to have computers in the classroom
throughout the entirety of my education. Thanks to a neutral internet, I was able to educate myself beyond my families
means and I was able to earn a MBA from Purdue University in 2012.

I'm a proud Hoosier but I didn't have the luxury of a great elementary school system where I grew up. Since I was a kid,
I relied on absorbing everything I could on the internet to teach myself about subjects that my teachers didn't know
much about. Had I had a throttled internet, there is no way I would be able to stay awake at night watching lectures,
reading Wikipedia and teaching myself advanced business concepts. I would never have made it to business school.

I don't want to accuse you of anything but it appears you are using your public position to unfairly better private
interests. Please stop. Please stop and think about what your legacy will be once you are gone. Are you going to be that
American that closed off opportunity and ingenuity? I hope not. An internet with fast lanes will benefit some; it will also
 harm more. That is the legacy that your grandchild will read about. That is the legacy you are the verge of creating.

Our trust is with you,

eks

--
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--
Evan K. Summers

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 85 ------------------------------

From: dominiej
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:22
Subject: Stop Before It's Too Late
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Please stop for the good of the American people, I emplore you sir.

Joel Dominie
1208 N 12th Place
Mount Vernon, WA 98273
(559) 801-6293

------------------------------ Email 86 ------------------------------

From: coleman.connell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:22
Subject: Please Abandon The Fast Lane!
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I believe that an essential element to the spirit of America is that all its citizens have an equal chance at something great.
 Over the last decades the internet has proven itself to be one of the greatest resources for economic growth ever.
Regardless if you're Wal-Mart or just someone's stay-at-home aunt, everyone has an equal access and ability to offer
products and services to whomever would be willing to buy. This has become an incredible fostering ground for small
businesses across the country to grow and grow. The "fast lane" policy would have disastrous effects upon this
environment, providing preferential treatment to larger companies that have the money to pay internet service providers
for higher speeds. Allowing these larger companies to receive faster access speeds for its visitors than those websites
which can not afford to pay such a fee will reduce the traffic to smaller company websites. Such measures will not only
hinder small business growth but will suffocate those that were already growing. This is comparable to forcing brick and
 mortar stores to pay a fee to be open more than a couple hours, the larger companies could easily pay the fee and stay
open longer and do more business but smaller companies would struggle to earn enough during the few hours they could
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 afford to stay open. I implore you to preserve net neutrality for it encompasses the very ideals of America.

Coleman Connell

------------------------------ Email 87 ------------------------------

From: nathanthomasmerrill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Chairman Wheeler;

As a small business owner, I am appalled at your agency's recent decisions on net neutrality. The oligopolies which run
the internet in the United States need to be dealt with, and net neutrality is vital to the success of small businesses like
my own; without the protection of the FCC, we will be extorted by the likes of Comcast and other, similar companies.

It is vitally important that you maintain net neutrality; a fast lane for traffic means a slow lane for everyone else.

You must stop this nonsense immediately. There are numerous, entirely legal ways to enforce net neutrality, and you
need to apply them.

- Nathan Merrill
Lost Isle Enterprises, LLC

------------------------------ Email 88 ------------------------------

From: jesseweisz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jesse Weisz (  writes:

Dear Chairmen Wheeler,
As a small business owner who relies on the internet I am really upset by the news that the FCC will likely further role
back net neutrality. My faith in the US government continues to be shaken by the influence large companies like
Comcast have on policies that negatively impact consumers. The fact that many people at the FCC have worked for the
very companies that are lobbying them and will probably work for them after they leave the FCC makes it look very
very corrupt. Please, remember you work for American citizens at your current job.

Regards,
Jesse Weisz

Ardmore, Pennsylvania
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 89 ------------------------------

From: mailingtravis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:23
Subject: Don't Kill Net Neutrality
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Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 90 ------------------------------

From: joshua
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:23
Subject: Keep
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until
now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. Our new company, a
internet start up named BitVid, has recently been shaken by this news.
This moved by the FCC is anti-business, anti-capitalism,and anti-USA

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that
isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but
you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 91 ------------------------------

From: spyro86
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:24
Subject: internet speed throttling for paid to be preferred data
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Dear Chairman Wheeler: I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast
lane" internet connections. I believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users
receive internet content would put too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful. As it stands, the
internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard equally by their
peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological developments. By allowing
 large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and viability of smaller internet
operations. By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you
protect the interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our
government was designed to protect. I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a
case-by-case basis, but I worry the commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly
address these cases and I fear large companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the
power lobbyists might have over this process. In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges
is a bad decision as I find large companies and ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about
the commission's ability to deal with these requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden
age of the internet wane on your watch. Keep the world wide web open and free.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely, Luis A Moreno

------------------------------ Email 92 ------------------------------

From: nilsh32
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Your actions could have a very significant impact on the future of freedom in the United States. As someone in a
position of power, you have a responsibility to do what is best for your country and the people who live here. My
mother started her own business from our home and relies on the internet for the services she provides. How can she
compete for bandwidth if behemoth corporations are paying the big money for it already? Americans already pay
artificially high prices for internet. The US government has paid for more infrastructure, but the companies it has
contracted to have not met their promises. Now you let these same companies throttle us? Have you not enough money?
 Ripping off the US Government and the American people is okay to you? Many people have problems with our
country, from healthcare to defense spending to education. But none of those issues matter if corrupt politicians pander
to the highest bidder, regardless of what the country needs. For this reason, YOU and your actions are everything that is
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wrong with this country and sometimes I am ashamed to live here.

Do the right thing.

Nils Hostage
Citizen of the United States of America
Victim of the Comcast Corporation

------------------------------ Email 93 ------------------------------

From: heilx033
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 94 ------------------------------

From: rmgibsonn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:25
Subject: Fcc

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thanks for reading,
Recent home owner
Recent college graduate
Hope to be future internet user.

Robin Gibson.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 95 ------------------------------

From: ndolby
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:25
Subject: Sad Mr. Wheeler.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 96 ------------------------------

From: heyykantaben
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:25
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jake Laro (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler, you won't read this, nor do you care. Your pocket is being lined with the money of cable companies.
 Congratulations. You are doing your best to ruin the Internet, and it is succeeding.  You are pretty good at doing the
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exact opposite of your job. I'm glad your family can eat well while you rob the rest of America for trying to access
Internet. Bring back Net Neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 97 ------------------------------

From: crimsonnova99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:26
Subject: Dear Tom
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 98 ------------------------------

From: kristian.torkel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:26
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 99 ------------------------------

From: tallgeese3w
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:26
Subject: Revolving door, enjoy your new job at ComWarner
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 100 ------------------------------

From: kenbod
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:27
Subject: Deeply Disappointed in Proposed New Internet Rules
Hello,

I am writing today to express my disappointment and strong opposition to the new Internet rules that the WSJ has
reported the FCC will be releasing on April 24th. In particular, I oppose the reported provision that will allow content
companies to pay Internet service providers "for special access to consumers.” This is a clear step towards killing net
neutrality and goes specifically against promises made by the President when he was campaigning back in 2007 to
support strong net neutrality laws and regulations.

Forcing companies to pay for a “fast lane”---such as the recent deal that Netflix reached with Comcast---is anti-
competitive and provides large companies with an unfair competitive advantage since they will have the cash to pay
these ransoms whereas new companies that might be developing “the next big thing” will not and thus may never reach
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the audience they need to go viral.

Please drop these regulations and instead adopt strong net neutrality regulations.

And, Chairman Wheeler, with your background as a lobbyist for the cable and wireless industry, you need to recuse
yourself from all net neutrality discussions. Indeed, it would be better if you resigned and allowed someone who has the
best interests of the American people, and not the cable industry, to lead the FCC.

Sincerely,

Ken Anderson
Boulder, Colorado, USA

------------------------------ Email 101 ------------------------------

From: docbirdman89
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:27
Subject: The Rape of Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

It is with great disappointment that I’m writing you tonight. Never had I felt it necessary to contact a government
official. Not during any controversy our nation faced while I served in the military in the past 5 years. Not during my
time in Iraq. Not ever since I became a civilian again and saw how little the troops were supported. No, it is now. When
I heard the news of your proposals, I was disappointed but not surprised whatsoever. It is a shame your corporate greed
as won in favor of doing what’s best for the American people. At what point does your bank account become more
important than your constituents? When do you say “Enough, I’ve had my share.” Instead of choosing to have an
internet that is truly free, you have opted instead for a faux capitalist marketing move that will only hinder and slow
progression. What was once the pinnacle of free market capitalism, you have proposed to create a Frankenstein
Monster, fueled by monetary gain and share holders.

By choosing your financial gain ahead of the good of the public you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation, and our
world as whole. For a government and nation that claims to be the bastion of freedom, hope, democracy, and
opportunity for the people you have done everything within your ability to ensure that only the rich and currently
successful succeed. It is heinous that you would propose that access to knowledge must be something we should afford,
when in fact this access to knowledge should be afforded to us. Once Net Neutrality is raped and left for dead by the
FCC, it will be next to impossible to revisit this issue; comparable to trying to recover a long dead corpse.

Now, Tom, I hope you realize what this means for you. Right now you are riding the wave of success. But waves break,
and so will you. If this proposal is successful, you will be remembered for the rape and murder of Net Neutrality. Your
name will stand in history as the man who did everything within his ability to end progression for the sake of the all
mighty dollar. You are merely a whore. No more, no less. A corporate shill for Big Cable to maintain their death hold
on the throat of the internet.

I hope while you beam your handsome grin at your bank account, you feel the shame that is so well deserved.

------------------------------ Email 102 ------------------------------

From: jecollins
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,
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I am worried that your new rules will give more power to the already powerful cable companies. Perhaps instead of
allowing piecemeal pricing of the internet, you should use your power and influence to ensure that Americans can enjoy
 neutral use of the internet for generations. As chairman of the FCC, I am sure that you have a greater ability to effect
meaning change for millions of people than I do. I trust that you will act accordingly. Make us proud Tom.

Sincerely,
James Collins.

------------------------------ Email 103 ------------------------------

From: joekirgan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:27
Subject: Dont tread on my internet
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 104 ------------------------------

From: inmammoth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Daniel

------------------------------ Email 105 ------------------------------

From: tomdickinson02
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I could write at length about the pros of maintaining Net Neutrality, but I'm sure you've heard them all many, many
times.. I'll keep this brief: PLEASE take a stand against the current direction the FCC is moving in. Maintaining Net
Neutrality should be a non-issue: every consumer in the US benefits from strong Net Neutrality laws. I realize that
lobbyists have a strong pull over policy makers in this country, but I hope that you can realize the immense downsides
to the erosion of Net Neutrality.

Thank you very much for your time,
Tom Dickinson

------------------------------ Email 106 ------------------------------

From: hak8or
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:28
Subject: Regarding the recent net neutrality FCC plans
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional
speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet,
and it is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what
was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know
that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as
former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you
are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer
sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies
desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all
about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking
away the chance for people to start up their own businesses online.
The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't
paying cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any
site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone
besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line
your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh
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impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have
much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

- A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 107 ------------------------------

From: glennmate
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:29
Subject: The Internet is my Career
Mr Wheeler,

I sincerely hope all is well. My name is Glenn, and I am a 24 year-old IT professional working in the greater New York
City area. I spend my days working on infrastructure, servers, and workstations all supported by one common element:
the internet. I'm writing you to express my honest opinions about the recent news in Net Neutrality. Your actions put the
 future of the internet into a questionable place. While skeptical there are some inherent benefits of your measures which
 are clear. However, given your past in the lobbying industry the writing is on the wall. I feel as though you are taking
steps in the wrong direction to put money in the pocket of your company - all by sacrificing the essential freedom of the
internet we have enjoyed for decades.

Please consider that your measure not only threatens the way my finances are budgeted at the end of the month (because
 companies will inevitably pass any and all costs to consumers) but also to the manner in which my company handles it's
 finances and our essential functions. I feel as though corporate America, the men in the last half of their lives, are
frivolously spending our freedom in exchange for coin to line their pocket - at the expense of my generation.

I promise you that my generation will vote not only with their wallet but also with their voice, their independence, and
with the ferocity of youth. Do the right thing for America and do not ruin Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,

Glenn Mate
IT Professional

------------------------------ Email 108 ------------------------------

From: rcpomasl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:30
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

 I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
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designed to protect.

I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry the
commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear large
companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over this
process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Ryan Pomasl

Colorado State University

Computer Science Department - Undergrads

------------------------------ Email 109 ------------------------------

From: 907121
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:30
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 110 ------------------------------

From: nikazuf2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:30
Subject: Please Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,
Henry Young

------------------------------ Email 111 ------------------------------

From: bentbubble
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:31
Subject: Net neutrality

Chairman,

  As a longtime internet user, I implore you to keep the web an open and level playing field. Full net neutrality is crucial
to innovation, entrepreneurial activity, and freedom of speech. I purchase internet access from an ISP like a utility, and I
 expect all content to load equally.  Allowing ISPs to speed/slow network traffic according to their whim or profit
incentive penalizes the consumer and producers of content. Frequently ISPs operate in a virtual monopoly in many
cities, and have little or no competition. This allows them to set arbitrary prices for fast connections, and to easily
manage who or what runs on their network. It's either their way, or no information superhighway.
  Please do whatever you can to keep net neutrality, and continue the meritocracy on the web that has built and
strengthened so many successful online businesses in this country. Thank you for your time.

--Levi Belber
  Seattle, WA

------------------------------ Email 112 ------------------------------

From: jesse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Chairmen Wheeler,

As a small business owner who relies on the internet I am really upset by the news that the FCC will likely further role
back net neutrality. My faith in the US government continues to be shaken by the influence large companies like
Comcast have on policies that negatively impact consumers. The fact that many people at the FCC have worked for the
very companies that are lobbying them and will probably work for them after they leave the FCC makes it look very
very corrupt. Please, remember you work for American citizens at your current job.

Regards,
Jesse Weisz
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Ardmore, Pennsylvania

-----------
Jesse Weisz
Executive Director
Global Exploration for Educators Organization (GEEO)

Toll Free Phone: 1-877-600-0105
mailto

www.geeo.org<http://www.geeo.org>

------------------------------ Email 113 ------------------------------

From: rithvik321
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:32
Subject: Your New Rules Destroying Net Neutrality Are Outrageous
To whom it may concern:

I want to voice my dislike of the new rules you are putting into effect regarding net neutrality. This will widen the
connectivity gap between the rich and the poor, and that is not something I'd like to see happen.

Best,
Rithvik

------------------------------ Email 114 ------------------------------

From: pemungkah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:32
Subject: I'm disgusted.
Mr. Wheeler,

You have taken the first step in turning the only remaining engine of innovation in the country into a cash cow for one
corporation. By ceding the governance of consumer Internet to Comcast via the ‘fast lane’ proposal, you have
guaranteed that every other country that does not do this will be able to out-innovate us.

There is no way conceivable that anyone other than the ISPs will benefit from ‘fast lanes’. The ‘fast lanes’ will get more
 and more expensive, and the service in the ‘slow lanes’ will get worse and worse “because we don’t have the capacity”.

I had hoped that you would put the good of the country ahead of corporate gain. You did not. I do not see the future of
the Internet going well at all.

And we will know exactly who to blame for it.

------------------------------ Email 115 ------------------------------

From: bfeelyweb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:32
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Subject: Keep the internet free
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Sincerely,

Bennett Feely

------------------------------ Email 116 ------------------------------

From: anna.g.garrett
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 117 ------------------------------

From: gs84marketing
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:33
Subject: Worthless government legislation to stifle already nearly starving  people
You and your modern day pirate friends are continuing to try and stifle people (like myself) that are already 2-4 weeks
away from starvation should all the cards not fit into place.

For someone like yourself who probably struggles to effectively use a smart-phone, walling out innovative internet
companies who can't afford premium speed from internet service providers isn't a big deal.

However, for people like myself small business who work solely from income earned online, require fair and neutral
internet access to content. I'm a web developer which requires companies that want to take new adventures online to
build new platforms. As a solo operation, I can't hope to do huge projects, I have to take small-medium sized projects
from like-sized businesses.

I'm already at a disadvantage because I live in an under-served and under-developed rural area of Texas. The average
bill for internet service is roughly $50. That is probably around 5mbps to 8mbps internet access via DSL or bundled
with Cable. I have to pay $440.00 per month for a dedicated line to get the same access.

I don't get any government assistance (food stamps, welfare, medicare, medicaid) and I barely scrape by, by the skin of
my teeth I manage to keep my business afloat. I live in a mobile home, my single vehicle is 13 years old. Unlike you
and your government swindlers I'm far from living the American dream, I'm flailing my arms in an ocean to prevent
drowning.

So I'd like you to abandon this notion completely or send me a heavily inflated, long-term government contract for some
 tedious set of web development work on menial government projects. That should help to offset the huge disparity in
new business I would likely be subject to under the new premium package internet services. I don't mind being a sell-
out, if its good enough for you it should be good enough for me.

Sincerely,
Gary Smith

------------------------------ Email 118 ------------------------------

From: justinrobertson1123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:33
Subject: Net neutrality.
Dear Mr. Wheeler.

I realize that the chances of you reading this are pretty slim. However I feel it is my responsibility to write to you. You
are supposed to be a commissioner for the people, not for whoever is throwing you a big chunk of change. You have the
 power to become one of the most important political figures if our time by doing what you and everyone else knows is
right. Please don't destroy the Internet as we know it and how it's supposed to be. Please reconsider your stance or step
down and let someone else who can do their job have it.

Sincerely, a concerned American.
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Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android<https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>

------------------------------ Email 119 ------------------------------

From: chris.rehr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:34
Subject: Re:   Fast Lane
Greetings Tom:

You are not listening to what the public wants.  When is the FCC going to stop wielding to corporate demands??!!

Fyi, I work in entertainment and technology.

Sincerely,

Christian Rehr
Los Angeles

------------------------------ Email 120 ------------------------------

From: nathaniel.metrock
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:35
Subject: Keep the net neutral
Hi there.
Hope you are having an awesome day.
Just wanted to take a moment to express my concerns about the recent news regarding net neutrality. I feel we would be
setting a very bad example for the rest of world if we allow the lobbyists to win over the FCC and change the face of the
 internet.
I am proud that America invented the internet. It already saddens me that we are falling behind the world in terms of
broadband speeds. If we also kill our net neutrality it will be all downhill from there.

Please listen to the people, not the $$$

Thank you for your time,
Nathaniel Metrock
Auburn, CA 95603

------------------------------ Email 121 ------------------------------

From: andrew.moss.md
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:35
Subject: How can you possibly think ending net neutrality is a good idea?
Dear Tom,

I'm writing to express my utter disgust with the FCC's decision to allow internet providers to create "fast lanes" on the
internet. Are you really so naive that you think this is anything other than a naked cash by the likes of Comcast and
Time Warner? These are companies that have a consistent track record of doing everything in their power to hurt
consumers. Your job, supposedly, is to protect the interests of the American people. How will I be helped by this? We
all know how it's going to shake out. Internet providers will throttle the speeds of any company that they consider
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competition. Since almost everyone in this country has only one real option for high speed internet, cable, (this is
another terrible situation you're contributing to, by the way) and the cable companies are also media providers, they're
obviously just going to use their newfound power in an anticompetitive fashion to prevent any innovation in content
delivery. You are going to go down in history as the man who helped kill the golden age of the internet. This is an
absolute disgrace. I'm a doctor and a member of the military, and as far as I can tell, all my service is doing is
consolidating power in the hands of the few while people like you dance for their table scraps. You should be ashamed.
I hope you resign your position, since you obviously have no interest whatsoever in the interests of the American
consumer.

Dr. Andrew Moss

------------------------------ Email 122 ------------------------------

From: sanelaosmanovic
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:35
Subject: Net neutrality concerns
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

>With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

>But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

>Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

>You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android<https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>

------------------------------ Email 123 ------------------------------

From: auburn180
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 124 ------------------------------

From: johnmichaelgroth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:36
Subject: Please do not go forward with the "Web Fast Lane"
Hello Mr. Wheeler.

I recently read this article: http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html

And it has concerned me greatly. I am a 19-year-old college student who uses the internet constantly. I use Facebook,
Twitter, and other social media. I make YouTube videos for fun and some extra cash. I search on Google daily. I use
sites my teachers use in order to do homework. The internet is a massive part of my, and nearly everyone else's, life.

That is why I am asking you to stop this fast lane law.

For years, you and President Obama have been advocates of net neutrality. Allowing certain companies to pay ISPs
extra money for fast lanes, making certain sites faster than others, is not net neutrality. It is exactly the opposite. It is
giving certain sites advantages over others and essentially preventing any small start-up companies in the future from
getting off the ground. It will also lead to higher, more unfair prices for consumers. I cannot think of any positives to
this scenario that don't apply to large corporations.

Please don't let these lobbyists ruin the internet. Don't let it turn into the image that I've attached.

Thanks,
--Michael Groth

------------------------------ Email 125 ------------------------------

From: mike
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

The need to have a free flow of information over the internet far outweighs the interests of your cronies and their
monopolistic business empires in the communication and cable sector. Assuming there is such a thing as shame left in
American politics and government you should be full of it.

I hope you reconsider.

Michael Cucinotta
New York



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 126 ------------------------------

From: cwc5826
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

This isn't right Tom.

------------------------------ Email 127 ------------------------------

From: stamerman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:38
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Scott Amerman (  writes:

As an Engineer working at an American company I do not support removing net neutrality. If net neutrality is removed
it will stifle innovation for the sake of more profits. Please don't do this.

Regards,
Scott Amerman
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 128 ------------------------------

From: lance
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:38
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Subject: Net Neutrality.
How can you let the this ruling on neutrality rule? Our country is one of the slowest in internet speeds. My internet
provider (the only one in the area is the 2nd worst on a list from the washington times... windstream) Yet you allow
them to grab more money. They could raise rates and improve service.. instead they are grabbing new streams of
revenue and they can do that without helping the customer. You need to end this now. Net neutrality is something that
should be preserved. No nation should control the internet, speeds or what content should be displayed and what content
 can be displayed at slower speeds. I didn't vote for this and I will never support it. They all are multi state companies
and should have no reason not to provide service. The rule of business is it it cost you more to provide the product you
want then you should charge more. not go ask the government to get paid from both ends (service and provider) without
 a promise of faster internet speeds in the entire internet.

 <http://www.carrollbroadcasting.com/email-logo.png>
Lance Coon
Carroll Broadcasting Company
P: 712-792-4321
F: 712-792-6667

------------------------------ Email 129 ------------------------------

From: andersonbr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:38
Subject: Fast Lanes - Net Neutrality (or lack thereof)
Dear Mr. Tom Wheeler,

While you sit in your office chair all high and mighty rubbing your fingers together like some evil mastermind, millions
of Americans will be affected by your plan to provide companies (with more money of course) 'fast lanes' to our
ridiculous selective few Isps.  Not only is this wrong and corrupt in so many ways,  it's just plain evil.

What if I want to start up a business, and a customer wants to load up my website but can't because it's too slow?

What if my local credit unions website is halted to a cripple because they cant afford these 'fast lanes'?

Obviously, you were bought out by some company because you're just like the rest of Washington, greedy and corrupt.
Be a part of history, and put a plan together that is for the PEOPLE.  Please.

------------------------------ Email 130 ------------------------------

From: jordan.haynes7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I just finished reading that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
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companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Jordan

------------------------------ Email 131 ------------------------------

From: c4miwato
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:39
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Dundy (  writes:

No surprise that you are proposing new rules rewarding your former clients in extorting third party suppliers as a part of
"net neutrality". Best FCC Commission money can buy!  You and your colleagues are scum.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 132 ------------------------------

From: curtchau
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:40
Subject: Please, no fast lane rule
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

As a citizen, I strongly am opposed to any so-called net neutrality rule that allows "fast-lane" deals.   Why not, as the
saying goes, "be a man" and just do Title II?

------------------------------ Email 133 ------------------------------

From: drgnwelp91
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:40
Subject: Do you care about the people, or money?
Everyday, it feels as if the ones who are meant to protect us, the Americans, no longer care.  Everyday our rights get
ignored. If it's not one thing it's another. Politicians were meant to aid the people and this country, but far too many care
about how to line their pockets with money. Tell us how it is fair for us, the civilians, the poor, the very people that you
use to be? We all know why all you big shots want this stupid net neutrality, and I will admit I don't understand it
completely.  What I do understand from this is that Comcast, and all those other big shot companies are going to give
you a share of their I'll begotten profits.

Imagine this. A troll is sitting on his bridge along this very deep River. People notice this troll and go to another safer
bridge. The troll then precedes to destroy the other bridges and gets his friend's to go to the stone quarry and the woods
to exact their tools on them in case the people want to build a new bridge. .. is that what you want to be? That troll who
forces people to do what you want? Do you want to be a part of why this country is a ruin ruled by greedy, war
mongering idiots? I doubt this will reach you or that you will even read this, if you do you will probably just laugh.
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Just know this, does the common man no longer mean anything to you? Are you just like the others who penned to hear
or voices, our pleas? Or will you just be another who counts his coins ignoring the hungry starving man dying in the
street?

------------------------------ Email 134 ------------------------------

From: eyaldalalz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:40
Subject: Concerns Regarding Recent Decisions
To Tom Wheeler:
Correct me if I'm wrong, but as far as I know, the sole purpose of an Internet Service Provider is to provide internet
service to consumers. By allowing ISPs to discriminate against what sites can and cannot deliver content quickly, you
are hurting the free market and destroying the ability for competition to rise. Your misguided, monopolistic ideas are
harmful to the economy and are unamerican, allowing pre-existing successful and wealthy companies to maintain
power, while small businesses suffer. If you think people will not fight this then you are seriously mistaken. If the
legacy you wish to leave behind is one of corruption, greed, and the destruction of something free, open, and just, then
go ahead. Otherwise you will reverse your decision. I do not wish to grow old and reminisce about when the Internet
was neutral. Net neutrality affects this entire planet; what you are doing is despicable. Thanks for your time.
A deeply concerned citizen,
Eyal Dalal

------------------------------ Email 135 ------------------------------

From: nick.w.robinson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Hi tom,

I am really disappointed in you. I know it's hard being to walk the line between serving the public and serving telecom
giants, but I thought you might be one of the few with the guts to do the right thing.

Think about it, though, Tom. This doesn't have to be the mark you leave on history. You have time. Resign, give a press
conference criticizing industry influence on FCC rule making, support open Internet and become a hero to millions of
people instead of another despised millionaire.

You can do it!

Nick Robinson
Lubbock, TX

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 136 ------------------------------

From: j.r.guerra23
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 137 ------------------------------

From: arabica
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
For the basic good of America we need our internet to function as openly and honestly as possible. Please support Net
Neutrality.  If not then you may be remembered as the man who, in essence, locked down the printing press.

------------------------------ Email 138 ------------------------------

From: stlbadger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:41
Subject: Dude
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 139 ------------------------------

From: joey.bradfield
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:42
Subject: Net neutrality
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
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additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 140 ------------------------------

From: pkilcullen77
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:42
Subject: Concerning what you've done to net neutrality
Please, PLEASE, kill this 'fast lane' idea.  This does nothing to benefit the American people, nor does it help foster the
type of open and creative environment that allowed companies like Twitter, Facebook, Wikipedia, or Netflix to form
and become popular.  All it's going to do is make content providers shell out more cash to ISPs so they can have decent
data transmission speeds to their customers, a cost they WILL be passing onto us.  Y'know, the American people?  The
one YOU are SUPPOSED to serve?
This deal is wrong.  You know it, we know it, everyone knows it.  Just abandon it, make Comcast play by the rules.
They're not hurting for money or anything, they don't need to have a damned monopoly that makes them King of the
Internet.  Please, don't hit the American people even harder in the wallet, not when some of us are just starting to believe
 things might be looking better.

------------------------------ Email 141 ------------------------------

From: drawnalong
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:43
Subject: A Veteran's Concern Over the Loss of Net Neutrality
To the Commissioners at the FCC,

It is with great alarm that I recognize your recent decision to eliminate the wise and just policy of "Net Neutrality" that
has protected our commerce of ideas from the egregious harm of monopolization and corporate thuggery. I am writing
to express my acute grievance with your change in policy - a change I do not accept, and thus will resist - and will
additionally note that I am a consistent activist, content creator, and burgeoning business person. I believe your decision
will place my content, and thus my livelihood at risk, along with many millions of active, industrious creators and
consumers in these United States to which you have broken service.

You may disagree.

However I will now join many good and reasonable citizens at removing you from your otherwise honorable positions -
in order that just commerce may continue unhindered by the juggernaut special interests that line your pockets. The
pursuit of appropriate communication policy will continue only after you have stepped down, or clearly reversed your
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decision.

Your distinct conflict of interest and inability to recognize the dangers of your behavior distinguish you as uniquely
unfit for service to the United States of America in any capacity. You have brought shame and dishonor upon
yourselves. It would be more honest for you to directly serve the industries from which you are already clearly
purchased, by going back entirely on their payroll as you have been in the past, rather than cowardly bending knee while
 sitting in a position designed to protect, rather than pillage, the public's interest with regards to communications policy.
You are turncoats and traitors to your duty. You ought to be ashamed, and soon will be. I hope you appreciate the hard
earned American dollars you have misappropriated, and will likely continue to receive, in full knowledge that you have
earned them by way of theft from hard-working people who - until today - observed larger freedoms under the aegis of
better persons than yourselves. You have stolen the liberties of Americans while sitting in a position of public privilege.
You are making a grave error.

It is not too late to reconsider.

Reconsider.

Cheers,
Michael McCarthy
(401) 595-8987

Newport, RI

------------------------------ Email 142 ------------------------------

From: nicholas riley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

?
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Sincerely,

Nicholas Riley

------------------------------ Email 143 ------------------------------

From: jacob.lockrem
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:44
Subject: Net Neutrality (A concerned 15 year old)
If you get this directly, please I thank you in advance for sitting through this uninteresting email. Please do not let the
new Fast Lanes policy pass. Please continue letting the internet be free, for some people it's all they have..... Sadly it
seems that if you pass this, free internet will just be another soon to die media. Now I am only 15, and I'm sure my
grammar is atrocious, but please forgive me and if you can look past that, you may see a concerned youth who hopes a
amazing thing doesn't die to greedy business men. I'm also sure you hear something similar to that statement often but I
truly believe that letting the government or large businesses take just a small thing from the online community would
create repercussions unknown to this government. Or maybe we as a community (the internet and all it's amazing
people) would moan and groan for a month or two, maybe even a year. It would ultimately hurt America. I'm not sure
how, I just think we shouldn't let such a injustice to small websites and personal blogs happen because it just shouldn't.
So do me a solid?

------------------------------ Email 144 ------------------------------

From: chris.vurnis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:45
Subject: Net Neutrality and "fast lanes"
Hello Chairman Wheeler:

I was extremely dismayed to read about the new plans to approve of "fast lanes" for the internet for various high profile
content providers.

This kind of thinking goes completely against the concepts of net neutrality, no matter how it is advertised or packaged.

What WILL MOST CERTAINLY HAPPEN in the end if regulators capitulate is that the largest content providers will
hog up the extreme majority of bandwidth, and lock out smaller content providers.

The FCC needs to stand up for EVERYONE, and not just the biggest corporate lobbyists with the biggest bank
accounts.

The current course away from net neutrality is setting the stage for ever increasing corporate and government
propaganda efforts with internet control.   That WILL MOST CERTAINLY OCCUR.     To think otherwise is merely
fanciful dreaming.

The FCC needs to fully enforce net neutrality; and if they are somehow barred by the courts from doing so, then the
FCC needs to stand up publicly to Congress and demand legislation requiring full net neutrality.

Sorry if this letter seems harsh; but I am tired of continual actions from Washington with all manner of endeavors that
do a disservice to the people.

Chris Vurnis
Citizen and Voter.
USA
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------------------------------ Email 145 ------------------------------

From: wellborn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:45
Subject: You are a failure
You have corrupted the internet. Resign now.

------------------------------ Email 146 ------------------------------

From: elijah.craig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:45
Subject: Net neutrality
This topic should only be brought up in the context of it net neutrality existing. Why can't you leave internet alone. The
internet is a magnificent place that should be nationwide and cheap. It is a necessity of modern life because of its
usefulness and benefits. Why you would even think to take away that benefit or make it harder to obtain is beyond me.
This doesn't help the American people, this helps the well to do who have an idea of making more money of the people
who already struggle. Please make net neutrality a thing. This is a plea, the internet can't be owned by the cable
companies or regulated by them.

------------------------------ Email 147 ------------------------------

From: garrett.gile
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:45
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Chairman Tom Wheeler and Commissioners of the FCC,

      It is my firm belief and conviction that all internet traffic should be treated the same, unless in times of crisis to be
slowed down for purposes of improving emergency services (medical, military, etc.) capabilities in times of crisis.
(Much like the propositions for cell phone towers unused emergency spectrums)

      In this modern day internet ownership, especially in the United States, should be a basic human right. That the fees
and contracts between ISPs and Consumers should not be conducted in bad faith by ISPs promising specific internet
speeds, yet being able to throttle sites who do not pay them for access. The consumer has paid for a specific service, but
can still be taken advantage of since the ISP can choose which sites it will allows access to at what speeds.

      I will not go into more detail or specifics because I am aware of my lack of expertise and greater depth of the issue,
but believe my voice is heard by you and my arguments and fears have foundation

     Thank you for time and consideration.

Respectfully,

Garrett T Gile
Marquette University
Biomedical Science 14’

------------------------------ Email 148 ------------------------------

From: leleigh2011
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 0:45
Subject: re: Web "Fast Lanes", urgent
Chairman Wheeler,

It is in your best interest to not allow high revenue media companies to monopolize the internet as we know it. To
encourage a direct relationship between money and bandwidth access is a huge step in the opposite direction of where
we need to be headed and is guaranteed to have devastating effects.

There are strong initiatives and inclinations to protect net neutrality in the most developed countries in the world in the
European Union for a reason.The prime of the digital age is an exciting time in which to live, and with net neutrality it
will last long into the future for both you and I's children, grandchildren, and generations to come. The positive
implications for business, technology, science, education, etc. are great and unfathomable.

The internet is extremely powerful, I beg you do not facilitate the death of its freedom to the detriment of us all by
catering to the will of money. The right decision is painfully obvious, please do not sell out your country or let down
citizens who are depending on you and your decisions.

Thank you and best regards,
Lindsay Leigh

------------------------------ Email 149 ------------------------------

From: savaw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:45
Subject: FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 150 ------------------------------

From: beverlyhills.ca
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:45
Subject: Protect net neutrality
As a 2x entrepreneur, I urge you to protect net neutrality.

Say no to Comcast lobbyists!
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Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 151 ------------------------------

From: alecgharwood
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:46
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alec Harwood (  writes:

No to fast lanes. No to the oligarchs. No to the politicians who need donations for the next election.  Yes to Net
Neutrality! Yes to the cable companies investing their huge profits in new equipment to improve service to all, repeat
all, of their customers.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 152 ------------------------------

From: verlin.kurt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:46
Subject: On the Subject of Net Neutrality
I did not personally write the following statements but they sum up my thoughts accurately.

---------------------

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

---------------------

Thanks for reading,

A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 153 ------------------------------

From: hybridtheory7
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/24/2014 0:46
Subject: Dude seriously, net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 154 ------------------------------

From: brettwilson08
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,
Brett Wilson

------------------------------ Email 155 ------------------------------
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From: cardriverx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:47
Subject: Strong Concerns Over Your Actions Toward Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

--

Steven Karkenny

------------------------------ Email 156 ------------------------------

From: knh85260
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear sir, I assume you realize this is of no benefit to the people you are supposed to be serving, surely you are a smart
man that realizes his position. You are going to cement a legacy one way or another, do the right thing and be a hero for
the public and not for corporate greed.

------------------------------ Email 157 ------------------------------

From: eric.f.jensen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:48
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
eric jensen (  writes:
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I am very disappointed with your suggestion to throw out net neutrality and  allow comcast, verizon and others to
regulate access to the internet.  The internet is a collection of public and private infrastructure which benefits all.
Allowing the monopolistic corporation that deliver data to the public does not own the internet and should not be
permitted to control it.

I urge you to look very carefully at how other countries have regulated internet service providers, the quality and cost of
 that service.  I am sure you will find that our system is inferior and  allowing more control by corporate monopolies
will only make matters worse.

Please re-adopt and enforce net neutrality laws.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 158 ------------------------------

From: matsutsuki1786
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:48
Subject: Net neutrality
How can you guys do stuff like this and sleep at night? Good to know its always about the money never about the
people.

Sent using CloudMagic <https://cloudmagic.com/k/d/mailapp?ct=pa&cv=1.0.20&pv=4.3>

------------------------------ Email 159 ------------------------------

From: garrett.gile
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:49
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Chairman Tom Wheeler and Commissioners of the FCC,

      It is my firm belief and conviction that all internet traffic should be treated the same, unless in times of crisis to be
slowed down for purposes of improving emergency services (medical, military, etc.) capabilities in times of crisis.
(Much like the propositions for cell phone towers unused emergency spectrums)

      In this modern day internet ownership, especially in the United States, should be a basic human right. That the fees
and contracts between ISPs and Consumers should not be conducted in bad faith by ISPs promising specific internet
speeds, yet being able to throttle sites who do not pay them for access. The consumer has paid for a specific service, but
can still be taken advantage of since the ISP can choose which sites it will allows access to at what speeds.

      I will not go into more detail or specifics because I am aware of my lack of expertise and greater depth of the issue,
but believe my voice is heard by you and my arguments and fears have foundation and a healthy point.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

     Thank you for time and consideration.

Respectfully,

Garrett T Gile

Marquette University

Biomedical Science 14’

------------------------------ Email 160 ------------------------------

From: mathieulablanque
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Eyes on you. Don't ruin everything for everyone ever.

------------------------------ Email 161 ------------------------------

From: petervstevens
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 0:50
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear FCC,

I protest the changes you are proposing to create a fast lane that creates artificial barriers and allow content companies
to pay Internet service providers "for special access to consumers."

You are undermining the universal benefit of the internet. You are creating a new class of winners and losers.

This is short sighted and diminishes the economic vitality of the American public and businesses.

For the sake of the public benefit. YOU MUST NOT ALLOW THESE RULES TO TAKE EFFECT.

Narrow corporate interests must not usurp the public benefit of the internet, as it is now.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Sincerely,

Peter Vukmirovic Stevens

Seattle,Washington

--

www.petervukmirovicstevens.com<http://www.petervukmirovicstevens.com>

www.seattlepianistcollective.com<http://www.seattlepianistcollective.com>

------------------------------ Email 162 ------------------------------

From: chern147
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:50
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irreversible harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for all, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up
their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies
that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. Companies already established in the market
will be able to offer monetary and advertising incentives to the providers to slow the speed of their competitors, even if
those competitors are also paying (albeit a lesser amount). It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality
would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your
pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have
hugely negative repercussions for decades.

Please consider the impact that your decision will have on the future of America and the world.

Sincerely,

Everyone
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------------------------------ Email 163 ------------------------------

From: bobbybrown
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:51
Subject: Guess what I found?
(No, this email's not real, it's http://deadfake.com)

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

-Bobby

------------------------------ Email 164 ------------------------------

From: ballenwright
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 165 ------------------------------
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From: griffinbranham
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
griffin branham (  writes:

WTF is going on with Comcast and TWC? How is this not a plainly obvious monopoly? Hell both companies
ALREADY HAVE REGIONAL MONOPOLIES. And your former commissioner (chairmain, whatever) is now an
executive at Comcast? What the actual fuck? Is this American or post-Soviet Russia? If net neutrality dies then that will
be a sad day indeed. One of the most iconicly American, innovate, incredible feats of human ingenuity in history will be
 neutered by a god damn corporate for the sole reason of greed. Unfortunately I can't even say I'm surprised that you
clowns are letting this happen.

Griffin
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 166 ------------------------------

From: chern147
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:52
Subject: Please do not end Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irreversible harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for all, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up
their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies
that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. Companies already established in the market
will be able to offer monetary and advertising incentives to the providers to slow the speed of their competitors, even if
those competitors are also paying (albeit a lesser amount). It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality
would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your
pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have
hugely negative repercussions for decades.

Please consider the impact that your decision will have on the future of America and the world.

Sincerely.
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------------------------------ Email 167 ------------------------------

From: rob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Rob Mitchell (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Rob Mitchell
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 168 ------------------------------

From: thrash907
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thanks,

Ryan

------------------------------ Email 169 ------------------------------

From: crmott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I recently came across an article about the FCC's plans to create "fast lanes" within the internet that would force
companies and consumers to pay extra to receive additional speed. While you might assume that it will not be "forced",
I can assure you that people will have to pay extra just to receive adequate speeds for daily activities. From a
businessman's perspective, it would only make sense.

This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet. You are stifling innovation and allowing large companies to
take control of the free market. You are corrupting the system.

I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for cable companies, I know that you are likely being well paid, and I know
that your current stance on net neutrality is one of selfishness and greed. By placing your personal interests ahead of the
public's, you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. Your name will be tarnished. The people will NOT stand for this.

It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations. In fact, I know you don't believe that, Tom. You are selling out the fate of our country only to line your
pockets. You are impeding the growth of our nation.
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Once net neutrality is ended, it will be nearly impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative
repercussions for years to come. Don't make yourself a target, Tom.

You know what is right.

Very Respectfully,

Chris Mott

------------------------------ Email 170 ------------------------------

From: chaserawlins
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
You're playing a great part of what is destroying this country. Congrats.
Remember, there is only so much the people will take. Our country will reach a breaking point, and all your worth will
be of no value. Crooks get away with crimes that go unnoticed, so trust that you will not get away with this.
Eat a dick.

Sincerely,
Chase Rawlinson

------------------------------ Email 171 ------------------------------

From: boombasticfrank
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Please we want net neutrality. We need to keep the internet a place that isn't run by a company or many colorations for
that matter. It might not affect you but it will affect the people who pay for internet service.

Jordan frank

------------------------------ Email 172 ------------------------------

From: cmeier213
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:54
Subject: Protect the internet!
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 173 ------------------------------

From: ideallivingmedia
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:54
Subject: Ending net neutrality is an end to freedom
Sir,

  Please do not take the same route as "separate but equal"
discriminatory rulings did in the past.  Once there is a separation
between a "baseline level of service" versus "special access to
consumers," many citizens will suffer, and their freedoms to access
knowledge will be limited.

  Passage of the proposed changes to undermine net neutrality would
be, in effect, the opposite of previous positive changes in American
history to help protect access to necessary services, such as The
Rural Electrification Act of 1935.

  Future historians will not be kind to those who support undermining
the freedoms of the disadvantaged.

  Please find the courage to set aside this proposed rule change.

  Thank you,
    James Smith
    Richfield, Utah
    Internet professional, with over 20 years' experience.

------------------------------ Email 174 ------------------------------

From: prexing19
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:54
Subject: Is this the country you want your gandkids to grow up in?
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
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lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 175 ------------------------------

From: lmskyliner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:54
Subject: Betrayal of Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

~Douglas

------------------------------ Email 176 ------------------------------

From: jcvaladez
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:55
Subject: Net Nutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
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with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 177 ------------------------------

From: andrewschlussel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:55
Subject: Save net neutrality!
Net neutrality encourages innovation and had allowed the U.S.A. to take the lead in the internet for a generation. Don't
bring that to an end to feed corporate greed.

------------------------------ Email 178 ------------------------------

From: nik.porter88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't let the internet die a slow painful death. Net neutrality is extremely important. What the ISP are going to do
is wrong. Please do what you can to stop it. Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 179 ------------------------------

From: borosz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:55
Subject: Net neutrality.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

I realize that you are unlikely to actual read this, but that doesn't change the fact that you are ruling on something you
probably don't fully understand. Our country's students have been slipping when compared to the rest of the world for
decades now. That coupled with the declining middle class, this decision you have made will do nothing but push us
further down the hole and doom the future of our country to that of an uneducated mass of followers rather than the
ingenious leaders that we were know for in days past. Information is power, and what is the Internet but a huge mass of
humanity's collective knowledge? Restricting the Internet is restricting our children, thus condemning this country to be
stripped of its role as a world superpower. A new era is coming, one ruled by knowledge and not weaponry or brute
force. The days when the one with the biggest gun wins are far over. In the near future, the one with the brightest minds
will reign supreme, and outlooks on that being the US are not great. This country needs to be revitalized, infrastructures
rebuilt, education reformatted. Your decision in this matter would not only allow us to slip further in comparison to
other powers, but in fact bring down the technological state of the entire planet. The US is a bottleneck of sorts for the
Internet, allowing corporations to manipulate this bottleneck will reverberate throughout the entire planet. Do you really
 want to be the one that started it all? However stuffed you pocket will become as a result of this, is it enough to justify
creating this legacy for yourself? That's the question that you need to ask yourself, and honestly, that's the question you
should always be asking yourself. "Is our future worth these kickbacks?"

I urge you to reconsider your decision, for the sake of the future of this world.

Thank you for your time,
Ben Orosz

------------------------------ Email 180 ------------------------------

From: liquidpaper625
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.
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------------------------------ Email 181 ------------------------------

From: vosovskiy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 182 ------------------------------

From: erik.encarnacion
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:57
Subject: Don't kill net neutrality.
It will be so painfully obvious that you're in the back pocket of Comcast.

http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

Erik

------------------------------ Email 183 ------------------------------

From: ehb2727
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
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commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 184 ------------------------------

From: robalexander45
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 185 ------------------------------

From: lewij3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:57
Subject: Please consider your moral obligations as an engineer.
Hi Tom,

Internet "fast lanes" disincentivizes internet service providers from upgrading America's internet infrastructure.

America is already far behind other countries in terms of internet speed availability (even in dense urban areas).  Letting
 short term solutions like internet "fast lanes" further delay the availability of fast (gigabit end user connection) internet
infrastructure is morally wrong.

Soon internet providers like Comcast, AT&T, Time Warner, and Verizon will have to promise gigabit speeds to
consumers to compete with services like Google Fiber.  Once they are promising these speeds to end users, these
internet "fast lane" rules will be obsolete;  "fast lanes" would imply the internet service providers will not be meeting
their promise to customers to deliver the gigabit speeds.

- Justin
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------------------------------ Email 186 ------------------------------

From: jared
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:57
Subject: May 15th vote
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing. The people of this nation won't forget your actions.

Regards,
Jared Castaldi

--
Photographer
2310 Mercer St.
Philadelphia, PA 19125
www.jaredcastaldi.com<http://www.jaredcastaldi.com>
484.340.0408

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 187 ------------------------------

From: andrew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:58
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

--

Andrew Taylor
mailto

www.enticemedia.com<http://www.enticemedia.com>
360-621-5250

------------------------------ Email 188 ------------------------------

From: thegreatdivorce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:58
Subject: The FCC, and you, and the abolition of Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is reprehensible to allow massive
corporations to control what was - until now - the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I'm sure that, like Meredith Baker,
you're being well compensated - with future employment if not outright capital - to favor the outcome the cable
companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

In doing this, you are placing your personal interests ahead of what's best for the public you ostensibly protect, and you
are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be
rendered hypocrites. With the FCC abolishing Net Neutrality, you will be eliminating the opportunity for people to start
their own small businesses that utilize the internet. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't
paying cable companies, meaning consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.

As a small business owner, one that relies utterly on the internet, I can't overstate this enough, nor can I overstate how
frightening and disturbing this is to me. How long before my potential clients simply skip my site because I haven't paid
 a premium to be put in the "fast lane"?

It is absolutely incomprehensible that you genuinely believe that ending Net Neutrality would be a positive change for
anyone besides major corporations.

Tom, you, along with Meredith Baker and others, are selling out the public good to line your pockets, and the pockets of
 telcoms like Comcast, et al. Once Net Neutrality is eliminated by the FCC, you, Meredith, and others, it will be nigh
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impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you or anyone else, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing. I truly wish
you'd take more seriously your responsibility to the country, and people, that put you where you are.

// Ryan Flynn

------------------------------ Email 189 ------------------------------

From: kazkurose
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:58
Subject: Net neutrality.
Please demonstrate that the interests of super-corporations are not the deciding factor in all domains of our country's
functioning.  It saddens me to learn about the possible fallout from ending fair access to the web by all companies big
and small.  The internet could then be controlled by the same corporations who already carefully control what we see
and hear on the news networks they own.

Sincerely,
Kazuo Kurose.

------------------------------ Email 190 ------------------------------

From: buntingj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jeremy R Bunting (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

Today's new announcements for the structure of Internet service providers and how they charge for service alarm me
greatly. Net neutrality is now one of the largest issues facing our nation and how it communicates. The new rules
drafted by you and your staff DIRECTLY violate the ideals of net neutrality and instead, sanction ISPs to charge
differently for different speeds of data.

This is completely unacceptable.

The fact that Netflix could get fastlane access to the internet while things like medical records, critical application data,
communication channels like Twitter, email and EVERYTHING ELSE take a back seat to that is simply insane. It's the
same as giving Walmart their own highway while the ambulance takes the traffic congested city streets. It's not what
this country stands for.

The FCC needs to grow a backbone and stop being complicit in helping the ISPs destroy innovation in the US.
Establishing these rules and putting them into practice would not only be bad for communications in this country, it
would threaten our economy and stifle digital innovation in a huge way.

I build digital things for a living, and these rules are a great way for the ISPs to get richer, while people that want to
build new things or companies trying to start up get shut out completely.

Please, I implore you, stick to the ideals of net neutrality. The FCC is a GOVERNMENT organization. It should not be
in the business of making the ISPs richer and more powerful than they are. That is not the role of government.

Desperately,
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Jeremy R Bunting
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 191 ------------------------------

From: laney.furr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
William Laney Furr (  writes:

I'm very disappointed in your capitulation to 'fat cat' ISP providers. You are supposed to be our watchdog, but you have
no teeth. Shame on you and the FCC for giving in and allowing "fees" to begin.

You should be fighting for net neutrality. Those of us who do not own cable companies or ISPs need your support, and
you have chosen to bail.

Shame!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 192 ------------------------------

From: fawker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject: you guys are done milking cable so now you're after the internet
look at the horrible 3rd world state of our cell phones

bandwith caps

metered internet

what do the cell companies do with all the money you give them to build
infrastructure?

now, its time to milk the internet

are you representing your citizens appropriately?

are you a good steward of tax payer dollars?

------------------------------ Email 193 ------------------------------

From: crav0467
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jack Cravener (  writes:
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Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

It honestly makes me feel sick knowing that this sort of thing ever crossed the mind of someone who should be an
ethically-minded person, interested in the public good.  The notion that a single check, a nice dinner and the promise of
more money to come, can make you willingly destroy everything that makes the internet valuable makes me sick to my
stomach.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 194 ------------------------------

From: emrspam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Elizabeth Rodriguez (  writes:

Hello Chairman Wheeler,

I am the first to admit that my passion about politics, like many of my fellow Millennials, is passive at best. However,
your reversal on Net Neutrality is something that I feel I must speak up against.

Allowing large companies to seize control of such a vast part of the internet, and in a way, it's accessibility to the poor is
 inexcusable. I don't think I need to outline all of the potential corruption that will ensue if you do not correct your
reversal, as I feel you already have a clear understanding of what the future will be.

You may think whatever payout you are receiving from Comcast/Verizon/AT&T is sufficient cause to sway your
opinion. I plead that you do not allow corruption to factor into your final decision on Net Neutrality.

My fellow Millennials feel threatened by this reversal. By allowing the reversal, you are hitting our wallets. You are
allowing monopolies that refuse to innovate loaf around and chew up the consumer. You are interfering with our access
to pop culture: music, movies, and television. And most damning of all, this decision could affect our access to social
media in the future. And the Millennials really like their social media.

And with this, I hope you will reconsider your decision, and make the right choice.

Thank you,
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Elizabeth Rodriguez
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 195 ------------------------------

From: sensesallused27
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject:
Fuck you and comcast.

Sent from my HTC on T-Mobile 4G LTE

------------------------------ Email 196 ------------------------------

From: andrewscz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject: Your stance on net neutrality
Dear Tom,

Net neutrality is essential to ensure equal access to information and enable a competitive environment that nutures
innovation. Many would agree these are deeply held American values. Allowing data transfer prioritization to be bought
 and sold is a slippery slope that will lead to increased internet access costs and a few large companies dominating
markets that require high bandwidth, like video streaming. Higher internet costs and slower speeds will place the US
even further behind countries like South Korea with excellent and inexpensive internet connections.

Technologists, who continue to create  the technology you propose to alter, universally oppose your stance on net
neutrality. We made the internet what it is and we know what we are doing. Do you really think you know better?

Sincerely,
Andrew Sczesnak
National Science Foundation Fellow
University of California, Berkeley

------------------------------ Email 197 ------------------------------

From: kmacdonald76
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject: Fast Lanes are a BAD Idea
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 198 ------------------------------

From: seanmchugh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 0:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sean McHugh ( 180software.com) writes:

Hello Tom,

I am a software developer and I practically live on the internet. In my opinion by ending net neutrality you will cause
harm to the United States. You need to seriously think about what you are doing because it might be a lot bigger than
you imagine.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 199 ------------------------------

From: halofreak791
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matthew Schultz (  writes:

Dear MR. Wheeler:
 Please do not kill the internet by destroying net neutrality. Getting rid of net neutrality can only end badly. Also please
do not let Comcast and Time Warner merge it is it will clearly be a monopoly. If both of these things are aloud to
happen by you and the other FCC Commissioners I fear dire consequences it will have for American citizens will and
even many businesses. Please keep the internet open for all and equal for all.
             Sincerely, Matt Schultz
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 200 ------------------------------

From: nick121087
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
I know getting barraged by emails probably is not fun, but net neutrality is a subject alot of Americans care about
Beacuse we all use the Internet. I know and you know big companies stance on net neutrality, but I don't think they
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really see how there decisions are going to effect the average American, all they see is money signs. I urge you please
stand up aginst these big corporations fight for every hard working American who are willing to fight for you and keep
this great country running.

------------------------------ Email 201 ------------------------------

From: turnadzic
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:00
Subject: The Internet is F****d
Hello Sir, Please re-read this

http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

------------------------------ Email 202 ------------------------------

From: bsylvester
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:01
Subject: Hello
How bout you don't be a scumbag for once in you're life. The internet was born free and always will be with or without
your corrupt practices. Net neutrality is equally equivalent to freedom of speech, and you speaking otherwise makes you
 a communist, anti-American, piece of shit. Please, for the sake of intelligent people everywhere do the right thing and
make the internet restriction free for everyone.

------------------------------ Email 203 ------------------------------

From: onzo.anderson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Onzo Bard Anderson (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect.

I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry the
commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear large
companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over this
process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
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ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Onzo Bard Anderson
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 204 ------------------------------

From: etscheidt3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,

Zach Etscheidt

------------------------------ Email 205 ------------------------------

From: parkermontgomery
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:01
Subject: Proposed fast lane rules
Mr. Wheeler,

Your proposed "fast lanes"  are a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet. I have studied it for years now and
have heard no compelling argument for breaking the net neutrality laws because of requests from borderline
monopolistic large corporate entities. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive
change for anyone besides major corporations.
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I hope you reconsider because people like me that are usually not political will be getting involved to help overturn your
 new rules.

Sincerely,

Parker Montgomery

------------------------------ Email 206 ------------------------------

From: meeno722
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:02
Subject: Concerns on Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Yasmeen. I am a law abiding citizen and a full time student. I have recently come to realize that something I
 never thought would be at jeopardy truly is: net neutrality. It seems like a no brainer for any decent human being to
leave this equal opportunity; untarnished and untouched by the greedy hands of internet providers such as Comcast.
This is clearly no longer the case. I have kept a close watch on legislation regarding net neutrality, and all it entails.
Everyone deserves a fair price for internet, and an equal voice on it as well. To take the right of the people to decide the
content of the internet they choose to explore, and auction it off to the highest bidder is wrong and unfair. I'm sure you
have gotten innumerable bribes and kickbacks in exchange for your disgraceful decisions recently. Good for you. Now
the rest of America can suffer (until the computer whiz's find their way around it. Then you're accountable and dug even
 deeper in this mess you're allowing) so you can enjoy your dirty money and ruin our most innovative information
sharing system forever. I hope you wizen up, have some

------------------------------ Email 207 ------------------------------

From: chris.aresch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:02
Subject: Dear Intern
Dear Intern,

Your boss is really gonna fuck up this nation’s future by killing net neutrality. This will snowball into rediculous pricing
 structures similar to the ones used by cable TV. All this will happen as your boss in 5 years is sipping champagne at
Comcast, Verizon or another Big Corp that he is currently selling out to.  Please let him know.

Regards,
Chris

------------------------------ Email 208 ------------------------------

From: rachaelthulhu
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Rachael Mowery (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect.

I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry the
commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear large
companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over this
process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Rachael Mowery
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 209 ------------------------------

From: ang.alex.1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:02
Subject: Isn't this country suppose to be on the cutting edge?
So why is every move in Washington these days about cutting technological advancement at every corner? Killing net
neutrality? Are we serious? Are the people making choices over there even have any idea the magnitude of their choices
 outside their own wallet? It's a sad day when the bridge troll starts demanding payment on both ends and no one bats an
 eye.

------------------------------ Email 210 ------------------------------

From: maxkas777
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Max Kaslick (  writes:
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The internet is a free collective mind that enhances the human race father than it has even been in the past through mass
comminication and sharing of resources/knowledge. Don't let net neutrality be abolished because of the people in charge
 now, let net neutrality live for the people in the generations to come.
Let's please look out for the greater good of the human race and our future, instead of giving in to greed in the present
because it's easier.

All killing net neutrality does is delay the ever greatness that all of us is capable of, just to fill a couple pockets. Let's
stop wasting time and do everything we can to further ourselves as a whole and not prolong the future we all want to
live in.
This may seem a little much but this is how it starts. Stop the out of control control.
 Please for once don't let those who only look out for themselves win.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 211 ------------------------------

From: aeharding
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:03
Subject: Fast lanes
Eat a dick

Sincerely

Alex

------------------------------ Email 212 ------------------------------

From: jason.railey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Tom,

I'm ashamed of how we are letting corporations dictate the rules of the Internet.  Net Neutrality ensures our children are
free.  Not just in country they live in but the virtual world they spend their time in.  Don't be another corporate shrill.
Stand up for what is right. Please don't hand over our Internet to the big 5 media companies.  It isn't theirs.

Please.  For my three kids,

Jason Railey
78759

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 213 ------------------------------

From: phil10cole
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 1:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not let TWC and Comcast merge. This is bad for innovation and net neutrality. Thank you for saving the
internet and caring for the american people's interest.

------------------------------ Email 214 ------------------------------

From: justgentile
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:03
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thanks

------------------------------ Email 215 ------------------------------

From: jasonjulius123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:03
Subject: Read with Reason
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 216 ------------------------------

From: pmckinne
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:04
Subject: Please Stop Internet "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

          I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

          By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
 that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
 start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Patrick M.

------------------------------ Email 217 ------------------------------

From: sarcasticmexican1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:04
Subject: Proposed "Fast Lane" laws.
Good morning,

I think the new net neutrality "fast lane" proposal is
terrible. It only seeks to favor big business and to stomp
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out their competition. I believe the FCC needs to move
towards full net neutrality, not to solutions like this that
will just create more issues

Thanks for your time,

Eric. L

------------------------------ Email 218 ------------------------------

From: prometheusgr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Alex

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 219 ------------------------------

From: theartistis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:05
Subject: You suck.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioners Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
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 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

It’s not “We the Corporations,” it’s “We the People,” remember?  Do you actually remember who it is you work for?
Shame on you and your selfish cohorts. It’s all about you and your cronies, isn’t it?  Do what’s right instead of what’s
most profitable - Prove that you haven’t lost touch with 99% of us out here and DO YOUR JOB for US instead of for a
handful of companies with deep pockets.

Is there anyone out there who cares about US anymore?

How do you sleep at night?

Donna Smith
Average US Citizen
Florida, USA

------------------------------ Email 220 ------------------------------

From: pyrosive
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:06
Subject: Net Nutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 221 ------------------------------

From: davidj v9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:06
Subject: FCC's role in the USA
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Mr. Tom Wheeler,

It has come to my attention that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet allowing companies to pay to
receive additional speed, which would also allow ISP to alternatively slow non-paying sites and services on the internet
creating what amounts to no better than the filtering that countries such as China push on their citizens.  Instead, the
FCC should be pushing toward creating a more reliable internet infrastructure in the US allowing all of its citizens
access to what helped us jump ahead in the late 90s and early 2000s, but now has us falling behind because of our
constant push towards ISP monopolies.  Countries such as Germany, the Netherlands, Belgium, South Korea, and Japan
are taking leaps and bounds ahead of us in technology and access, both in the number of people who have ready access
to the internet and the speeds which they can use.

As a member of the Military, an Eagle Scout, and a proud American Citizen, I feel shame in knowing that the FCC,
which should be working toward the good of the American people by trying to classify Internet Service Providers as
common carriers rather than trying to line both their pockets and yours, is working toward such outrageous actions.  I
sincerely hope that you change your mind as this will have a major impact our our country and its future.

Thank you for your time,
David Johnson

------------------------------ Email 222 ------------------------------

From: numbersixtyone61
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

     I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

     By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

You should honestly be disgusted with yourself.

It's people like you who make me less and less proud to be an American as time goes on.

SINCERELY,

Thomas Snyder

------------------------------ Email 223 ------------------------------
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From: stephen921
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations, you are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
I have spent the last 4 months defending net Neutrality through  a research opportunity from Texas A&M University,
only to see it wildly shot down. This is extremely disappointing, I expected more fork the organization that fought so
hard for the non discriminatory Internet.

Make the right choice.

Good day.

------------------------------ Email 224 ------------------------------

From: lheiskell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:06
Subject: The internet is a utility.
Please consider reading this article.  This has me very concerned: http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-
internet-is-fucked

Thanks,

Lance

------------------------------ Email 225 ------------------------------

From: smithdroid88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:06
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I'm sure you won't read this. It will be some poor secretary, intern, or pr rep who is required to read and then respond to
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these emails. If only I had some large sum of money to send your way, perhaps it would get your attention, seeing as
how that is all you care about anyway.

The new FCC rules, which will allow those companies who are willing and able to pay more to have faster connections
to deliver their content, are absolutely ludicrous. I know you know this, and I know there is literally no point in saying
this to you because I know there is no way a former cable lobbyist is going to give a rat's ass what any consumer wants
as long as your pockets stay lined. This country is in a rapidly accelerating downward spiral, and you and those like you
are all equally responsible. Congratulations on destroying our country for the sake of greed, you sack of shit. The
founding fathers would be proud.

Don't bother replying with some PR bullshit. Enjoy your pile of money.

Signed,

A REAL Patriot

------------------------------ Email 226 ------------------------------

From: whjohnson42
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:07
Subject: ASHAMED
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

William Henry Johnson

------------------------------ Email 227 ------------------------------
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From: jslug19
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:07
Subject:
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 228 ------------------------------

From: dominicxcliu
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:07
Subject:
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Also, eat a dick!

Toodles
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------------------------------ Email 229 ------------------------------

From: ottenadd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 230 ------------------------------

From: trsnyder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

     I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

     By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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I'm studying to be a Computer Engineer because I believe technology has immense potential. You appear to think its
potential should be limited.

You should honestly be disgusted with yourself.

It's people like you who make me less and less proud to be an American as time goes on.

SINCERELY,

--
Thomas Snyder
Computer Engineering
Iowa State University

------------------------------ Email 231 ------------------------------

From: m
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:08
Subject: President Obama on Net Neutrality
From CNET: http://www.cnet.com/news/obama-pledges-net-neutrality-laws-if-elected-president/

“The answer is yes,” Obama replied. “I am a strong supporter of Net neutrality.”

He went on to explain the issue briefly: “What you’ve been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you’re getting information over the Internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different Web sites… so you could get much better quality from the Fox News site and you’d
be getting rotten service from the mom and pop sites,” he went on. “And that I think destroys one of the best things
about the Internet — which is that there is this incredible equality there.”

—————

Commissioners, why are your new proposed rules on net neutrality at odds with the President’s stated position? I am
writing to disagree in the strongest possible terms this caving to the telecommunication companies that you are
supposed to regulate. The internet is a public utility, and the thought that my company, or any other, could be killed if
AT&T or Verizon decided to begin favoring one of our competitors is too much to bear. The company I work for is a
successful American small business that only exists because of net neutrality. If your proposed rules are enacted, the
careers of our 250 employees will be at risk. Please think again about this grave lapse in judgement.

Matt Thomas

------------------------------ Email 232 ------------------------------

From: tim.gustafson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:08
Subject: Why is the internet not a common carrier?
Mr. Wheeler,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I am a 29 year old engineer and I can say with absolute certainty that the internet is more essential to my career and my
daily life than my phone, the US mail service, or even transportation.

With adequate, reliable internet access I could accomplish my job anywhere in the country. I can conduct meetings,
access data, and answer e-mails with ease.

How is this service not classified a common carrier alongside telephones?

Thank you for your time.

Regards,
Tim Gustafson

------------------------------ Email 233 ------------------------------

From: michaelaglietti
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Aglietti (  writes:

I want to urge you to support net neutrality. Allowing "fast track" lanes will have the effect of eliminating net neutrality.
  It will hurt consumers and give more power to internet providers.  I ask that you preserve the integrity and freedom of
the internet
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 234 ------------------------------

From: chris.janzen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:09
Subject: Net Neutrality ruling
Hi Tom,

I am very concerned with your recent reversal of Net Neutrality. This is an issue that affects all of us, and it really seems
 that special interests have hijacked what is fair for the majority of Americans who look to you to safeguard what is in
our best interests.

Please reconsider your position and understand this is an issue many of us are watching closely. We are trusting you and
 your colleagues to do the right thing for your fellow citizens and the world.

Best regards,

Chris

Chris Janzen
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Business Development Manager

Cardzgroup Limited<http://www.cardzgroup.com/>

M +86 134 3070 7874  T +86 755 8321 0074 F +86 755 8202 7109

E mailto:  W
www.cardzgroup.com<http://www.cardzgroup.com/>

Address: 28A, Haiying Da Sha, Cai Hong Xin Du, No.3002 Caitian Nan Road, Futian District, Shenzhen 518033, China

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to
whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message
contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named addressee you
should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have
received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are
notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is
strictly prohibited. Cardzgroup Limited 2014.

------------------------------ Email 235 ------------------------------

From: reneegittins
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

The concept of "fast lanes" is ridiculous in regards to keeping net neutrality. In a time of technological growth which is
so heavily based on internet communications, allowing ISPs to regulate the speed of connections is a dangerous,
limiting move.

I am, in fact, a Software Development Engineer, based in Seattle, Washington. I work on a concussion management
service developed by X2 Biosystems, Inc. We intend to release a free service to children and parents across the world
that will allow concussions to be recognized and monitored with ease. This involves, of course, uploading and
downloading data. As we are hoping to provide a majority of the service for free, we would not be able to pay for a "fast
 lane." Is it fair to allow a video stream speed priority over information being used to protect a child's health?

Large companies have already benefited enough from monopolizing our Internet connections, to allow them to do this
as well is certainly a dark day for all of the hopeful start-ups that could be the next Amazon or Google, not to mention
the general public that would benefit from such services.

Stop this nonsense and find a way for us to keep our free and neutral internet. It is what we need, both as people and as a
 country.
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Regards,

Renee Gittins

------------------------------ Email 236 ------------------------------

From: eltram
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

    I cannot understand why the FCC would end Net Neutrality. The internet has become the most important vehicle for
voice in this generation. I cannot understand how creating premium levels of service is in the best interest of this
country or its citizens. Abandoning Net Neutrality will stifle fledgling development and give an unfair advantage to the
already powerful established corporate entities. I urge you not to abandon Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Elterman

------------------------------ Email 237 ------------------------------

From: dca723
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:09
Subject: Disapointed
Please don't cave to lobbyists. Keep the web free and open. That's why it is the way it is today. Don't spoil something
beautiful.

------------------------------ Email 238 ------------------------------

From: k.bunte7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:09
Subject: On the Subject of Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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The Internet is one of the few true "futures" that we have in this world. It opens up countless doors for people who want
to converse, exchange ideas, innovate, form businesses, and create a global communication. When we allow measures
that stifle that freedom and basic equality, we suffocate what could be ideas and marketplaces that could change the
world. Consider this: in 20 years, would you want to tell your grandkids that you chose to allow the average citizen
more voice or that you chose to give the strong corporation more power?

Consider the people.

Kyle Bunte, citizen of the Internet

------------------------------ Email 239 ------------------------------

From: crav0467
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jack Cravener (  writes:

Dear Tom,
As an addendum to my previous email, I would like you to review the following bullet points taken straight from the
FCC website section labeled "What We Do":
-Promoting competition, innovation and investment in broadband services and facilities
-Supporting the nation's economy by ensuring an appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the
communications revolution
-Encouraging the highest and best use of spectrum domestically and internationally
-Revising media regulations so that new technologies flourish alongside diversity and localism
-Providing leadership in strengthening the defense of the nation's communications infrastructure

Nothing about this proposed plan supports competition or innovation.  If anything, it would stifle the greatest free-
market tool the world has ever seen or imagined by granting certain companies the ability to charge more for data from
certain sources.

This situation is akin to the IHS charging certain companies more to ship their goods via highway.  Moreover, each
individual car would be searched and ALL possessions therein would be tallied to count up a final "transportation tax"
to let you even take your data on the highway.  How much of an invasion of privacy are you seriously considering?
Would this kind of thing even cross your mind from another industry?  Or is it about who is lining your pocket this
week?

This is a shameful, sickening display, and one that can only end in destruction of rights and the end of the internet as a
free and open tool for knowledge, commerce, and communication.  It will open the door to less and less productive use
of the internet itself, eventually to the point of the general public abandoning the current internet structure,
circumventing any and all countermeasures.

I hope that someone, somewhere, reads these emails and realizes the insanity of what you have proposed.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 240 ------------------------------

From: rioporchas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to let you know that I am very disappointed with the FCC's decision to abandon Net Neutrality. The
unregulated internet has brought a great amount of change to individuals and communities, and ending that would be a
grave mistake. I hope my voice and the voice of my peers will change your mind and continue the fight to uphold net
neutrality.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 241 ------------------------------

From: corey.motes123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:10
Subject: Dear Tom

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 242 ------------------------------

From: dexter.clark
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:10
Subject: net neutrality
A society grows great when old men plant trees whose shade they know they shall never sit in.

Please help our society and really think about who you are benefiting.

Dexter Clark

------------------------------ Email 243 ------------------------------
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From: thatguyandrew1992
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:10
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 244 ------------------------------

From: ijrob31
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

- Ian

------------------------------ Email 245 ------------------------------

From: andy blnd13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Thanks for Reading,
              Andrew Bland

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 246 ------------------------------

From: thealwhite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

Please do not allow the end of net neutrality! From a constituent,

-Thea

------------------------------ Email 247 ------------------------------

From: phil hegel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:11
Subject: Net Neutrality

Tom-

I will keep this brief: please don't allow access to information to become a commodity.  I trust you will vote how you
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know is right.  Thank you.

Philip Hegel
Wheeling, IL

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S™ III, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone

------------------------------ Email 248 ------------------------------

From: skyblast83
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioners Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

D. Clark

------------------------------ Email 249 ------------------------------

From: stephantbroderick
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 250 ------------------------------

From: weslee84
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:12
Subject: Net Neutrality is important
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Wesley

------------------------------ Email 251 ------------------------------

From: ml ks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:12
Subject: Concerns about the freedom of the internet
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

I copied this email from another reddit user "Spikycentaur", because i think it explains the situation for us paying users
very well and I think his message alone could be easily overread.

ML

------------------------------ Email 252 ------------------------------

From: ltfrankslade
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler: I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast
lane" internet connections. I believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users
receive internet content would put too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful. As it stands, the
internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard equally by their
peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological developments. By allowing
 large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and viability of smaller internet
operations. By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you
protect the interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our
government was designed to protect. I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a
case-by-case basis, but I worry the commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly
address these cases and I fear large companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the
power lobbyists might have over this process. In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges
is a bad decision as I find large companies and ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about
the commission's ability to deal with these requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden
age of the internet wane on your watch. Keep the world wide web open and free. Thank you for your time. Sincerely,

Lt Frank Slade

------------------------------ Email 253 ------------------------------

From: nadelle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:12
Subject: Net Neutrality and Looming Monopolies
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I can not help but be terrified by the way things are going these days. It appears that corporations own the world and
soon, only the rich will ever be rich and the poor will be a class devoid of escape. Allowing the #1 company to buy the
#2 company so they may continue and inevitably increase their gouging of the American public is ridiculous. The fact
that you are even contemplating letting this happen is a shock to my system. Is this not the land of the free, home of the
brave? How can we say this with a straight face if the common man isn't free to have full and equal access to the
internet and all it has to offer? If his website must pay an extortion price to be seen in the same speed as other
conglomerates? How can we be brave if those in positions of power lack the courage to stand up to big business and do



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

what is truly best for the American public?

I would like to share some figures with you. Where I live, internet is $60 a month for "up to" 30mps.
http://www.speedtest.net/my-result/3458398028  As you can see, I get no where near what I am supposedly paying for
and this is currently when most people are asleep and thus, traffic being lighter I get better speeds. I'm paying $720 a
year for this. If I lived in England, I would be paying 208eu a year. If I were in France it would be 30eu a month. In
china they pay 88 yuan (14.11 in usd) a month. Are we really going to be beaten by china?? In a ranking of countries by
the cost of their internet for the same relative features and speeds, we are #47 in LA. Think what we are in rural
America? You are gouging the heart of this country and it will only get worse. On top of this, do you really think prices
will stay this "low" (Who are we kidding here? This is extortion pricing.) after Comcast buys TWC? Of course not.
They really only have each other as competitions and once they are one, there will be no one to compete with. No one
left who can offer a service at a lower price and give consumers another choice. It will be a monopoly and prices will
sky rocket.

To make things even worse, net neutrality is going down the drain. Soon the small businessman will pay extra just to get
 his site seen. The consumer will pay extra to get websites they like included in their 'package'. Add this to the cost of
our internet and what is left? Who can afford to see all there is to see on the internet? The freedom of information it
imparted on the world will be forever gone to us. The internet will be censored by corporations lining their pockets with
the sweat, blood, and tears of American workers. I can think of no greater betrayal to your possition in the FCC than to
let these things happen. How will you be able to look yourself in the face knowing you sold out your country?

Please, for the sake of the country you call home... Take a stand. Protect the internet and those who use it. Help fight for
 freedoms. Thank you.

Victoria Tyrrel

3508 Minnesota Ave

Helena, MT 59602

------------------------------ Email 254 ------------------------------

From: wahid.lodin.37
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:13
Subject: Comcast issues
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Wahid Lodin

------------------------------ Email 255 ------------------------------

From: brayhite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:13
Subject: You're getting thousands of these I'm sure, but...
Here’s how I view net neutrality:

Apple sells App Store-Use using 30% fees to Developers so they can sell their Apps to iOS Users.
Cities sells Bridge-Use using tolls to Drivers so they can drive their Vehicles made by Auto-Makers.
Malls sell Space to Businesses to sell Goods to Shoppers.
ISPs sell Bandwidth to Internet Users to consume Online Services from Companies.

Apple doesn’t charge iOS Users for downloading the Apps made by Developers on the App Store.
Cities don’t charge Auto-Makers for their Vehicles being driven by Drivers that engage in Bridge-Use.
Malls don’t charge Shoppers for buying Goods made by Business using the mall’s Space.
And ISPs shouldn’t charge Companies for providing Online Services used by Internet Users on the ISPs’ bandwidth.

Do you agree?

Best

--
Brandon Hite

------------------------------ Email 256 ------------------------------

From: meeno722
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:13
Subject: Concerns on Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Yasmeen. I am a law abiding citizen and a full time student. I have recently come to realize that something I
 never thought would be at jeopardy truly is: net neutrality. It seems like a no brainer for any decent human being to
leave this equal opportunity; untarnished and untouched by the greedy hands of internet providers such as Comcast.
This is clearly no longer the case. I have kept a close watch on legislation regarding net neutrality, and all it entails.
Everyone deserves a fair price for internet, and an equal voice on it as well. To take the right of the people to decide the
content of the internet they choose to explore, and auction it off to the highest bidder is wrong and unfair. I can only
assume you have gotten innumerable bribes and kickbacks in exchange for your disgraceful decisions recently. Good for
 you. Now the rest of America can suffer (until the computer whiz's find their way around it. Then you're accountable
and dug even deeper in this mess you're allowing) so you can enjoy your dirty money and ruin Our most innovative
information sharing system forever. I hope you wizen up, have some decency and leave our internet alone. Not all of us
are made of money - I for one struggle immensely, along with my family, to stay above water. Yet still I am hopelessly
in debt with student loans. Collage is impossible without the internet now a days. Keep it fair and affordable, I urge
you...you might try and deter responsibly for such decisions away from yourself. This is cowardly. No matter what,
you're opinion holds a lot of weight, and you will sleep better knowing you stood in the way of something evil. Like a
super hero. Didn't you always want to be a super hero? You can be, if you save the internet for all man kind! I believe in
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 you :D

Sincerely,

Yasmeen Soraimi

------------------------------ Email 257 ------------------------------

From: tod.kurt
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:13
Subject: "Fast lanes" for the Internet: please, no.  Restore net neutrality
Dear Tom, Mignon, Jessica, Agit, and Mike,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the Internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed.  This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the Internet and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs.  I understand you are likely being well paid, either
directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public interest, you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation.  For a
nation that claims to be about opportunity for all, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online.  Internet sites will load much more slowly that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the public good. Once
net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be very difficult to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge negative
repercussions for decades. I doubt this letter will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are
doing.

Regards,

Tod E. Kurt
Pasadena, CA

------------------------------ Email 258 ------------------------------

From: kendra.jesse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:14
Subject: Deeply Troubled by Proposed Changes to "Net Neutrality"
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Having just witnessed information regarding the FCC's proposed changes to the country's internet content delivery
structure, I felt the need to add my voice to the many who understand the harm this will do to the future of the internet.
As one who accesses the web for both work and leisure on a daily basis, I highly value the the relatively open standards
to which current internet traffic is held. The official White House statement regarding this concept of "net neutrality"
written only months prior seemed to indicate an open and equal internet was a priority for the president and the FCC.
Yet, these recent events can be interpreted as none other than a complete reversal of that priority. The idea that a small
number of ISPs will be able to charge content providers rather than being forced to compete in a lively market is, quite
frankly, sickening. This will only lead to a further stagnated broadband infrastructure with consumers paying more for
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the same services. PLEASE reconsider these actions! Our internet is a tremendous public resource. Giving profit-driven
companies the ability to restrict the web in such a manner is extremely ill-thought. This is not the way forward for our
country.

Thank you for your time,
Jesse Kendra
Lafayette College '14

------------------------------ Email 259 ------------------------------

From: tom.salvo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Tom Salvo (  writes:

Americans were promised, and deserve, an Internet that is free of toll roads, fast lanes and censorship â€” corporate or
governmental.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 260 ------------------------------

From: adil215
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:15
Subject: Net neutrality!!!
How can you give comcast control over this?????

------------------------------ Email 261 ------------------------------

From: generalswartout
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:15
Subject: We know what you are trying to do
don't be a dick. fuck comcast.

------------------------------ Email 262 ------------------------------

From: battleshock
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:15
Subject: Concerning Network Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I have read the news today about the proposed "fast lane" for the web. I have to say I am rather disgusted. This proposed
 "fast lane" is going to kill the internet as we know it. I have to ask a question, do you even use the internet? Do you
understand what kind of repercussions this proposed change will have on the internet? Any innovation that has
happened on the internet will surely be frozen in place. Any sort of start-up to create an exciting new web service will
face a massive roadblock. Any small business will struggle to put their business on the web. Do you support
monopolies? The long term impact that this change will have on the world surely outweighs whatever short term benefit
 you're wallet is receiving. The saddest part is that you people are allowed to get away with things like this because the
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common people never hear about it.
I usually don't email people in power over things like this, but after what I've read today, I felt I needed to voice my
opinion. Please Tom, for the sake of your fellow man, reconsider your decision on demolishing network neutrality.

-Anthony Hayes

------------------------------ Email 263 ------------------------------

From: croslund
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please do everything in your power to make the internet free and available for all sites. It is fair and it is the right thing
to do.

Thank you,

Chris Roslund

------------------------------ Email 264 ------------------------------

From: jbassett
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
I know you can't please everyone with a job like yours, but you failed the USA. The internet was just sold to the highest
bidder (Comcast lobby).

Instead of a story about how you fought the good fight, your grandchildren will have to read about you being a coward.

------------------------------ Email 265 ------------------------------

From: rebarchick.ken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:16
Subject: FCC CHAIRMAN
Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.
Sincerely,

Kenneth Rebarchick.
Aspiring Entrepreneur

------------------------------ Email 266 ------------------------------

From: mail
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:16
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler,

I just signed Zach Moore's petition "Tom Wheeler: Maintain Net Neutrality<http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-
wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>" on Change.org.

Maintain Net Neutrality by stopping the "Fast Lane" policies being proposed by the FCC.

Sincerely,
Zach Moore San Jose, California

  _____

There are now 2 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Zach Moore by
clicking here:
http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b<http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>

 <http://api.mixpanel.com/track?
data=eyJldmVudCI6Im9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzIjp7ImVtYWlsX25hbWUiOiJmaWZ0eSIsImlkIjoi
dXNlcl85MDYwNTM5OCIsImNpdHkiOiIiLCJzdGF0ZSI6IiIsInppcGNvZGUiOiIiLCJjb3VudHJ5X2NvZGUiOiJVUy
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IsImluY29tcGxldGVfYWRkcmVzcyI6dHJ1ZSwic2lnbnVwX2RhdGUiOiIyMDE0LTA0LTI0IiwibG9naW5fY291bnQi
OjEsInRvdGFsX2FjdGlvbnMiOjAsImNvbm5lY3RlZF90b19mYWNlYm9vaz8iOmZhbHNlLCJzaWdudXBfY29udGV
4dCI6InNpZ251cCIsImRpc3RpbmN0X2lkIjoiZDVhYzZlMjItZWQxZi00MzZjLThkYWItMjk3ZGFkNGJjZjlkIiwidG9
rZW4iOiIzMGFhMjZhMWQ2ZTkzYWUxNThkZmJkYzE2YjQ5MzMxMiJ9fQ==&ip=1&img=1>
<http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=Yca7J0IwWiyvnccfVPFtAPXm-
2FM0hXO4JQyS3pFOh66PFcyi4Htfp4ygVdj1bNZtc7azfA1SbkCEjpMsVdeMy3kQ3hoa0uua4ku3wJ7evJpchgEUONb
x7LUy-2BcZx8aLheKzwYv4KU1pVmTWFoktXd-
2FsyK0qJQJyyK4ExY7Pb6bq8Q7uyItgohf17b2Nah0AWxM93QFuWFVUNhJfy-
2Fnw4D8zwXaYtwbV5WMj6YkXjXI-2BPdh6waRR0BOObuhONMskqv678m4Z3EciUQnE-2FQB3vSWKLdFpbf-
2F1cns7-2Fb-2Fy0bKBOSWkixhR4LOgmtC-2FqBUjPw>

------------------------------ Email 267 ------------------------------

From: kendra.pr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:17
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jesse Kendra (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Having just witnessed information regarding the FCC's proposed changes to the country's internet content delivery
structure, I felt the need to add my voice to the many who understand the harm this will do to the future of the internet.
As one who accesses the web for both work and leisure on a daily basis, I highly value the the relatively open standards
to which current internet traffic is held. The official White House statement regarding this concept of "net neutrality"
written only months prior seemed to indicate an open and equal internet was a priority for the president and the FCC.
Yet, these recent events can be interpreted as none other than a complete reversal of that priority. The idea that a small
number of ISPs will be able to charge content providers rather than being forced to compete in a lively market is, quite
frankly, sickening. This will only lead to a further stagnated broadband infrastructure with consumers paying more for
the same services. PLEASE reconsider t
 hese actions! Our internet is a tremendous public resource. Giving profit-driven companies the ability to restrict the
web in such a manner is extremely ill-thought. This is not the way forward for our country.

Thank you for your time,
Jesse Kendra
Lafayette College '14
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 268 ------------------------------

From: ravikapoor101
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:17
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ravi Kapoor (  writes:

Why net neutrality is important? Here's why...

Today Internet is as basic an infrastructure as electricity. What if walmart could pay electric company to cut off
electricity to small businesses so their sales would rise? Would USA have ever become such business savvy and rule the
 world?
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Then why are we allowing big companies to cut off internet from small businesses?

Net neutrality is a basic infrastructure needed for small businesses, innovation, and building next generation's future.
Let's not kill our future.

thank you for reading.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 269 ------------------------------

From: stephen.lind
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:17
Subject: entrepreneur concerned with net neutrality
Mr Wheeler,

I recently heard about the "fast track" internet non-neutrality proposals. Separate speeds of content distribution based on
special deals made with ISPs makes it more difficult for small businesses like mine to compete. We small businesses
cannot make deals with ISPs, they wouldn't even take our calls, and the cost would be prohibitive.

We can't reach customers unless ISPs give us access to them. Since the ISPs like Comcast are accountable to few, and
have near-monopolies on geographic areas, the ability to have different speed tiers is the ability to shut down any
content provider that does not pay the fees they want.

Thanks for listening,
Stephen Lind

www.draftcontrol.com<http://www.draftcontrol.com>

------------------------------ Email 270 ------------------------------

From: geriambrose
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:17
Subject: Internet 'Fast Lanes'
Tom,

I've heard that you and the FCC plan to allow companies to pay to have their content stream faster over the internet, and
Tom, that's an awful idea. The Internet, for all its flaws, is a place of innovative freedom: if you come up with the idea
for some new Twitter or Tumblr or Instagram you can build it and market it and make it on your own. There's no
favoritism - John Doe's personal blog and Amazon's TV streaming load just the same. This plan - to kill net neutrality -
will end that. It'll stifle innovation and cast repercussions on down through the years. Don't do that. Stand up for the
little guy.

Geri Ambrose

------------------------------ Email 271 ------------------------------
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From: butlerrc30
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:18
Subject: Shocked
Just read about the glorious decision of our supreme overlords in the fcc regarding net neutrality. And I'm appalled at
the back stepping you have done. Citizens second and corporations first. I really hope you take a hard look at what this
decision will do for the internet and maybe you can look away from corporate interests for a bit.

------------------------------ Email 272 ------------------------------

From: elijah.craig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Elijah Craig (  writes:

Please read the entire thing, as an American citizen I deserve that much. Why do you wish to mess up the internet? The
internet as it is right now works and with net neutrality it would make it better. With these new rules YOU want to
implement the internet will become worse, although I guess you are fine with that as long as you and your buddies get
paid a little more by your friends in the cable companies. Don't dismiss my email to you, I know what this is about. I am
 not an idiot who complains after a headline looks scary. I am well versed in this topic.
Let's talk about Netflix. Netflix has to raise its subscription fee to accommodate new fees imposed by people you want
to give power to. Things that are working like Netflix are getting screwed over by your rules you wish to implement.
Why do you wish to break a working thing? Is money more important than the ease and peace of the people you are
serving?
Maybe one day we will get a politician who recognizes problems cause by the current government and specifically
YOU. You created a mess others will have to clean up because you can't see or you don't care about the long term
consequences. Maybe if you could do your job and serve the American people things would be better. But why would
you do that, since you love that Comcast/TWC money, right?
Serve the people, not your wallet. How said is that? The fact that Americans have to say for you to do your job well.
You are a disgrace to America and YOU and your staff are part of the reason why America is no longer looked up to.
God damn Europe is kicking our ass because of the government, and know you are part of the reason we suck right now.
 I hope to one day have your position or a similar one so I can serve the people better than all of those before, which is a
low bar due to you.
Fix the problem Wheeler.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 273 ------------------------------

From: iirobbyii
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:19
Subject: net neutrality
You took an oath to work for the American people and let me just say companies are not people . This reversal  on net
neutrality  will ultimately damage the internet at the success of a few companies.  Maybe FOX news is right OBAMA
can not be trusted.

Do the right thing Save net neutrality
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------------------------------ Email 274 ------------------------------

From: alienworkshop57r
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is saddening to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--
Ryan S Anderson

------------------------------ Email 275 ------------------------------

From: philmerrell
To:

Ajit.Pai@fcc.
gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Full Internet Connectivity as Public Utility
Net neutrality is a crucial component of 21st century freedom and evolution for societies and individuals. Please
preserve equal access to the full capabilities of this transformational technology for all people everywhere.

Thank you for your consideration.

------------------------------ Email 276 ------------------------------

From: a.w.davies.vio
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I've been following the issues surrounding the future of net neutrality as of recent, and I'm concerned about the
development of so called "fast lanes" allowing for certain companies to pay extra for higher speed internet connections.
This goes against everything the internet currently offers.  This is supposed to be a country based on free market
capitalism, allowing companies to grow based on being more innovative or more competitive than others.  Fast lanes
will only stifle any real growth by allowing other companies more leeway to use their capital purely for easier access to
a (potentially) inferior product, instead of innovating for the good of the consumers.
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I understand that you've lobbied for cable companies in the past, and so have several of your constituents, but this sort of
 policy isn't going to help anyone but the companies who are already ahead of the competition financially.  For once
please think beyond where your paycheck is coming from, and don't let this sort of thing happen.

Andrew

------------------------------ Email 277 ------------------------------

From: jz1551
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: FCC
Please do your job and regulate what needs to be regulated. Net Neutrality is extremely important for the consumers and
 for the continuation of the rapid innovation in technology that we have seen over the years. What you and the other
commissioners are doing is wrong. Comcast buying out TWC is also wrong. Comcast is continuously rated as one of the
 worst companies in customer satisfaction and now they are quickly on the road if they aren't already a monopoly.

Signed,
A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 278 ------------------------------

From: jcampbellul
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Fast Lanes are a Violation Free Speech
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

>By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Josh Campbell
A Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 279 ------------------------------

From: mbh223
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Net neutrality!
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Please Mr wheeler, do not let our internet prices go up. Nothing good for the American people can come from net
neutrality. Please help restore our faith in our govt by standing up for our citizens well being. Please don't sell out to big
business

Thank you,

Mitch Higley

Sent from my Verizon 4G LTE Smartphone

------------------------------ Email 280 ------------------------------

From: jerred121
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Fast Lane could kill my business
Tom,

Regardless of what you or anyone else, who's interests you are furthering, stand to gain from implementing the "fast
lane" policy, ot is nothing compared to the irreversible damage it will cause.

As a small business owner, with limited resources, that depends on bandwidth, this decision could potentially kill my
only source of income. Large companies don't require any more aide, it's people like myself that do. It's our voices you
should carry.

If you allow this to happen, I hope you can live with yourself, because there is absolutely no way I could.

Sincerely,
Jerred Reed

------------------------------ Email 281 ------------------------------

From: jrhyne4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Net Neutrality Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

If there is the slightest logical reason why allowing this blatant disregard for the spirit of Net Neutrality would be good
for the public, make it well known. Make it open for public debate. Otherwise, know that many of us see what you are
doing. We see what changes are being made. And we will refuse to stand for this.

You should be ashamed of yourself.

Your legacy will be destroying one of the best achievements of mankind.

Sadly, you will likely sleep well even knowing what damage you are doing to your fellow man. I sincerely hope that
future generations will make note of what you are planning to do and associate your name with traitorous scandals
against the American people. This is betraying your country. You are betraying us all to corporations that would rather
pay extra fees than upgrade their own infrastructure.

My condolences on your reputation,

Elyse Rhyne

------------------------------ Email 282 ------------------------------

From: santose.26
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:20
Subject: Fast Lanes and Why They're A Bad Idea
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Yours for free,

Evan Santos

------------------------------ Email 283 ------------------------------

From: jstreets
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:21
Subject: Comcast
Do not allow Comcast to kill net neutrality!

------------------------------ Email 284 ------------------------------

From: erictobin01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:21
Subject: Net Neutrality and Monopolies
Hello Tom,

I'm currently a student at University of Colorado, Boulder. I was just hoping to email you and talk to you about what
you can do to help keep net neutrality alive. I know during this time your inbox must be spammed with emails like this
saying what an evil person you are, or what you are doing to kill the internet, but i don't want my email to have that kind
 of tone. Your a person just like i am and should be respected just like i would like to be respected. Unfortunately i
disagree with things like the hiring a former FCC commissioner, and possibly allowing "fast lanes" for large
corporations that may ultimately hurt the internet in the long run.

But as with most stories there are two sides, and unfortunately my source of information is very bias against you, so i
was hoping to open up a dialog and inform myself with your point of view on what is happening.

thank you for your time,

Eric Tobin

------------------------------ Email 285 ------------------------------

From: kt
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:21
Subject: don't kill innovation and freedom of speech
chairman wheeler,

today's news was a devastating blow for the American people. the internet is a public utility for all and needs to have
common carriage at its base. if you allow a fast lane you are committing a crime against progress, innovation and
humanity. please reconsider your plans.

I'm a mom and I want my two children to grow up with the internet as it is -- generative, open, innovative -- not as
another controlling cable service deadening their world.

-kathryn tucker

------------------------------ Email 286 ------------------------------

From: e.alvarezgibson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:21
Subject: Net Neutrality: Crucial to the USA
Dear Commissioners,

Net neutrality is crucial to the fabric of the United States of America. I urge you not to move forward with the new
proposed Open Internet rules, which will only serve to harm the citizens of what is still the most powerful nation in the
world; its structure; and therefore the world.

Respectfully yours,
Emma Alvarez Gibson

mailto
424-241-3662

------------------------------ Email 287 ------------------------------

From: charlessteenkolk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:21
Subject: FCC and "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Shame on you
Charles Steenkolk

------------------------------ Email 288 ------------------------------

From: agieson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:21
Subject: Concerning the FCC plans to allow 'fast lanes' in the internet
Eat a dick.

------------------------------ Email 289 ------------------------------

From: zenryou
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:21
Subject: net neutrality(the real kind)
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Now for something unique from me.  Stop fucking up the god damn internet.  No voter who isn't a fucking billionaire
wants this shit, fucking stop it god damn.

------------------------------ Email 290 ------------------------------

From: umdieweld
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

In closing, I hope you realize that you're a bit despicable for selling yourself out to the highest bidder, and you don't
deserve the blessings you've had in life. This may change if you stop giving in to moneybags and start fighting for
what's right.

------------------------------ Email 291 ------------------------------

From: andreas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:22
Subject: Hey Tom
Tom,

I'm not an American citizen, but I read about how you're planning to end net neutrality and I wanted you to take a
moment and realize that this will affect the internet as a whole all over the world. You, in order to line your wealthy
pockets, will destroy the internet as we know it. Before you fuck up the internet irrevocably, could you please just read
up on the effects on ending net neutrality? You are truly screwing every single one in America by doing this, and while I
 realize you are only doing this to further line your pockets, could you please just do us, the ones you are royally fucking
 over, the courtesy of reading up on the issue? I know you know that this will only benefit the massive corporations that
are paying you and not the average American, but have the decency to teach yourself just how bad you will make things.
 You are what's wrong with America.

Sincerely,

A pissed-off Norwegian

------------------------------ Email 292 ------------------------------

From: amoliski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Adam

------------------------------ Email 293 ------------------------------

From: x seiyaru x2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nicholas Larson (  writes:

Hello, Federal Communications Commission.

I am but a lone voice, but this matter is very important to me and I wish to share my thoughts.

I am writing regarding the latest news on ending net neutrality. Redefining net neutrality to be something that it is not is
unacceptable. It would be analogous to defining competition as a monopoly. (Oh, wait.) A fast lane means there there is
favoritism to certain traffic. That by definition is not neutral.

Net neutrality is what has made the internet thrive with fantastic innovations. Billions upon billions of dollars has been
generated in companies like AOL, Google, Myspace, and Facebook. If net neutrality were to remain intact, billions
more could be generated.

Just as today we don't see the horse and buggy everywhere, we won't see certain businesses in the future. That's human
progress. I understand that cable companies are fighting to keep themselves around. They're allowed to do that. But they
 need to play fair. Destroying the future of the internet is not fair. Actually competing and servicing customers and
businesses equally is fair.

America would benefit greatly if instead of cable companies lobbying with hundreds of millions of dollars, they spent
that money in upgrading infrastructure, we might see even better innovations born from the internet.

My only request is that you humbly consider the American population you are meant to be serving and protecting.
Creating unequal internet traffic merely gives ISPs wiggle room to degrade service to both consumers and content
providers. They should not be afforded that wiggle room. Even if your intentions are pure (which the general public
does not believe, nor I), the ISPs are going to rob customers and businesses. American customers and businesses. Start
up companies will be working in countries which uphold net neutrality because they won't be forced into bankruptcy by
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an ISP that disagrees with what they do.

A very easy example: A company that wants to stream high quality video. This video happens to be progamming that
competes with cable television (which is also provided through cable internet companies). The cable company notices
this and decides to squash them before they can be a threat. So they charge this start up millions of dollars for decent
service to customers. First, any customers they do have will be charged even more to cover this massive accumulation
of debts. Second, even with ISPs publishing that they are slowing this company down or charging them so much for
decent speeds, there won't be any public pressure to make the ISPs stop (as if the threat of switching service providers
even existed). If you try to shut down Netflix or Google by charging them exuberant fees, the world would know. But
"Mr. Smith's Video Streaming" going out of business due to ruthless ISP abuse would be but an entry on a blog.

Before drafting or approving any kinds of rules that pertain to net neutrality, thought should be given to the future. Not
the short-term, but the long-term. I know, it may be hard. The further into the future you go, the more possibilities there
are. Just consider the worst-case scenarios and think about what you can do to prevent those.

Net neutrality isn't something to toy with. The future of America depends on it.

Thank you for your time,
    Nicholas Larson
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 294 ------------------------------

From: vvissari
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Thanks for providing his email. If any of you want some sort of idea of what to write, here is what I wrote as an
example:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
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 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 295 ------------------------------

From: hunter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:24
Subject: Urgent - Net Neutrality
Hello Tom,

As the founder of a startup that would be affected by the proposed new open internet rules I must voice my concern.

By allowing internet service providers to charge for preferential traffic treatment it hurts the up and comers. A startup
such as my own does not have the capital or resources to compete with industry behemoths.

I ask that you please reconsider the FCC's proposition in the name of innovation in America.

Thank you for your consideration,
Hunter Fortuin

------------------------------ Email 296 ------------------------------

From: wallace123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:24
Subject: Regarding your Net Neutrality Opinions.
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.?

------------------------------ Email 297 ------------------------------

From: steviejonpurrier
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Steven-Jon Purrier (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
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all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 298 ------------------------------

From: lopezfamily54
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Please do not allow this to happen. I know it's the money motivating you but this is a terrible thing to do and will
destroy the internet as we know it.

------------------------------ Email 299 ------------------------------

From: john.w.s.griffin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:26
Subject: Disappointed
I just wanted to state that I am very disappointed in the Net Neutrality rule that the FCC is suggesting and thinking that
this is the first major step to censorship that we could make. I am not sure what the reason is but as a software engineer
in the Silicon Valley it makes me wonder if innovation is important to the FCC at all.

John Griffin

|_|0|_|
|_|_|0|
|0|0|0|

------------------------------ Email 300 ------------------------------

From: damenblack
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Aaron R. (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
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 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 301 ------------------------------

From: d
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
E. Dispoto (d,  writes:

Ms. Wheeler,

I've just heard that the FCC is going to allow "fast lanes" and put "throttles" on the internet, forcing consumers to be at
the mercy of corporations like Comcast, Verizon, etc. when it comes to internet access and therefore, access to
information.

I am so disheartened to see that this federal institution is being used as a tool to eliminate competition and give unfair
advantages to these corporate conglomerates instead of monitoring and regulating what is quickly becoming a
monopoly. These lobbyists are paying you well, but it is extremely disappointing to see these commissioners put their
personal interests above the duties and honor your position calls for.

There are a lot of problems in the world, and especially in this nation. Net neutrality ensures that people, all people, will
have access to information not controlled and approved by third-parties. It's one place people of all backgrounds can
come together to discuss and share. To see the Federal Communications Commissioner siding with Comcast instead of
the American people's best interests truly is disheartening.

I would love to be proven wrong and see you, and your peers take a stand and do what the definition of your job is.
Please, do not take away our access to information. Do not let corruption and these lobbyists taint the FCC.

Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 302 ------------------------------

From: mustic.yasmin09
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
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consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Regards,
Yasmin Mustic

------------------------------ Email 303 ------------------------------

From: tenflyingbricks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:27
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing. When my children ask what happened to the internet in 2014, I
will be sure to explain how Tom Wheeler disregarded the voice of the people and instead listened to corporate greed.

------------------------------ Email 304 ------------------------------

From: reinerjs
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:27
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 305 ------------------------------

From: kevinwestern
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Tom,

I heard you're trying to circumvent net neutrality. If you allow this to pass I'll be sure to do what I can to make sure
you're fired.

-Kevin

------------------------------ Email 306 ------------------------------

From: chupasieso
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:28
Subject: What are you doing
You want to kill the internet? You're doing it very well.

------------------------------ Email 307 ------------------------------

From: crypton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:28
Subject: RE: Net Neutrality and "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until
now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior
VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to
favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that
isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but
you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thanks,

Roman

------------------------------ Email 308 ------------------------------

From: heytimjohnson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:29
Subject: Don't Allow The Internet 'Fast Lane'
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Tim Johnson

------------------------------ Email 309 ------------------------------

From: lanny
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:29
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Subject: Great career move
I hope you all enjoy your nice, fat paychecks you’re about to earn for your next trip through the revolving door. What’s
a little dereliction of duty and selling out of the American public when your personal enrichment is at stake, eh?

If I thought any of you had the barest facsimile of an actual human conscience, I would ask you to consider doing the
right thing for most of America’s citizens *and businesses*, instead of just four or five of its largest corporations.

If I thought that that’s what I’d do.

Lanny Heidbreder
Cabot, Arkansas

------------------------------ Email 310 ------------------------------

From: kflanigan33
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:29
Subject: Internet freedom
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful

In the words of Walter White from Breaking Bad if you continue on this course of action then I suggest you tread
lightly, the people dont forget.

------------------------------ Email 311 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:30
Subject: RE: Net Neutrality
Not cool man. Not cool at all. I'm sure you care enough to understand what this means for all of us, even you. I would
dare you to become inquisitive about how this will affect you and your kids, your family, etc.

I'm open for a talk if you have something to say in defense.  However I would very much appreciate if you did not assist
 in this unfair 'communications acquisition' and left our modern telephone system alone.  ISPs may connect us to
everyone however it is the engineer and the individual who have cultivated it.
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Welp. I've said my two cents. I will see you sometime in the future when I run for a political chair, I hope. Because I
don't believe you see eye to eye with us younger folk.

Regards,
Ben

------------------------------ Email 312 ------------------------------

From: rachael
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:31
Subject: Net Neutrality Is Important, please do not let it die
Dear Sirs and Ma’ams,

I am writing to tell you how disappointed i am to read that you are going to allow internet providers to charge
companies for the privilege of carrying their data efficiently. Please reconsider your choice. Allowing ISPs to charge
differently based on what kind of data is being transferred is an unfair advantage to larger companies, and has the
potential to both drive prices up for end consumers as well as killing smaller competition for many online services. It’s
not too late to change your minds, and i hope you will consider doing so, and protecting the consumer, not large
companies like Comcast who already enjoys a near-monopoly in the area I live in. I would much rather see you doing
something about the situation where only one cable company exists in any one region, and there’s no real incentive to
provide competitive prices and services, than protect them from the horrors of having a popular product. Please,
reconsider.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Rachael Worthington
1408 NW 59th St #B
Seattle WA 98107

------------------------------ Email 313 ------------------------------

From: scotty35503
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:31
Subject: The FCC & Net Neutrality - This is your job
Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until
now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior
VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to
favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
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irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that
isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but
you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 314 ------------------------------

From: zachpolselli
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:31
Subject: Net-Neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler,

Can you wholeheartedly say you're truly attempting to act on behalf of the freedom of the internet? What you're doing is
 allowing money to have more power than freedom. At this point it is unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC.
Your job is to protect the majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has
become corrupted by money and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I hope what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, really you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Fortunately, it is not too late. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like
they should have been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.
Alternatively, you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect,
 and live in infamy.

------------------------------ Email 315 ------------------------------

From: dzhyrenko
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:31
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
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lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 316 ------------------------------

From: komi.amegblenke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello Tom Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 317 ------------------------------

From: jeanine.chong
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jeanine Chong (  writes:

Dear Tom Wheeler,

I recently read about the FCC's plans to okay the idea of a Internet 'fast lane' that would allow internet providers such as
Comcast to boost prices and charges to both your end users as well as companies (and other individual) who provide
services and sites. It is obvious to any bystander that Comcast is lining your unscrupulous pockets right now (your past
as a cable industry lobbyist only highlights this), but I urge you to fulfill your duty as the Chairman of the Federal
Communications Commission and work to benefit the people of the United States of America. Allowing a 'fast lane' on
the internet and allowing Comcast/TWC to artificially throttle sites will kill ingenuity, creativity, and innovation on our
biggest resource today.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Again, please reconsider for the benefit of all Americans. Don't selfishly ruin the lives of so many.

Jeanine Chong

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 318 ------------------------------

From: hayes1em
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:32
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load much slower for any site that isn't paying cable companies and
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line
your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will
have hugely negative repercussions for decades.

It is unfortunate that our country has come to a point where our politicians can be bought out, and conflict of interest
seems to be neglected when appointed officials. I certainly hope you are satisfied with by having your decision bought
out, as opposed to having integrity. It saddens me to think this what our government has turned into, and I am terrified
of what it is going to become in the future. The people no longer have the power in this country, the corporations do.

I certainly hope that I am wrong, that you surprise me and make a decision that most of the United States will agree
needs to happen.

Sincerely,

Erick Hayes

?
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------------------------------ Email 319 ------------------------------

From: bkim7690
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:32
Subject: Disappointed in you!! You should be ashamed!
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--

Brian Kim

------------------------------ Email 320 ------------------------------

From: alonex
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 321 ------------------------------
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From: 6627824rw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:33
Subject: Death of Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 322 ------------------------------

From: benhaslett
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:33
Subject: You choose how you'll be remembered
Are you going to be the guy that saved the internet or the guy that broke it?

Network Neutrality is a fundamental principal that helped the internet to be the massive success that it is today.

Failing to respect all traffic equally fragments the network. Without network neutrality today will be the high watermark
 of human accomplishment online. Once we lose neutrality we being the steady decline to vendor controlled wall garden
 networks.

What are people going to think of the FCCs decisions today, 100 years from now?

------------------------------ Email 323 ------------------------------

From: andrew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andrew Shumaker (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
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By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 324 ------------------------------

From: bgrieme
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:33
Subject: In regards to your policies on net neutrality
http://www.memegur.com/?mode=view&link=Eyv3qEX

Please, do what you really want to do. I would like a new country, and your actions are a great place to start.

------------------------------ Email 325 ------------------------------

From: iexist55
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:33
Subject:
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 326 ------------------------------
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From: run5k
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Rockwell (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 327 ------------------------------

From: ricklipinski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler

Your recent proposal to completely abandon net neutrality is totally unacceptable.

Please act immediately.

Thanks

Rick

------------------------------ Email 328 ------------------------------

From: downwithpantz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
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with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 329 ------------------------------

From: homer4lyfe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:36
Subject: End of net neutrality/Fast lane.
Mr Wheeler,

I frankly have no other way to say it than to simply state that I find the FCC's actions in ending so-called "Net
Neutrality" to be truly appalling.  I cant see a single way in which this benefits the public at large, or anyone that isn't
Comcast, Verizon, a major company, etc.

The fact that many important members of the FCC were former cable lobbyists seems like a rather large conflict of
interest as well.

Allowing "Fast Laning"  is just euphemistic way of saying,  allowing the throttling back of anyone that isnt in bed with
a major ISP.  During net neutrality, everyone was in the fast lane.  Allowing this, seems to hurt everyone except the
major companies who have a strong market hold, and seems like it has a strong potential to be abused.

Be assured that you will never have my support in any of your future endeavors, nor will you have the support of
anyone I can contact.

With greatest sincerity,
Nathan Seitz

------------------------------ Email 330 ------------------------------

From: geraldcore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:36
Subject: Net neutrality
PLEASE do not allow net neutrality to be destroyed.
Thanks,
Gerald O'Neill
Citizen

------------------------------ Email 331 ------------------------------

From: sfkennedy92
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Mr. Tom Wheeler

Do not devalue the content of the internet by allowing "fast lanes" to the internet. You would be doing the world a great
disservice.

Cheers.

------------------------------ Email 332 ------------------------------

From: jason cartman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:36
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jason Tureman (  writes:

I'm deeply concerned with the recent ruling that Comcast can make a "Fast Lane" for their users. This, I fear,
undermines Net Neutrality and would allow them to control what sites you can and can't visit unless you pay top dollar
for all access. This would mean that start up businesses or people who work from home (such as my household) would
be negatively effected. Please reconsider this decision. Don't allow Comcast to usher in an age of a censored internet.
Thank you for your time.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 333 ------------------------------

From: lcjrwb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:36
Subject: Protect net neutrality

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 334 ------------------------------

From: edwell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:37
Subject: Fast Lanes Do Not Benefit the American People (Oh Yeah.. That is  Right, You Were Never for Them)
Dear Tom,

With your recent proposal of ISP's being able to utilize "fast lanes", you have demonstrated that you do no have  the
American people's best interests in mind. This proposal stifles innovation and hurts original content creators. (which is
of course exactly what you want. ) However, my placing your interests over the general public, you continue to support
a dying business model (subscription based cable), and a company (Comcast, TW, Ect.), whom would rather create a
government supported monopoly, than innovate itself. (How convenient, with you being a formal lobbyist, your self. )

Because of this, I, as well as many others believe it best for you to step down from leading the FCC.

Chuckle, as you please, you piece of scum, but history always eventually prevails on the right side. And when your
government ran monopoly falls, I will spit on your grave.

Sincerely,

Someone you will not listen too
?

------------------------------ Email 335 ------------------------------

From: bnaltmann2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:38
Subject: You suck
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Sincerely,

go fuck yourself.

------------------------------ Email 336 ------------------------------

From: starmanmatt
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:38
Subject: The preservation of net neutrality.
To Whom It May Concern,

As a citizen of the United States and an Information Technology professional, I am deeply concerned about proposed
rules changes that would eliminate Net Neutrality in the USA.  I urge you to reject these new rules that would allow that
 will allow content companies to pay Internet service providers for special access.  These regulations will allow anyone
with the capital to pay off the right people to spread misinformation and false news while denying people access to
accurate, sometimes vital information.  I think the dangers are clear and that it is equally clear you must keep the
Internet in its current state.

Thank you,
Matt Morrison

------------------------------ Email 337 ------------------------------

From: deciduousbees
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:38
Subject: The future of the internet
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Sincerely,

Karl

------------------------------ Email 338 ------------------------------

From: michael.j.tirado
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:39
Subject: To the FCC staff: Net neturality
Dear staff of the FCC,

I am  sad to say with a heavy heart I am not pleased that you have announced your ‘new open internet rules ‘ allowing
special access to consumers.

This internet is a free one that should allow no matter how big or small the person it the right to have the same
broadband internet as everyone else and with this proposal you are officially allowing companies like Comcast and time
 Warner the right to overcharge people to get the same bandwidth there paying now or block the bandwidth of those
they do not like at all.

Free speech on the internet with previous net neutrality laws was the last and final right of the american public and the
last haven for free speech in this corporate controlled world, but now you are giving up after you said previously you
would have FOUGHT to the nail to keep it.

I used to trust you, stand by you, and even if there were some things I did not approve of the FCC over the years you
were still by us on net neutrality, but now you just abandon the ship before it sinks and  leave use at the mercy of the
sharks ready to wait till the ship sinks to feast on our flesh and suffer from there brutal murderous rampage of our basic
human rights to free speech.

If it wasn’t for conditions that is keeping me in this country I would have left long ago to Canada, but sadly I cannot. All
 I have to say I am very ashame of you all. So go ahead and keep on with this path. You are only opening yourself to the
 volley of myself and millions more  unhappy people all around the united states and the world of your choice. I do hope
 your inboxes are ready for the fire that will reign down on your emails from the millions who now loathe your decision
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to let Comcast, time warner, and other shackle them destroying their final portal of free speech

Sincerely,

Michael Tirado

No longer a Fan of the FCC.

------------------------------ Email 339 ------------------------------

From: fiv55sampler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:39
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 340 ------------------------------

From: portneymk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
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with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Mike Portney

------------------------------ Email 341 ------------------------------

From: keitharmstrong74
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:40
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Keith Armstrong (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
Your reversal on net neutrality has me very concerned.  By allowing ISPs to charge extra for content you allowing them
to stifle access to information for millions of Americans.  Content providers will have to charge extra to allow full
access to their content as the fees will be passed on to the consumer, thereby limiting access for those unable to pay.
This also creates an unfair business model, as smaller companies may not be able to afford the extra fees.  ISPs will also
 be able to completely block content to their competitors, or to content they have deemed unsuitable by charging
exorbitant fees for "premium" access.

The removal of a "level playing field," in my opinion, is the first step for the loss of the internet as a usable medium for
dissemination of information and content.  I urge you to reconsider your stance on this issue, continue to the rules for
net neutrality by not allowing large conglomerates to charge for continued access to different internet content.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 342 ------------------------------

From: joshua.bearinger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:40
Subject: Proposed "Fast Lane"
Sir,
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I am a husband, father of two, and a member of the U.S. Air Force.  I take great pride in serving this great nation.  This
e-mail will be succinct, hopefully, in letting you know that I (as a voter, and an active participant in the future of the
U.S.) hope that you will continue to push for network neutrality.

The internet is currently an avenue of expression for thoughts and ideas, as well as allowing for a level of anonymity
when sharing said ideas.  While not all of these ideas are great, and I will gladly admit I do not agree with a majority of
them, the fact that there is an avenue of expression is, in and of itself, part of what I believe America stands for.
Therefore, I beg of you, please continue to push for net neutrality.  Please do not allow companies to take money to
decide internet "precedence".

I thank you for your time.

Very Respectfully,

Joshua Bearinger

------------------------------ Email 343 ------------------------------

From: jmklein
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear TomD

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now, the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
 lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Best Reguards
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John Klein Sec+

Comm:814-215-6033

------------------------------ Email 344 ------------------------------

From: briansmawley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:40
Subject: Net Neutrality Bill
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thanks,

Brian Smawley

------------------------------ Email 345 ------------------------------

From: hoboghost
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:40
Subject: Defend Net Neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler,

Do not let ISPs take away Net Neutrality.  There is no "fast lane" only throttling of content providers; this will destroy
innovation.

John McMullen

------------------------------ Email 346 ------------------------------

From: tpepper
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
If press rumors are true,  the FCC is about to make a grave mistake
with vast negative consequences for our country's economy,
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entrepreneurs and innovation.  Please don't do this.

Tim Pepper

------------------------------ Email 347 ------------------------------

From: calebeaster
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:41
Subject: Do Not Destroy Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I write to you tonight not because I think you will actually read this, or that anyone in the FCC will take notice, but
because it is something needs to be said until the right people will listen.

It seems that for some reason, your mind has been made up to support the destruction of the internet as we know it.

It doesn’t help the average American consumer, it doesn’t help small businesses, it squashes innovation, and it damages
the American economy.

So what is the point of removing any hope of net neutrality?

Just because something can be justified as reasonable, does not make it right.

I write to you as a frustrated citizen, because I feel I am continually being taken advantage of by a government that is
out of touch with the needs of a technologically progressive society.

We should be making internet access easier, cheaper, secure and freely available.

The internet has become a necessity in our society, and it is not something that should be taken lightly.

We should be leading the world in e-comerce, online education, and overall innovation.

This is a clear step in the wrong direction.

Please take the time to reconsider this decision, and turn your attention towards ways of making the internet a free, and
open marketplace.

Thank you,

Caleb Easter

------------------------------ Email 348 ------------------------------

From: anderspt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:41
Subject: Plea from a college student
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
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I am currently a student at Boston College. I have been struggling recently with trying to figure out what I want to do
with my life. I have always suffered from anxiety, and recently began having panic attacks.  It is this anxiety that has led
 me to believe that I will not be able to work in an normal office job, I just can't handle the stress of that type of
environment. This realization has led me to develop a new dream, and a new passion. I have begun building my own
website. I hope to one day become an Internet entrepreneur. The low start up cost and the expanse of knowledge
available on the Internet has inspired me to work my ass off this past year, learning two programming languages and
both front end and back end development.

The plans of the FCC to create an Internet Fast Lane that would end Net Neutrality and allow companies to slow speeds
and jack up prices for users like me, putting my own dreams and aspirations on hold for the sake of large corporations.
Please don't let any personal gain get in the way of preserving net neutrality, something that inspires innovation and has
given me a new dream. Please help me and the many people like me who have been inspired by the the freedom and
opportunity presented by net neutrality.

Sean

------------------------------ Email 349 ------------------------------

From: mecch5786
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:42
Subject: Proposed Open Internet Rules Unfairly Discriminate
Allowing internet traffic from different services to be throttled or increased based on business negotiations between the
sites and ISPs only hurts consumers and alienates ISPs from their customers. It also discourages brilliant new services
from being created to benefit everyone. Please do not adopt such a stifling policy, and instead keep Net Neutrality
permanently in place so that everyone may benefit.

------------------------------ Email 350 ------------------------------

From: anettie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:43
Subject: Hello Mr. Wheeler
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.
But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.
Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.
You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

- Anett
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Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 351 ------------------------------

From: avidnick
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:43
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 352 ------------------------------

From: mattakinz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:44
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matt Watkins (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 353 ------------------------------
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From: omar.chelbat
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:44
Subject: Please don't kill net neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheelers staff!

Hope you're having a sweet day.

I just wanted to ask you to, please, save net neutrality. You have no idea of the consequences it would create if it wasn't
upheld.

The internet is probably the single best invention made the past 5 decades, and removing net neutrality would pretty
much stop the evolution of the free internet that has given us so many amazing features!

------------------------------ Email 354 ------------------------------

From: mattbrandt33
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:44
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

of course you won't read this, But the previous paragraphs were copy and pasted because I wasn't completely sure what
to write. HOWEVER you need to think of the serious repercussions of allowing Comcast to have a monopoly. I am a
college student, Comcast having a monopoly will will absolutely cause a spike in the cost of an already sub par internet.
Higher prices for internet will lead to higher tuition, Colleges are huge internet consumers, if they need to shovel more
money into comcast furnace they will want more from me and my family. It is a lose lose situation. Nobody wins here
except comcast. THE AMERICAN CONSUMERS LOSE. I urge you to PLEASE consider what is going on here.

thanks,

Matt.
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------------------------------ Email 355 ------------------------------

From: chriswilliamsactor
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:45
Subject: Please do not nail the coffin shut on an open Internet
Dear Commissioners:

I write to you now as a child of the so-called Information Age. The World Wide Web and I more or less came of age
together. I have watched a slow shift from open to closed systems creep throughout the places I once found refuge.
Those places where I first learned that there were more ways of living than the life I led in my small town in rural
Virginia.

I was exposed to the wider culture of the world, the Wild West of the digital age, and I was as enamored of it as any
pioneer of any frontier. It was an open system, given to us by the gatekeeper called a modem, whose language was one
of high-pitched shrieks and squeals.

The Internet is not a mere service that should be throttled and controlled by companies that provide access. It is a
necessity for life in our modern world. Allowing it to be chopped up and its bandwidth sold only to those companies
that can pay the exorbitant toll prices the providers can extort is the very antithesis of what the Web has always been
and must remain.

Consumers can only be harmed by allowing providers to selectively prioritize or block traffic based upon a subscription
model. Where once I would be free to go to Google, to Yahoo, to Youtube and Vimeo, to Netflix and CNN and Fox,
now I could potentially be required to pay for packages that provide blocks of sites. If I want to visit CNN, I would have
 to purchase the "News Site Package" which would include access to CNN, Fox News, MSNBC, and others. Should I
desire to order products online, well the "Commerce Package" could be added to my Internet bill. For a "modest fee" of
course.

The Internet is the new phone network, ladies and gentlemen. Voice phone calls are largely being supplanted by text
communication, by Voice-Over-IP telephony, and by other means of digital communication that have been made
possible by an open Internet. The Internet should be subject to the same rules as the telephone companies of old. They
are common carriers. They are our means of communication. I beg you not to let these providers cut off freedom of
communication in order to line their own pockets.

We pay for access to the Internet, not to a carefully curated list of certain sites. Those days died with the AOL walled-
garden system and we were well rid of them. To allow AOL's old model to apply to the entire Internet, will stifle
creativity, and make it harder to speak out about important issues and find necessary information.

You are no doubt familiar with Frank La Rue's 2011 report, the United Nations Special Rapporteur on the promotion
and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression. I refer you now to recommendation number 85 of this
report:
 "Given that the Internet has become an indispensable tool for realizing a range of human rights, combating inequality,
and accelerating development and human progress, ensuring universal access to the Internet should be a priority for all
States. Each State should thus develop a concrete and effective policy, in consultation with individuals from all sections
of society, including the private sector and relevant Government ministries, to make the Internet widely available,
accessible and affordable to all segments of population."

Mr. La Rue can be quoted in his report as saying “There should be as little restriction as possible to the flow of
information via the Internet, except in a few, very exceptional, and limited circumstances prescribed by international
human rights law.”



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

As a citizen of the United States, and through the power of the open Internet, a citizen of the world, I beg you to
consider the ramifications of this course of action, and to turn from it. Let succeeding generations find themselves in the
 open and free Internet just as I and my peers once did.

Restore Network Neutrality. Declare Internet Service Providers common carriers, just as the phone companies of
decades past. They are the arteries through which the lifeblood of free expression flows. Don't let that blood be choked
off.

Sincerely Yours,
Christopher Williams,
Capitol Heights, Maryland, USA

------------------------------ Email 356 ------------------------------

From: drq
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Timothy Q Pham (  writes:

Dear Tom Wheeler,

As a small business owner, I was shocked to learn that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing
certain companies to pay to receive additional speed. This move not only unnecessarily increases the overheads my
company has to pay but also effects the quality of care I may be able to provide my patients in the future by limiting
access to new services and technologies and stifling innovation.

Please re-consider this course of action as doing so will do irreparable harm to our country and our position in the world
 economy.

Sincerely,

Dr. Timothy Q Pham
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 357 ------------------------------

From: chris.c.marq
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
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 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 358 ------------------------------

From: bucketheadcharly
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:47
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jason Bartley (  writes:

Mr Wheeler,
I was very disappointed with the news today that you intend to cave to the telecommunications industry and in effect
destroy the open internet, along with the idea of net neutrality, all the while securing your profitable, inevitable return to
 the telecom industry once you have done it's dirty work. Your betrayal of the American people that you and your ilk
continue to squeeze, is appalling and will have disastrous effects to consumers and businesses, big and small, for
decades to come. You will be remembered as the man who killed the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 359 ------------------------------

From: golightly
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 1:47
Subject: please save net neutrality
Dear esteemed commissioners:

The news of the day is that you are about to announce new rules that will gut net neutrality and give dominant cable
companies even more of an iron hand when it comes to service. As someone who lives in a region of the country where
Comcast has a monopoly, and there is not competitive service, I fear the changes that will be enacted on my wi-fi, cable,
 and checkbook.

Please reconsider taking away what makes the internet such a wonderful tool for people around the world: a fair and
even playing field where access is not controlled by the precious few. There is talk of class warfare in this country, and I
 see no greater warfare than the favoring of corporations and their vast resources over the common citizen.

If you make access to communication and knowledge and, let's be honest, entertainment, something with a gateway
controlled by money rather than information and talent, then you will be damaging tomorrow's innovators and artists,
which isn't just short-sighted and dumb, but unpatriotic.
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler: I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast
lane" internet connections. I believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users
receive internet content would put too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful. As it stands, the
internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard equally by their
peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological developments. By allowing
 large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and viability of smaller internet
operations. By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you
protect the interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our
government was designed to protect. I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a
case-by-case basis, but I worry the commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly
address these cases and I fear large companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the
power lobbyists might have over this process. In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges
is a bad decision as I find large companies and ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about
the commission's ability to deal with these requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden
age of the internet wane on your watch. Keep the world wide web open and free. Thank you for your time. Sincerely,
Anthony Testani

------------------------------ Email 364 ------------------------------

From: mrhandman123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:50
Subject: "fast lanes"
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 365 ------------------------------

From: tvandoor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Tom,

I'm rather concerned about the FCC's stance on net neutrality. I don't think that allowing ISPs to charge Internet
companies for a "fast lane" is going to help anyone. It will only help the ISPs make more money, which I think they
have proven they won't use to benefit customers. There's a reason why Comcast was just voted the most hated company
in America. Anyways, what really needs to happen is that the Internet needs to be a utility. It is extremely important in
everyone's life, just like water or power, and is only becoming more so. I'm sure you've heard about this in much more
detail from others but I thought I'd voice my concern.
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Thanks,
Tyler

------------------------------ Email 366 ------------------------------

From: alex.w.schwab
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good Morning,

I recently read that the FCC's stance on Net Neutrality is changing from a small business positive one to one which will
only serve to restrict the growth of small businesses and support the big monopolies that already exist. I would like to
add my voice to the dissenting populace and urge you all to reconsider this change. The internet should remain
unrestricted and traffic should not be throttled to the benefit of ISPs.

Thank you for your time,

Alex Schwab

Orland Park, IL

------------------------------ Email 367 ------------------------------

From: ghallo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:52
Subject: FCC plans for "Fast lanes" within the internet
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 368 ------------------------------

From: diana-miller
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 1:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Diana Miller (  writes:

Dear Tom Wheeler:
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 369 ------------------------------

From: giancarlo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:52
Subject: 'Fast lane' is a bad policy
Hi Tom,

I just read in the New York Times that the FCC is considering allowing a 'fast lane' to be created for certain paying
companies to get preferential broadband treatment, and I'm writing to voice my opposition to this idea. The fact that
internet traffic cannot be discriminated against by internet service providers is responsible for the prosperity of internet
companies. This policy is short-sighted and, while it may be in the best interest of large corporations, it is not in
America's best interest. Please, do not support this 'fast lane' internet policy.

Best,
Giancarlo

Giancarlo Daniele
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 370 ------------------------------

From: lastofscreenames
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
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By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 371 ------------------------------

From: nrtownsend
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Neil Townsend (  writes:

Please do not kill Net Neutrality by letting companies set up fast lanes for money. This will only stifle startups and
smaller companies that can't afford to shell out as much cash.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 372 ------------------------------

From: travismyron
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thanks,

Travis

------------------------------ Email 373 ------------------------------
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From: ajwm94
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't let them end it.

Aaron Wilkerson, MBA
314-221-4474

------------------------------ Email 374 ------------------------------

From: michaelyaden
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:55
Subject: Internet is a utility.
The US has some of the worst and most expensive internet. Now we might have to pay more to use certain things such
as video streaming. This is wrong. Greedy is what it is. We need cheaper and higher quality internet. Please reconsider.

------------------------------ Email 375 ------------------------------

From: tporter900
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 376 ------------------------------

From: macki
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Erik Macki (  writes:
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Dear Chairman Wheeler:

The FCC has a responsibility to impose and maintain strict "Net neutrality." The reports I have read today, April 23,
2014, indicate that the FCC is planning on drafting rules that essentially destroy Net neutrality.

That is the worst possible thing the FCC could do, and it is one of the things least in the best interest of the American
people that the FCC could do.

It will increase costs for consumers, create online oligarchies of information and entertainment that only huge
companies can afford to enter into, and it will stifle good old American competition.

I urge you in the strongest possible terms to backtrack from your anti-Net-neutrality plans and instead embark on
authentic pro-consumer initiatives and strong protections for true Net neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 377 ------------------------------

From: adam.dorado
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
The Net as we know it is in a down ward spiral. The moment we open up
"privileges" for money is the moment we lost the equal footing
everyone had.

The internet is information, you and me, and everyone else have equal
footing, can stand up a server, get a URL or build a service and
compete on equal footing.

With the proposed changes, I could create something that Comcast or
Time Warner creates a competitor to, or even Microsoft, and using
money, they can climb the mountain that the lucrative userbase faster
than I can effectively making an advantage to those who can afford it.

You may justify your actions by stating that it doesn't change
anything but the fast lane can be interpreted by cable companies as
the normal lane and everything else is throttled. It meets the
requirement but violates the spirit of what you are putting forward.

The internet was a beautiful thing until old men that don't understand
it and don't care to got involved for money.

You sold out our future for a yaht.

------------------------------ Email 378 ------------------------------

From: jordan.fox1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 379 ------------------------------

From: stampytown
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:56
Subject: Net Neutrality Now!
Title says it all.  Stop trying to fix what ain't busted!

------------------------------ Email 380 ------------------------------

From: aharken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alex Harken (  writes:

Hi Mr Wheeler, or whoever is reading this message (You may or may not be a human?). I just wanted to try to voice my
 opinion. I'm a 15 year old from Arizona, and I am very worried by your recent proposal regarding Net Neutrality, and
letting content providers pay for a faster "road" to the consumers via the internet. I don't want to see this go into effect. I
 feel like approving this proposal, would break the internet. I bet you use the internet, just as most people do. The
internet is probably one of the most amazing things to ever happen to the world. I really don't want to see the internet
change, as I feel it would change the future of the country, or even the world. Thank you for taking the time to read this
(hopefully), and I really hope you change your mind.

Sincerely,
Alex
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 381 ------------------------------

From: stuffsnag
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:58
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Subject: New FCC Regulation
To Whom it May Concern,

The news of a recent proposal to effectively allow content providers
and ISPs to negotiate rates for "traffic preference" is a horrible
idea.  The FCC is an organization that should stand for consumer
protection, freedom of expression, and absolute service guarantees,
not bow to the wishes of telecom and entertainment industry lobbies.

These new regulations have many concerned that not only will these
proposed higher costs for content providers be passed unfairly to
consumers, but that "baseline levels of service" will be exploited and
dumbed down to the point where the general speed and quality of
internet access will take a nosedive.

This is something that I, and many others across my state and the
nation, will simply not stand for.  Elected and appointed officials
alike have a common interest in serving the will of the people, and
net neutrality is a must.  And if officials refuse to listen, you can
bet on the people finding officials who will, and electing them.

The European Parliament has voted to protect net neutrality, the US
lags behind because it would rather protect business interests and
"gravy trains", rather than doing what the government is supposed to
do, serve the people.

Sincerely,
A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 382 ------------------------------

From: spatzjacob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.
But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.
Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.
You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 383 ------------------------------

From: gus.mastrapa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:59
Subject: Thanks!
Sir,
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I was just thinking how nice it would be for my Netflix to look better than 240p over FiOS and you came up with the
answer: pay more for everything.

Good looking out,
-g

--

-------------------------------------------------
Gus Mastrapa - Freelance Writer
53600 Avenida Mendoza
La Quinta, CA 92253
Cell: 323.829.9643
-------------------------------------------------
))<>((

------------------------------ Email 384 ------------------------------

From: alanatsocom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 1:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Mister wheeler. Please do not be a selfish person by ruining the internet as we know it. It's a utility that has become a
large part of American life and you're about to take that away just to make money. Money Isn't everything. You're going
 to make a lot of people unhappy by doing this. The internet is a great resource and it should stay as it is. Do not
succumb to the money. It's just paper.

------------------------------ Email 385 ------------------------------

From: drewcoll
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net Neutrality:

Stop trying to kill it. Protect it. Equal access to the internet for all users.

Drew Collins
Seattle, WA

------------------------------ Email 386 ------------------------------

From: tressith
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello.

I hear you are planning to further destroy the hope for net neutrality. I realize you get your funding from people with
money (IE big ISPs) but I hope you realize that the idea of preferential treatment based on money is a bad idea, both in
your proposed set of rules and in your political life. Here's speaking to you, Mister Wheeler, with your history working
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as a lobbyist for the very industry you're supposed to be keeping in check.

You see, the internet cannot be pay to play for websites. The most successful companies born out of websites (google,
yahoo, YouTube, amazon) all started out as cheap, moneyless startups. There are many industries that can't live without
fast access to their sites, like comics. Industries that are profitable, but not so much as to be able to out pay big names
like google. Moreover, by continually putting off net neutrality, you're slowly killing the chance for the next twitter or
Facebook to happen. To put it into political terms, you're hurting internet small businesses and mildly annoying bigger
ones.

Why not adopt Net Neutrality? The UK has a sweet gig that's the epitome of an internet capitalist market: the ability for
the consumer to choose one of several ISPs, all of whom offer two times the speed we get here. I can't tell you, as an
internet user, how much I have come to loathe Time Warner and Comcast. They're running monopolies all over the
country, especially in small towns that are still trying to adopt to modern technology.

Here's a small list of what adopting Net Neutrality will help:
Schools with online classes
Comics
Streaming
Video gaming (A several billion dollar industry, mind you)
Long distance relationships
Banks
PayPal
Colleges with online classes and online homework
Research
Online newspapers
Political campaigns
Social media
Kickstarter
Anyone who uses the internet, basically.

To you, paying money for preferential treatment doesn't seem like a big deal. But some online industries will collapse
and suffer from that.

I hope you reconsider this horrible idea.

-DD
shshshshssssssh not sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 387 ------------------------------

From: codysexton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Tom:

Allowing society's use of the free market to be clouded by this unconstitutional  disruption of net neutrality via
corporate entities is not unobserved as it was in past generations.

Best regards,
Cody Sexton

------------------------------ Email 388 ------------------------------
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From: yeshiveh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:00
Subject: The Death Of Net Neutrality?
So, how much ARE the kick backs you get from Comcast/NBC/Universal? The additions to your house must be
amazing. Way to stop the "uprising" of tech start ups. Fall in line with the status quo where the rich get richer and the
poor can remain under the jackboot.

http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html

--
-Ian Johnson-
310-382-7368

------------------------------ Email 389 ------------------------------

From: ryan.l.frederick
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:00
Subject: Net Neutrality: Bigger than the US
Dear Commissioners,

Although I’m not a US citizen, I’ve lived in your country and have convinced at least one of your number to get
broadband.

In many ways the FCC’s responsibilities – if not legal, then cultural, actual – are international in scope. Therefore I’m
dismayed by news that your organization, led especially by Mr. Wheeler, seems poised to abandon the idea that internet
traffic should be free of interference and discrimination by its carriers. In other words, you – an organization ostensibly
with the public interest at heart – seem keen on throwing away the idea of net neutrality.

Don’t do it. We all – the entire world – deserver better.

Especially since the technology that is embodied in the open internet is so valuable. Some people are just now getting it,
 and plenty have yet to have access to it at all. Don’t set this precedent. Change your minds, and help us all have equal
access to information. Business will get along fine. The rest of us will thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Frederick

------------------------------ Email 390 ------------------------------

From: mmoore5413
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
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lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Not all American's can afford a service that will continuously increase its price without upgrading their infrastructure.

--
Mike M.

------------------------------ Email 391 ------------------------------

From: awcook
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:00
Subject: About the proposed changes to internet access.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.?

------------------------------ Email 392 ------------------------------

From: natalie.m.jensen
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Natalie Jensen (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.

Thank you,
Natalie Jensen
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 393 ------------------------------

From: mitchell.c.eve
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,
Mitchell

------------------------------ Email 394 ------------------------------
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From: dsi1289
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:02
Subject: Net Neutrality

> Dear Mr. Wheeler,

> Please do not allow corporations to influence your decision in order to increase their profits, and harm our freedom as
American's to use the internet as we wish.

> I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

> By placing your corporate interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but take into account you and your family will also suffer for the lack of net neutrality.

> Sincerely,

> Daniel

------------------------------ Email 395 ------------------------------

From: stevenmorgen
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:02
Subject: Net Neitrality
Please support net neutrality. The internet should be open to all content, and the internet providers shouldn't be allowed
to essentially be bribed to send some content faster than others.

Steven Morgen

225 Chase Drive

Hi Nella NJ 08083

------------------------------ Email 396 ------------------------------

From: ahunger603
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:03
Subject: Comcast and Time Warner Cable, Net Neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler,
It baffles me that you would do something so hurtful to our country and the people within.  Net Neutrality is what holds
the internet together and keeps it unbiased  You're allowing a monopoly of a service to destroy other services such as
Netflix, ruining the American way of competing for service by quality.  I truly hope you reconsider, and push for Net
Neutrality.  I can promise there will be a massive backlash to the result, and it will turn badly if the internet is not kept
save from control. Thank you for your consideration.

------------------------------ Email 397 ------------------------------

From: hetzlerd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:03
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve
to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the majority, the average
American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become
corrupted by money and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts
of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is
filled with men who chose to do good despite the hardships. You can kill
the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers
like they should have been classified a decade ago. You have the power
to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation
from people you were chosen to protect, and history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Sincerely,
Derek Hetzler

------------------------------ Email 398 ------------------------------

From: masterschmuck
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ian Sullivan (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
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neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 399 ------------------------------

From: madrk86
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Fix this

------------------------------ Email 400 ------------------------------

From: rynedude233
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:04
Subject: Internet Service Regulations!?
America should not be giving preferential treatment to large data hog websites if its going to hurt the little guy. This will
 only hurt the internet AND America!

I am a real person, live in a swing state and dont want to see this  happen!

------------------------------ Email 401 ------------------------------

From: thibault.seillier
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:04
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our great nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Thank you,

Thibault Seillier

------------------------------ Email 402 ------------------------------

From: jody
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jody Pelzel (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,
I have never emailed anyone in the federal government before today.  Please do not allow the massive corporations that
control the backbone of the internet to choose the winners and losers of internet content.  These companies have a
vested business interest is punishing and/or eliminating any business that attempts to provide streamed content or
telecommunication services over the internet.  It's not because of the amount of bandwidth they consume.  It's because
they present a legitimate threat to the business model they use.  Cable prices are sky high.  All of the content providers
want more and more money.  The ISPs are raising prices on consumers.  Allowing them to actually throttle any business
 that doesn't pay a toll completely changes the internet as we know it.  This decision will be a turning point that puts
complete control of the internet into corporate hands.  It is an apocalypse that makes our internet choices identical to
Russia or China.  Instead of choking out dissent
  labeled has hate speech or treachery, competing services will be choked out to ensure the success of in house content
and services.  Short of erecting a copy of the Great Firewall of China, I cannot imagine any other single decision that
could harm the internet more profoundly.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 403 ------------------------------

From: themonroedoctrine
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:05
Subject: Please reconsider your proposed "Internet Fast Lane"
Dear Tom,

I know you probably don’t read these e-mails or care about them, and perhaps you think it’s quaint that I’ve taken to the
 internet to voice my displeasure, but it’s worth a try. I’m really, really disappointed in the rules you have proposed that
would allow internet service providers to charge companies different rates for different speeds of internet.
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Net neutrality is something I’m sure your sick of hearing about, but it’s something that means a lot to me. You can’t
expect me, or the rest of the American public, to take your word for it when you say “behavior that harms consumers or
competition will not be permitted,” given the precedent for preferential treatment you’d be setting with these new rules.
That’s not exactly comforting – as a lowly citizen, am I supposed to just take your word for that and hope for the best?

The logical part of me knows that money (and lobbying) talks a lot more than anything I could possibly say in one e-
mail, so I have no illusions that this will change your mind. However, my conscience would not have allowed me to
sleep tonight if I didn’t at least make the effort to become one more drop amongst the deluge of opinions you’ve likely
received on this subject, all of which you probably wish would go away.

I don’t send e-mails like this to be a pain. I send them because I want people like you to know that people like me are
paying attention.

- Sarah, a concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 404 ------------------------------

From: lane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lane Stadlman (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 405 ------------------------------

From: roland1291
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing. It's disappointing to say the least.

------------------------------ Email 406 ------------------------------

From: xavierschaetzke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I dont know if you will ever read this but maybe by some chance you will.
Im sure you are receiving many angry angry and upset emails about your choices regarding net neutrality.

I really want to try and explain to you why its terrible for people like me.
Im 18 and live in rural areas so heres the first problem. Im starting college in a week and have internet thats limited to
12gb a month. This can easily be exceded just by leaving my computer on overnight by mistake or by watching a few
movies (usually 2gb for 2 hrs of 1080p streaming)
Im in college. I have to use the internet a lot for research and or help yet I dont even get to have that. I cannot afford
ever to pay for extra data at $10 for 1gb. I can barely afford gas and food infact many days I only get to eat a bit if im
lucky. I never to get to spend my money on other things.

What you are doing is a crime against those with little money or options, a crime against technological progression, and
crimes against the way our "democracy" works.

If your money is worth more than that then I know the only time you will even considering changing is once you realize
how the terrible network infrastructure thats currently in place falls apart around you.

I really hope you do the Humane thing.

Best of wishes,
Xavier Schatzke

------------------------------ Email 407 ------------------------------

From: reddock4490
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:05
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 408 ------------------------------

From: calyo
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:06
Subject: Do Not Kill Net Neutrality
FCC Commissioners:

I have read about the planned proposal of new open Internet rules that
make allowance for content providers to pay ISPs for preferential
routing to access customers. I must say that this decision is absolutely
abysmal and has the potential to cause irreparable harm to the Internet
and to our freedom to communicate and share ideas and content with each
other.

The Internet is the single greatest medium via which people can
communicate and exchange information. It has proven to be vital in
disseminating information about important global events. It has also
been used to save countless lives, by providing a medium in which those
who would otherwise risk physical or psychological harm can truly
express themselves and reach out to others who have similar experiences
for emotional support.

And at the same time, it is also an important medium by which content
providers and retailers, can reach out to an incomprehensibly vast
customer base and provide their content or sell their products to
consumers who would otherwise have no exposure to such. I can cite
myself as an example of such. I do not have a television or a radio. I
consume most of my news and video entertainment through the Internet. I
use websites such as Weather Underground and YouTube, and I occasionally
check BBC America for current events, and Twitter is my primary medium
of social contact with others all around the world.

The Internet is a marvelous place through which anyone anywhere in the
world can express themselves. I am writing to you right now from an
email account that I created, associated with a website that I am
hosting on my own dime. The cost of such hosting is unbelievably
affordable. And while I do not actively seek a broader audience for my
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own personal website, I can assure you that many of the customers that I
work a full-time job to support would be a combination of concerned and
enraged if they suddenly had to pay their ISPs more money just so their
sites can load at an acceptable rate.

I cannot even begin to describe just how concerned about load speed some
of these customers can be. Some can be incensed by a website that takes
longer than five seconds to load. What if the ISPs that serve their
host's data centres suddenly decide to make those websites take fifteen
or thirty seconds to load unless the owner of the website pays up for
more speed? What if those ISPs suddenly decide to do this to -entire-
-webhosts-? This would force hosts to raise their own prices, and would
harm their business because fewer people would be willing to pay for
website hosting.

An Internet without Net Neutrality is an Internet in which organizations
such as Weather Underground or BBC America would very likely find it
increasingly difficult to provide such vital information to those who
seek it. It is an Internet in which the average person who wants to
start up their own blog full of tips to live a cleaner, healthier
lifestyle, or who want to start up their own online store to sell the
amazing product that they have to sell, may not be able to afford to
truly express themselves.

An Internet without Net Neutrality is an Internet where ISPs can run
rampant and control what you may be able to do, all for the sake of
maximizing their profits. We already live in a country where there is no
real competition between ISPs. In virtually all parts of the country,
there is normally only one major broadband internet provider, and one
(far more expensive) DSL provider. The only "competition" between
broadband ISPs is the fact that there are only four or five major ones
that operate in various places around the country. But even then,
there's really only one that ever actually serves in any given area.
Where I grew up in Tennessee, that one provider was Charter
Communications. Where I live now in Texas, that one provider is Time
Warner. I have a friend who lives in Colorado and has to endure the
absolutely abysmal service provided by Cox (for an unfairly gouged
price, I might add). In all three instances, there is only ONE broadband
provider available. There's no competition at all. It's pure localized
monopoly or oligopoly. And because of that, ISPs are already gouging
their customers for subpar Internet service.

I pay $35-$50 each month for a 5Mbps connection that doesn't always
fulfill that level of service. This is from a national ISP that has
plenty of excess profits to expand and maintain an infrastructure that
can support far superior service for the same price. And yet they do not
expand or improve their infrastructure for this. Why? Because profits.

The new proposed rules will make this even worse. They make it possible
for ISPs to gouge content providers for better access to consumers. In
fact, it's already being done by Verizon, Cox, and Time Warner. Netflix
and Hulu both have been forced to start paying more to these ISPs so
that their own content is not throttled to the point where it is all but
useless.
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The last thing we need is a situation where corporations whose only
obvious goals are maximizing profits can run rampant with this
short-sighted goal. This will do nothing but hurt American people and
our economy. American people who are already being unfairly gouged just
for their internet. When they suddenly have to start paying more to get
the content they want because the content providers have to start
charging more themselves, the people will start spending less money on
those services. That will hurt the content providers, and that means
less money is being circulated through our economy and helping our
nation to function.

We must NOT stand for this. The Internet must be governed by similar
communication rules as telephones, television, and radio. ISPs must NOT
be allowed to restrict or throttle content providers. This will harm the
exchange of ideas and information. And this will especially harm our
economy.

Please, I implore you to reconsider these new rules, and instead put in
place different rules that would not allow ISPs to continue with their
rampant profiteering when they should be providing a service that is
equal access to all. And I must also implore you to begin pursuing
action against ISPs who are taking advantage of their localized
monopolies to provide subpar services at unfairly exorbitant prices.

The entire nation of American people would be forever grateful if you did.

Regards,
Calyo Delphi

------------------------------ Email 409 ------------------------------

From: hippofood
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:06
Subject: You represent the people, not corporate lobbyists.
To end net neutrality is not what the people want, nor what is best for the people, so to act counter to the people is
blatant corruption.

Don't be corrupt.

------------------------------ Email 410 ------------------------------

From: elsimpson573
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:07
Subject: We need Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
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with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thanks,

Eric Simpson,

(quoting /u/Spikycentaur from reddit)

------------------------------ Email 411 ------------------------------

From: haggai3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Haggai Davis, III

------------------------------ Email 412 ------------------------------

From: manuel.yang
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thanks,
Manuel Yang

------------------------------ Email 413 ------------------------------

From: ewin9399
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:08
Subject: Net neutrality

Hey Tom,

Just got to let you know the whole comcast thing is bullshit ! We need to stop this monopoly.  Net neutrality is the devil.
 I agree with the people of reddit.

Have a good one Tom

Pedee
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

------------------------------ Email 414 ------------------------------

From: jonathanhollandercooper
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:08
Subject: Maybe don't
You're getting a lot of emails. You're not going to read them. But, seriously, don't ruin the internet. Stop pandering, and
don't let this happen.

--
(Jonathan) Hollander Cooper - Writer
phone: 215.534.1303
web: hollandercooper.com<http://hollandercooper.com>



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

@hollandercooper
AIM: iheartdestr0y

------------------------------ Email 415 ------------------------------

From: jasonnealreed
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:08
Subject: The internet "fast lane"
Mr. Wheeler

What is clear to anyone being honest with themselves, is the fact that allowing ISPs such as Comcast, Verizon & AT&T
 to charge content companies for last mile preferential access is anticompetitive and anti-consumer.

What isn't clear, and maybe you can explain it to a concerned member of the internet economy such as myself, is how
someone can allow these practices, and still claim to be acting in the public interest.

Of course, you could convince me and millions of others by doing what you and I know is the right thing to do: classify
internet service as a utility.

Respectfully,
Jason Reed

------------------------------ Email 416 ------------------------------

From: tnysether
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:08
Subject: Concerning net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Sincerely,

Tod Nysether

------------------------------ Email 417 ------------------------------

From: datsyukdeke
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 2:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher LaSage (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 418 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:09
Subject: The Internet Is A Utility

Dear Tom,

The internet is a utility. There is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans. All internet providers
 should be treated equally, and I think the FCC is doing a miserably ineffective job.

I am a 21 year old American Citizen from Tennessee. I love the Internet. I've grown up with it as a utility my entire life.

NO INTERNET PROVIDER DESERVES SPECIAL TREATMENT.

Please don't Comcast and Verizon control the Internet for Americans. We're already behind statistically worldwide and
this would only make us worse. As a nation, should be setting the standard worldwide. Not be the laughingstock.

Take action. Do the right thing.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Wright

Motivated by http://theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-
fucked<http://mobile.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked>

------------------------------ Email 419 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: starlingskyler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

This is to remind you that you work for the people of the United States of America, not large corporations. Please
remember that.

Thank you

<mailto:

------------------------------ Email 420 ------------------------------

From: thomaschisholmthomaschisholm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:10
Subject: fast lanes = no lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 421 ------------------------------

From: abartow123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andrew Bartow (  writes:
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Chairman Wheeler,

Your proposal to allow ISPs to prioritize certain traffic over other traffic for monetary reasons disturbs me greatly. This
change, if enacted, would threaten the equality that has allowed the innovative culture that makes the internet great. By
choosing to allow established players to usurp the even playing field the internet allows, the FCC would throw away the
engine of creation that has driven our large parts of our economy for the past twenty years. As a person who's life has
been transformed by the internet and this crucial freedom to compete, a person who used these resources to overcome
my economic circumstances in search of upward economic mobility, I ask you to not deprive future generations of this
opportunity.

Sincerely,

Andrew Bartow

MIT Class of 2018
Senior Staff - Bluelight Development
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 422 ------------------------------

From: pope4101
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:11
Subject: Net Neutrality Decision
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As an American citizen concerned about our country's economic future I am deeply disappointed in your decision to
move forward with "internet fast lanes."  This will only serve to provide additional power to major ISPs, and that in turn
 is bad for American consumers and content providers.  This will empower the ISPs not to take seriously the need to
improve service, but to continue their model of providing the bare minimum at ridiculous prices.

I can see all of this clear as day, and I don't work in the FCC.  I can only assume you are receiving some sort of pressure
 from special interests, or from others who are beholden to these special interests.  So disappointing that this is the
current state of affairs.

I appreciate you taking a moment to read my e-mail, and understand you are probably just trying to make the best of a
bad situation.  However, I implore you to reconsider your decision.

Best Regards,
Jon-Tristan Poper

------------------------------ Email 423 ------------------------------

From: j.h.batson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:11
Subject: A nobody Computer Science student with a plea
FUCK the appeals court decision.
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You guys need to stand up to political bullies and influenced, misinformed judges. You need to do all you can. Reject or
 dissent, and publish why you do so -- start a battle. Fight that battle. If you think the internet wouldn't heed your call,
you're wrong, and you misunderstand us. We will fight. We will help you. Any of you, all of you. Just fight it. Speak out
 and tell the public what's going on. PLEASE.

You won't be alone. My entire generation is online and engaged. We're not smarter than any other generation, but we
carry hashtags and other activism which DOES influence things.

Please don't let this happen. It's not good for anyone except the telecoms. Please fight.

------------------------------ Email 424 ------------------------------

From: michael.kushma
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:12
Subject: You need to be fired
We don't need faster internet lanes we need actual ISP competition. I will be voting against every senator that voted you
in.

Please don’t destroy the only free and equal thing left in America. Please, I beg you!

Sincerely,

A concern citizen of the United States

------------------------------ Email 425 ------------------------------

From: johnketterhagen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:12
Subject: Well Wishes.
Dear Tom,

I will not pretend to have as great of understanding of the current matters regarding net neutrality as you do, nor will i
speak loudly from a soapbox. I intend for this to be short and to the point, and to not waste your time.

 I believe in doing the right thing. I believe in doing my job well to the best of my abilities. I believe you are in a very
important position currently, and I think the outcomes of your decisions can have drastic impacts. My uncle once told
me "In any given situation, every man is just trying to do what he thinks is best". I hope that what you accomplish over
the next few months, is the best thing for the public.

Best of luck,
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John Ketterhagen

------------------------------ Email 426 ------------------------------

From: bmgolley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:12
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brandon Golley (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 427 ------------------------------

From: kinbensha
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Michael
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------------------------------ Email 428 ------------------------------

From: sbi232
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:13
Subject: Net Neutrality Legislation
Mr. Wheeler,
     I realize your schedule is probably full with planning various ways to destroy the free market as it pertains to internet
 service - taking down the last bastion of free speech and equality in the greatest nation on the planet is surely a difficult
job!

Having acknowledged this, I'd appreciate it if, on behalf of almost every somewhat technically literate human in
America, you could find the time to develop pancreatic cancer or a fatal aneurysm as soon as possible. I know you'll
take this suggestion seriously - at least as seriously as you take personal freedom.

Thanks,
Dr. Bice, PhD

------------------------------ Email 429 ------------------------------

From: jimithesaintkl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 430 ------------------------------

From: cchase9135
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
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with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.?

Sincerely,

Crystal Chase

------------------------------ Email 431 ------------------------------

From: vtweak
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 432 ------------------------------

From: spencerpharmd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:14
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Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Spencer Woolley (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 433 ------------------------------

From: joe.protacio
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:15
Subject:
Mr. Wheeler,

Honestly, this sort of cronyism between industry and the regulatory bodies that do such a poor job of protecting us is
everything wrong with the US government. I hope you and you're entire office is ashamed.

Joe Protacio

Sent via carrier pigeon

------------------------------ Email 434 ------------------------------

From: chinkilla666
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:16
Subject: Net Neutrality and Internet "Fast Lanes"
To Tom Wheeler,
I have recently learned of your plan to abolish net neutrality and allow internet service providers (ISPs) to charge
customers and/or companies for access to so-called "fast lanes" on the internet. These "fast lanes" would allow ISPs
(such as Comcast, AT&T, Time Warner, and smaller companies) the ability to dictate which companies it prefers to
succeed, something which is fundamentally opposite of what you job is as chairman of the FCC. Your job is to protect
the American people from being screwed over by telecom companies (such as Comcast which is looking to effectively
become a legal monopoly by merging with Time Warner). By attempting to allow the demise of net neutrality, you are
also attempting to create a hostile environment for smaller ISPs, internet-based companies, anyone with a website, and
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consumers. Given your ties to Comcast, I am deeply concerned about your ability to make decisions that are for the best
of the American people versus what is good for you and a few larger corporations.
I'm writing to demand that you withdraw or vote to discard your proposal for legalized internet "fast lanes" and instead
vote to classify ISPs as common carriers to protect the American people from similar transgressions in the future. I am
also requesting that you resign from your position as FCC chairman because of your failure to recognize that internet
"fast lanes" would benefit a handful of people and harm hundreds of millions of Americans.

------------------------------ Email 435 ------------------------------

From: dmcnally50
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:16
Subject: Please do what's right
Dear Chairman Wheeler,
  I write to you as a concerned young citizen that doesn't want big business to hamper the internet as a utility. All
internet providers should be treated equally plain and simple. Net Neutrality being thrown out was a huge blow to
progress it cut the FCC off at the knee's, it's time to fight back to ensure a legacy that's talked about for years to come.
We the people need your help, certain companies are getting to big for their britches. They put their pants on the same
way we all do, the US of A should lead the world in Broadband deployment and speeds not lack to countries like South
Korea. The open internet has given so much more to mankind then companies like Comcast and Verizon. "Hard work is
the price must pay for success" I wish you the best of luck Chairman Wheeler and if there's anyway I can help I'd be
more than willing to.

                        Sincerely,
                            -David McNally

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 436 ------------------------------

From: aalters3048
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net neutrality is important to me, as it is to millions of other Americans. I am sure you have been presented with any
argument I could make, and likely in a much more intelligent way than I could make it. So I just want to say that it is
also important to me, and I hope you are taking every measure you can in the position that you have to make sure net
neutrality is a cornerstone of this administration's focus.

------------------------------ Email 437 ------------------------------

From: linakaisey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:16
Subject: I support net neutrality
thanks, have a good day!
lina

------------------------------ Email 438 ------------------------------

From: ravenmaclir
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:17
Subject: A bias Internet is un-American.
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1. free and open internet is the single greatest technology of our culture, and control should not be at the mercy of
corporations.
2. free and open internet stimulates competition.
3. free and open internet helps prevent unfair pricing practices.
4. free and open internet promotes innovation.
5. free and open internet is more trustworthy and honest.
6. free and open internet drives businesses.
7. free and open internet protects the freedom of speech.

------------------------------ Email 439 ------------------------------

From: gbmiller
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I understand that the usage of fast lanes for certain paying content providers is currently in contention. I implore you to
think about the irrevocable harm that will be done to innovators, especially young entrepreneurs and content creators.
Without the requisite resources to pad the pockets of monopoly ISP's their content will assuredly fade into obscurity.
This decision only serves to cement power in the hands of the already powerful. It does nothing but hurt virtually
everyone else. Many content creators will be forced to either pursue alternative mediums for disseminating their content
 or assimilating into a larger content provider that can afford to pay the toll to the ISP. By supporting the fast lanes from
ISP's you are effectively supporting the stifling of innovation. I hope you'll reconsider.

- George B. Miller III

------------------------------ Email 440 ------------------------------

From: jordan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:17
Subject: Please Don't Gut Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for the free market.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online.

The internet will load much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that consumers will be less likely
 to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive
change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue.

Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against
corporate control of the internet.
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------------------------------ Email 441 ------------------------------

From: browndjonathan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:17
Subject:
Shame on you.

------------------------------ Email 442 ------------------------------

From: adoe94
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:17
Subject: Net Neutrality.

  Do you want to be a villan?!!
This is how you become a villan.

-Sincerly

The internet.

------------------------------ Email 443 ------------------------------

From: nategawd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:18
Subject: On the New Rules you're contemplating that will end Net Neutrality
If you do this, you're a disgrace to the very idea that government is for the people. It is completely against the idea of a
neutral and open internet to 'allow companies to pay for faster lanes. Because what you really do, is require them to.
And you create a situation where the barrier to entry is so huge, no one will ever be able to compete. Imagine a small
startup trying to compete with google? What if they have a demonstrably better algorithm but they can't show that they
are faster to the consumer, because they cannot yet afford the fast-lane? They won't be competing long.

Look, you're organization has already completely failed us in the realm of broadcast and cable television, don't
compound it and add a complete failure in the internet as well. Or, if it's because you're bought and paid for, at least
have the integrity to tell us to our faces that you don't care what's good for the populace, just what's good for your
pocket. More and more everyday, I begin to believe the latter.

Sincerely
Nathan Willoughby

--
Fafhrd, to Mouser: "I consider it the nadir of a base perfidy that you should try out on me your puking sorcery."

------------------------------ Email 444 ------------------------------

From: seankeeton
To:
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ov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:18
Subject: Proposed Internet Rules: Net Neutrality
I have deep concerns that the new Internet rules that are being proposed will cripple the American dream, our position
as world innovators, and our economy.

I work for a company that started as an Internet start-up before growing into something much bigger and more
successful. We could not have done it if we didn't have an even playing field to reach customers.

If we allow ISPs to offer preferential treatment to established companies with deep pockets we may never see the next
Youtube, Facebook, or Twitter. There is no greater mistake we could make.

Thank you,
Sean Keeton

------------------------------ Email 445 ------------------------------

From: basmiley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:18
Subject: Trampling on net neutrality
Tom,

I am appalled by the stance you've taken on net neutrality, or rather,
against it.

"Behavior that harms consumers or competition will not be permitted" you said.

Yet you're rubber-stamping the very corporate money-grubbing behavior
that you are supposed to prohibit.

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve
to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the majority, the average
American. Your reversal suggests that mean the FCC has become
corrupted by money and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and
AT&Ts of this country. Meredith Baker...?

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is
filled with men who chose to do good despite the hardships. You can
squash the "fast lane" and classify internet service providers as
common carriers like they should have been classified a decade ago.
You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation
from people you were chosen to protect, and history will not remember
you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Regards,
Brett Smiley
Clifton, NJ
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------------------------------ Email 446 ------------------------------

From: emceeartice
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
I hope you enjoy destroying free thought in this country. I hope you have cancer. I hope you change your mind and
realize what your is only going to further damage America. I know that's a lot of 'hope' but sadly you give me very little.
   -Concerned American

------------------------------ Email 447 ------------------------------

From: w.patcarrigan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:19
Subject: Comcast
Please don't let comcast change net neutrality.  We need an open Internet.

------------------------------ Email 448 ------------------------------

From: karchevelle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Keisha Richardson (  writes:

Dear Chariman Tom Wheeler,

I've recently found out that the FCC plans to allow companies to fast lane their internet. This would end net neutrality as
 we know it and I feel it is important we maintain net neutrality. This only benefits major corporations and not the
people and small businesses who make up the majority of this country. Please reconsider voting in favor of this and
keep the net neutral. It's the right thing to do.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 449 ------------------------------

From: acaraballo21
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:20
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alex Caraballo (  writes:

I am saddened to hear that the FCC is going to renege on it's promise to keep Net Neutrality the focal point in the
regulatory framework over the ISP's. Currently, most Americans have very little choice when it comes to where they
can get internet service and most providers rank at the very bottom of customer satisfaction. Comcast was recently
named the worst company in the US by an online poll. By eliminating net neutrality, monopolies such as Comcast can
now discriminate against internet traffic that is disruptive to their business model creating a major conflict of interest. A
normal competitive market would normally solve such a problem but there is a huge lack of competition in the ISP
business. This will only hurt consumers in the long run by forcing them to pay more for services they already use and it
will diminish the quality of the internet. America led the way by unleashing the innovation of the internet, now is not the
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 time to turn it over to noncompetitive entities that
 only seek to further their rent seeking behavior.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 450 ------------------------------

From: insignificantuser
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Your actions are deplorable.  Your focus on benefitting corporations at the expensive of nearly everyone else is
dispicable.  Must you be so eager to sell your soul and damn the rest of us?  Perhaps consider helping others before
yourself.  Keep the internet free and open.

------------------------------ Email 451 ------------------------------

From: druryguide
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,

The killing of Net Neutrality through the euphemism of a "Fast Lane on the Web" will have an apocalyptic effect on the
internet.

You will be the man that pulls the trigger and kills much of what makes the innovation and progress we see on the
internet possible. There will be no new Googles, no new Facebooks, no new Twitters, no small start-up or company will
 ever be able to make a product and have it compete fairly. Furthermore, owning the "last mile" does not give companies
 like Comcast the right to extort money from consumers, content providers, and backbone operators. A "Fast Lane on
the Web" will allow them to do exactly that.

We all know that you will be paid handsomely for your efforts by "consulting" for large telecom firms after your time at
 the FCC has come to an end. You will be forever vilified in the eyes of the public and will have to live with those
repercussions through the rest of your life.

You should be ashamed of yourself.

Sincerely,

Jim Drury

508 S Cedar St, Apt F
Spokane, WA 99204

------------------------------ Email 452 ------------------------------

From: iamsheppard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:20
Subject:
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 453 ------------------------------

From: ackerman443
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:20
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nathan Ackerman (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 454 ------------------------------

From: saphira0405
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:21
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Subject: Net Neutrality
You have ruined the wonderful thing that is the Internet with your decision to kill Net Neutrality. You are effectively
telling free-market startups to eat shit and drop dead.

Fuck you.

------------------------------ Email 455 ------------------------------

From: ntbeatsbydre
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:21
Subject: Coercion

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 456 ------------------------------

From: david pham1998
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:22
Subject: We NEED net neutrality
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
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freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 457 ------------------------------

From: iamsheppard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 458 ------------------------------

From: bobheathcote
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:23
Subject: Please don't ruin the internet
http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

This is some seriously messed up stuff happening and you guys need to do something about it.

The internet is a utility, there is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans, all internet providers
should be treated equally, and the FCC is doing a miserably ineffective job. The United States should lead the world in
broadband deployment and speeds: we should have the lowest prices, the best service, and the most competition. We
should have the freest speech and the loudest voices, the best debate and the soundest policy. We are home to the most
innovative technology companies in the world, and we should have the broadband networks to match.

------------------------------ Email 459 ------------------------------

From: btrace83
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:23
Subject: Web fast lane
Your latest decision to create a Web fast line is absurd. The internet needs true Net Neutrality and not rules that favor



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

ISPs. You are corrupt and everything that is wrong with the American government. You should be ashamed of yourself.

------------------------------ Email 460 ------------------------------

From: ahicks51
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:24
Subject: Net neutrality

        Chairman Wheeler:

        I strongly oppose the plan to end net neutrality.

        Dismantling Internet neutrality could have disastrous ramifications.
The Internet was meant for open dissemination of information and
ideas, not to be bought and sold by corporations.

        Sincerely,

        Aaron J. Hicks
        Chandler, AZ

------------------------------ Email 461 ------------------------------

From: lisa.fortson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:24
Subject: End of an Era
Hello,

I'm not really sure if anybody actually reads these things or if they just go into some automated group mailbox with an
automatic response that you read it and my opinion is very important (blah, blah, blah).  Nonetheless, just in case it
matters (although, I'm about 99% sure it doesn't), I feel compelled to say something and public blogs and tweets aren't
really my style.  Admittedly, I don't pay a whole lot of attention to politics or public issues.  At the end of the day, I feel
like a lot of the "hot button" political issues that drive the news and most political reporting (abortion, religion, gay
rights, etc.) are just there to distract people, make it seem like the two parties have huge ideological differences and at
the end of the day neither party (on a national scale) will actually sway too far either way on the issue, thus its makes no
 difference which party is really in power.  In case you you haven't figured it out, I'm one of those apathetic Millennials
that the media loves to write about.

Regardless about how I feel about the parties and their meaningless cornerstone issues, there is one thing I feel both
parties are rolling over on (or is it rolling in money from lobbyists?) and it is fundamental to the future of the country
and our standing in the world.  Net neutrality and its end.  Internet infrastructure in this country.  Oligopoly in the
broadband data services industry.  I could get  100x better internet speeds for half the price in an eastern european
former soviet block country.  Enough said.  The elimination of net neutrality will be the end of the internet as we know
it.  As someone who remembers being a freshman in high-school using a little known website called "Google" (a
website my parents, teachers and of probably no one over the age of forty living in suburban america had heard about at
the time) for search on the internet because it was just better than Yahoo, I fear that a loss a net neutrality will end any
hope of finding the next "google".  I most certainly would not have been interested in that "new" website, Google, back
in 2000 if it had been 10x slower than Yahoo (since they certainly could not have afforded to pay to be in the "fast
lane")  and/or required an expanded premium internet tier subscription just to access it.

Are things like ensuring the free flow of information and maintaining an infrastructure not the whole point of having a
government?  The Feds regulate things like the disturbance of a bald eagle's nest even on private property (they are not
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even endangered anymore) and posting calorie counts on foods, but don't want to disrupt the "free market" of big
telecom.  Okay.  Sure.  I know I'm young, but I wasn't born yesterday.  I just want to know why no one is fighting for
this, publicly, taking a stand.  If the laws don't fit, Change them.

------------------------------ Email 462 ------------------------------

From: gramathy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Graham Alldredge (  writes:

Commissioner Pai,

The internet is a global resource, one that is self-perpetuating and, most importantly, self-healing. It perceives speed
bottlenecks and censorship as damage, and make no mistake, the reduced speed cable companies will provide
competitor's services at is nothing more than damage in the eyes of the internet. This new policy will drive business
outside of the United States, reducing consumer choice and forcing them into buying services from the content
providers that would provide nothing if they thought they might get away with it - after all, they have no practical
competition in huge portions of the United States.

As a network engineer at a fiber startup, I am uniquely familiar with the hurdles faced by anyone wanting to provide
alternatives to the existing cable and telephone companies' services. Consumers deserve better, if not for their own sake,
 but for the sake of the position of the United States as an integral part of the internet going forward.

Regards,
Graham Alldredge
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 463 ------------------------------

From: delventhalz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:26
Subject: An Appalling Decision
I am shocked to learn of your recent net neutrality ruling. Truly the FCC has abdicated its responsibility to serve the
public interest in free expression by undermining the very foundation of an open internet. I hold you and your cohorts
directly responsible for what follows this pig-headed and short-sighted decision. I would call for your immediate
resignation if I thought the public's voice had any bearing on policy anymore.

A Disgusted Citizen,
Zac Delventhal

------------------------------ Email 464 ------------------------------

From: gldnclaw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:26
Subject: Howdy
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 465 ------------------------------

From: p.j.bancroft
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:26
Subject: Please do not destroy the Internet
What you are doing is wrong, and you know it.

------------------------------ Email 466 ------------------------------

From: jasontclark
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jason Clark (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet. You're responsible to do what's right by the
american people and keep the internet a place free to grow.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 467 ------------------------------

From: spacekracken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:26
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Subject: About net neutrality
The internet is a beautiful place where everyone can voice their point of view, like a open mic for the world. Some ideas
 are stupid, some are brilliant, some are controversial but at the end of the day every voice gets there 15 seconds in the
limelight. Allowing ISPs to determine what content accessible (and yes, throttling down speeds does affect access) goes
against everything that makes the internet great. We (The people of the internet) have continually voiced out concerned
about this issue and it's time you listened up.

------------------------------ Email 468 ------------------------------

From: xjablex96
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:26
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 469 ------------------------------

From: xjablex96
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
xjablex (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,
With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.
But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.
Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.
You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 470 ------------------------------

From: andy.chesley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
As a citizen I had deeply disturbed by your decision to allow the redefinition of net neutrality to suit the desires or
corporations rather than the will of the people. Please, please! Do not allow for the creation of a tiered internet where
comcast can decided who wins and loses.

Andy Chesley
M.D. Candidate 2016
University of Arizona

------------------------------ Email 471 ------------------------------

From: apeto
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely, Alexandra Peto

------------------------------ Email 472 ------------------------------

From: nevarch788
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 473 ------------------------------

From: larsson85
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:29
Subject: Regarding net neutrality.
Good day Mr. Wheeler.

I am writing to you in the hope that I can implore you to read the following comments on reddit, that explain things way
 better than I can:
http://www.reddit.com/r/news/comments/23szhc/fcc_in_net_neutrality_turnaround_plans_to_allow/ch0d1ao

How is this allowed? How can people morally let these things happen?

I'm in Sweden, but I'm terrified of the consequences this will have globally if you (the U.S) manage to kill net neutrality.

Please reconsider, do what's right!

Fredrik Larsson

------------------------------ Email 474 ------------------------------

From: hippofood
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:29
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
George Bacon (  writes:

You don't represent corporate lobbyists, you represent the people.

Net neutrality is what the people want. Net neutrality is what is best for the people.
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To act counter to this is blatant corruption.

Don't be corrupt.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 475 ------------------------------

From: lykajosh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:29
Subject: In Regards to ISP Fast Lanes
Dear Chairman Wheeler,
I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
truly believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content
would put too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful, leading to gross manipulation of what makes
 the internet a powerful resource for global connection and advancement.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments.

By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and viability of smaller
 internet operations. By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't,
you protect the interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our
government was designed to protect.

I understand the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry
the commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear
large companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over
this process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free. Thank you for your time.

Kind Regards,
Joshua Lykens

------------------------------ Email 476 ------------------------------

From: jonathan.ledbetter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:29
Subject: Re: FCC to Allow Internet Fast Lane
Dear Tom,

Go fuck yourself.

------------------------------ Email 477 ------------------------------
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From: bclark788
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:29
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Clark (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 478 ------------------------------

From: sc2bigjoe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Jacob B.

------------------------------ Email 479 ------------------------------

From: ralph2190
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:30
Subject: Stop killing Net Neutrality
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Dear Tom Wheeler,

Internet is love, Internet is life.

The FCC's announcement regarding establishment of "Fast Lanes" on the web is the beginning of the end. We are
seeing Net Neutrality die before our eyes.

I don't want to live in a country where Internet would be regulated by monsters like Comcast and TWC. First they take
our money in exchange for the shittiest Internet service possible, and now they might be given the reigns to throttle
bandwidth on websites and services unless they pay up? That is downright extortion!

Placing your interest above others is doing more harm than good. Please, do the right thing and nip this disaster in the
bud.

Thanks,

--

Ralph Alan D'Souza
www.ralphdsouza.info<http://www.ralphdsouza.info/>

------------------------------ Email 480 ------------------------------

From: n stanfill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:30
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Tom,

Why do you think the internet has become as vast as it has today? Do you think we got here by throttling speeds and
overpricing products? Well why am I asking you this, you know that's exactly what you guys do. But don't do it more.
Sure, go take a swim in your pool filled with warm virgin piss, you can afford it. I just hope for one second you feel bad
for what you are representing. You're holding this country back, along with humankind as a whole. If I don't get fiber
speeds accessible to me privately by the time I die, I should hope you suffered a slow, and very painful death related to
colon cancer that way you literally get filled with the shit you've been feeding us.

Your valued customer,
Nick
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------------------------------ Email 481 ------------------------------

From: john.mainz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:30
Subject: A Question Regarding ISPs
Dear Mr. Tom Wheeler,

I apologize for wasting your time, but since there wasn’t a generic “Ask the FCC” I thought that this would be the next
best thing, since you’re currently the chairman and would be in the best position to either direct me towards something I
 hadn’t known before, or answer my question.

I have been reading reddit far more often than is probably healthy, but by the same token I’m a college student so it’s
probably expected. One of the things that I see come up time and time again with regards to Net Neutrality, is that if the
FCC would just designate ISPs as Common Carriers this whole thing would be done with. Now, people tend to ascribe
some shady motives to why this has happened, and sometimes it feels like a valid explanation. So, my question to you,
sir, is that would this designation of Common Carrier to ISPs actually solve anything , much less is it even feasible?
And, if so, in the easiest terms possible, why hasn’t such an action been taken considering that the FCC was pursuing
Net Neutrality until recently?

Thank you for your time sir and I hope you have a pleasant day,

John Mainz

------------------------------ Email 482 ------------------------------

From: b.l.sudderth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:31
Subject: RE: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 483 ------------------------------

From: tylebhart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:31
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I've been reading a lot of analysis lately on the effects that removing net neutrality will have on the speeds, access, and
general freedom of the internet. Your flat out reversal on the subject is, to put it bluntly, disgraceful. Your job is to
protect the citizens of this nation. This means the majority of citizens, not just the few with deep pockets. Your reversal
on your stance means that you and/or the FCC has been corrupted by political "lobbyists" that serve to gain profit on the
 backs of american citizens. To offer money as a way to influence the government is not political "lobbying" it's bribery
and the fact that you are leaning away from majority opinion on this topic is absolutely disgusting.

I hope that you can see that what you are doing is wrong and will make every action to actually do your job and serve
the american people. Great people defined by their righteous actions even if the alternatives offer personal gain. You are
 the one in a position to defend the public and not only is it your job as the chairman of the FCC it is your duty as an
american citizen.

------------------------------ Email 484 ------------------------------

From: alpharudy.ut
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Rudy

------------------------------ Email 485 ------------------------------
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From: e.m.crowl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

The Internet is the most powerful communication tool humanity has managed to invent yet, but this tool is in danger.
Net neutrality is crucial to the Internet's power as a free source of communication and equalization.

An end to net neutrality threatens an end to open communication and total protection of the First Amendment online.

Please, do not allow the stifling of innovation and free speech on this new medium. Please, declare Internet service
providers common carriers. Insure a free and open medium of communication for the future.

Sincerely,

Eric Crowl

------------------------------ Email 486 ------------------------------

From: ccanby21
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Colton Canby (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 487 ------------------------------

From: kramfj
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:35
Subject: Regarding the Open Role Change
Having recently heard via electronic news media regarding the proposed rule change, I wanted to send an email as a
citizen concerned about the impact this will have on the Internet at large.
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Like some of the other folks no doubt emailing you about this issue, I am actually an Electrical and Computer Engineer
who specializes in quite a few things, including network engineering.  Though most of the work I do is for a local
government contractor, this (and my own activities as a home user) do put me in touch with quite a few of the issues
raised by a potential open rule weakening.

I'm well aware of the costs of running these kind of networks, working with ISP grade routers daily in my current
position.  They, and the engineers to set them up, aren't cheap, but the available tech is a) becoming cheaper all the time,
 and b) more than sufficient at reasonable costs to drive our current infrastructure demands.  The ISPs and others that are
 coming to you and speaking of the need to find additional profit margins by charging extra for other services already
gouge their consumers (myself included) enough for their fairly sub-par services, and though I understand the need to
expand and improve infrastructure, they are vastly overstating their costs.

Really, what's happening here is that they are trying to expand both their profits, and control over their networks.
They're looking to try and force the traditional broadcast content model on the entire Internet since their existing
business is failing.  Although this is totally understandable, it causes serious problems for everyone else.  If these new,
increasingly vague rules go into action, the barrier to entry will rise to such a level that new services may be unable to
compete with incumbent players.  In a world where Comcast couid force Netflix to pay a premium to have its services
put through, could Netflix have ever arisen in the first place?  What about those types of sites that are frowned upon by
the typically conservative leaders of these large corporations?  We're already seeing Paypal and other electronic
payment providers crack down on adult sites...  If these rules are vague enough, who is to say that an ISP might chose to
 put those on another Internet tier altogether?

We know these companies play shenanigans all the time in the courts and everywhere else, always seeking to bend
rules.  If nothing else, easing these restrictions will only embroil the FCC in yet more lawsuits with them as they seek to
have the courts reinterpret your words to mean something you never meant.  Please, whatever you decide, be careful.
The Internet is a precious thing, hard built and cared for by those of us who want to see this world become a better
place.  We have, in it, a place we can all come together and speak, freely and without worry that some speech will be
preferred over others.  I know the loss of that is no worry yet, but, as they say, "If you give a mouse a cookie..."

Thank you for your consideration, and have a wonderful day,

Mark Jacobson

1554 N Lee Lofts Lane
Tucson, Arizona 85712

(630)-450-2354

------------------------------ Email 488 ------------------------------

From: valcron
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:36
Subject: The Death of Net Neutrality
Hello Tom,

I'm emailing you to express my concerns over your stances and choices regarding net neutrality.  I'd like you to know
just a few details about me first, if you don't mind reading a bit.
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I'm young.  About to hit the age of 23 in just a couple of weeks.  I'm a start-up guy getting ready to enter the work force
with a skill set I hope will help someone and help myself towards living a long and fulfilling life.  I never envisioned
living that life having to oppose others to protect what I grew up to know as the internet.  To protect the freedom to do,
be, and act in the interest of living that life I dream of.  Your choices threaten that, and that is why I am sending this
email to you as of this moment.

I ask you, no, I request of you to reconsider your stance on these issues.   America should remain the hub of opportunity.
  The land of the free and home of the brave.  Those words should always send a chill down your spine from how great
they are.  I fear the way you're planning to drive the internet into a place of opportunity for the elite alone will only hurt
this great ideal.

Thank you for your time.

-Derrick

------------------------------ Email 489 ------------------------------

From: markus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:36
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Markus LamminmÃ¤ki (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
 I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with
regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 490 ------------------------------

From: stephen.moneypenny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

I would like to add my voice to the chorus of concerned Americans, outraged at the impeding regulation change that
would harm net neutrality as we know it.
You should serve to advance & protect the interests of the people of America... Not just it's corporations.
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Sincerely,
Stephen Moneypenny

------------------------------ Email 491 ------------------------------

From: christopher92178
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:37
Subject: Net neutrality
American consumers are already getting screwed with our internet speeds and prices compared to most other countries.
I think it is a very bad idea to let us fall behind any farther by not enforcing net neutrality for consumers and businesses.

------------------------------ Email 492 ------------------------------

From: sbmarcks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:38
Subject: Life in the FAST LANE
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing you without any intent of obscuring my identity in order to convey my extreme displeasure at the FCC's
plan to allow paid selective bandwidth throttling. As it is your plan to gut the free Internet and then make a buck off of
it:

Go eat a bag of dicks.

Sincerely,

Scott

------------------------------ Email 493 ------------------------------

From: jperalez
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:38
Subject: Opposed to your destruction of access to the Internet
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to express my immense opposition to your "version" of Net-Neutrality. Once you open the floodgates and
allow ISP's to discriminate traffic you are going to open a Pandora's box. Already, United States citizens pay more than
most people in developed nations per megabyte for Internet service and they receive slower speeds. Google, Twitter,
Netflix, Amazon, and YouTube all started in the US. Those companies which have not only defined the Internet as we
know it, but also contributed to an immense creation of wealth in the United States and influence throughout the world.
When you allow ISP's to treat traffic as they see fit, you will stop the creation of the next Google or Netflix.

You will diminish innovation, creativity, and competition, and thereby wealth creation in this nation one fell swoop.
Other nations will simply pass us by.

I hope that you sleep well at night knowing you are going to whittle away at both my economic future and the future of
this nation. I cannot comprehend your stance on this except to attribute it to simple corruption and greed. You know that



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

 this will only benefit corporations and it will negatively impact us for decades. You should be ashamed of yourself.

Jonathan Peralez

------------------------------ Email 494 ------------------------------

From: will.ayrer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:38
Subject: Please don't abandon net neutrality
The FCC is supposed to represent the consumer, not the corporation. Even it was the FCC's job to serve corporations,
handicapping all the businesses of tomorrow to serve a handful of  businesses of today is foolishness.

These kinds of decisions by the FCC make me think you are completely out of touch with what you are managing,
corrupt, or both.

------------------------------ Email 495 ------------------------------

From: alexander amador
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:39
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average person, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money and
influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 496 ------------------------------

From: the.pathetic.club
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:39
Subject: Re comcast/time warner and net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This will spell the destruction of the freedom of the internet. This is
repulsive. To allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism
 is shameful, irresponsible and plain stupid.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
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 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. What I'm saying
should have great impact on you, thus I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the
internet.

Regards,
Ulysses

------------------------------ Email 497 ------------------------------

From: bigearthurs
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:39
Subject: Net neutrality law
Hello tom,

I hope you don't take this email as more garbage, but I think your view on net neutrality is wrong and you should listen
to what the American people want

Eric Arthurs

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 498 ------------------------------

From: ccampbell08
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:39
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality Alive!
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Do the right thing and protect the average American.  Kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as
common carriers. Failing to do so will be another step towards the devastation of democracy. You can do it.

Regards,

Christopher Campbell

--

Christopher R Campbell

BBA University of Massachusetts Amherst

c:774 487 0641
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"If you live cautiously, your friends will call you wise. You just won't move any mountains."- Bill Johnson

------------------------------ Email 499 ------------------------------

From: molly.eli.moore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:40
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Molly Moore (  writes:

Do not take away net neutrality. It's the one thing the people of the world actually have some control over. Don't take
that away from us. Unless you want it to be just like 1984. In which case you are truly horrible.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 500 ------------------------------

From: kanek899
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:41
Subject: Net Neutrality Turnaround
Allowing a fast-lane literally cuts the feet off of independent start-ups.  They will never get a foot in the door, and
consumers will literally be stuck with the same content providers.  This hurts consumers, content makers, and only
benefits large companies.  I assume there is a comfy position awaiting you at Comcast/TWC/Verizon when you retire
and this is the only reason for the turnaround?

Obviously the law was in place for a good reason before.  There is no reason for anything to change.  This is some of the
 worst news for internet freedom and online consumerism ever.  Please reconsider.

------------------------------ Email 501 ------------------------------

From: shawn
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:41
Subject: Please do not kill Net Neutrality
From what I read in the news, you are planning to announce rules that will allow ISPs to provide preferential treatment
to websites and services that pay them an extra fee. This is incredibly disappointing and frustrating. ISPs and cable
providers have been doing a terrible job recently, and there is little reason to have confidence that this will provide
incentive for them to do a better job of providing us with fast, uninterrupted service at a reasonable price.

As somebody who has spent most of my professional career developing websites for nonprofit media organizations
(PBS and NPR mostly) and educational services, I fear for what this will do to the already resource-strapped projects I
have put so much effort into. These rules undermine the efforts of many organizations that have leveraged the even
playing field of the Web to deliver better value and content to the American public.

Please reconsider allowing tiered or preferential treatment of content by ISPs.

Shawn Rider
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------------------------------ Email 502 ------------------------------

From: rsjankis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:42
Subject: Net Neutrality and Your Recent Proposal
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I believe it's likely you are being well paid, either
directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing

Sincerely,

Alex Massey

------------------------------ Email 503 ------------------------------

From: stephanieaalfonso
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:43
Subject: Please don't kill net neutrality!
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

--

Stephanie Alfonso

------------------------------ Email 504 ------------------------------
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From: imisswaves
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:43
Subject: On Net Neutrality and "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed.

If this travesty is allowed, it will become blatantly obvious that even the FCC is under corporate rule.

The common people are tired of being trampled upon by big money interests.  Please represent us, your real
constituents, we beg of you.

-John

------------------------------ Email 505 ------------------------------

From: lordpaul256
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:43
Subject: On the subject of Fast Lanes
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I find your recent proposal to allow 'fast lanes' on the internet which can be bought from internet providers in order to
allow certain companies faster access a direct violation of the proposal of internet neutrality.  You claim that,
"...behavior that harms consumers or competition will not be permitted,” and yet those who cannot afford the fees of
faster internet will be relegated to the slower speeds, which could easily be set by internet providers to incentivize  the
purchase of the 'fast lane.'  There is no foreseeable implementation of this that wont provide an unfair advantage to those
 already firmly established on the internet or those that have deep pockets.  I sincerely hope you reconsider this
proposal.

Paul Andersen

------------------------------ Email 506 ------------------------------

From: fitemeirl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:44
Subject: DO NOT READ
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Fuck comcast, fuck net neutrality, fuck your kind, fuck your couch.
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-Thanks

------------------------------ Email 507 ------------------------------

From: ryan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am pro net neutrality and will only vote for issues/politicians that are pro net neutrality.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 508 ------------------------------

From: morgan.thompson1989
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:44
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Morgan Thompson (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Please, The United States of America is supposed to be of the people, for the people, and by the people. A corporation
like Comcast does not represent the people of this nation. They are a billion dollar corporation and they are NOT
struggling financially. What they and those like them are trying to do is plain greed and benefits only them and those in
their pockets.

The public relies on people like you to make decisions in our best interest. Please don't abuse the trust we give you.

Sincerely,

Morgan
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 509 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: dkol97
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 510 ------------------------------

From: petrosyuk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:45
Subject: FCC to protect consumers
Dear Tom Wheeler,

After reading recent WSJ and New York Times coverage of FCC's proposal to redefine the net neutrality laws to allow
ISPs to provide "preferred service" to web hostsers I could not help my self but feel disappointed in your leadership and
administration. The new regulation will not do anything beneficial to end users of web based services nor will they help
online business. The only benefactors of this proposal are the internet servers provider who quite frankly do not require
your assistance.

Please do not forget that the true purpose of having regulatory agencies is not to follow what the monopolizing fortune
500 companies and their lobbyist tell you to do but to uphold the law and to protect the people, not a select bunch. Let
me remind you that the power to the people is given by the people and if you choose to not represent us, the common
people, the majority, then we have the authority given to us by the nature of democratic and capitalistic process to take
that power from you. Be it by our vote or actions, both non-violent or aggressive. The people are not passive cattle that
follow your directions. I hope you keep up with current events and know that all around the world revolutions are
brewing; Ukraine, Turkey, Spain. These countries are not much fundamentally different from US but rather they are
very similar to us, in terms of our masses. People are fed up with not being cared for and being miss-represented! I
strongly urge you to make a right decision! Do not jeopardize the neutrality of open communication network that we
enjoy and use. Else as some great men say "Expect us".

Best Regards,

Anton Petrosyuk

------------------------------ Email 511 ------------------------------

From: walnut.alligator
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:45
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Subject: "Fast Lane" harmful to all Americans
It hurts nonestablished companies who can't pay the fees. It hurts
consumers who will have to foot the bill for the established companies
to pay them. There is no benefit in creating a "fast lane". Every "lane"
is already the fastest lane. To create a fast lane, you must create
slower lanes. That's plainly throttling. You would be killing net
neutrality. Net neutrality is vital. Please don't allow this.

-- Tyler Gebhard

------------------------------ Email 512 ------------------------------

From: t9crawford
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:45
Subject: Please protect our freedom, please.
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please listen to the people that sit next to you when you sit down for a family or friends dinner. Please listen to the
world... To the people who will remember you for what you did to make things right.

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you. The American people will forever be ashamed of you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Thank you,
Ty

--

Tyler Crawford
(218) 464 3069

------------------------------ Email 513 ------------------------------

From: joshua.n.newton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.
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But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ignore the people you were chosen to protect, and history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Josh Newton

Olathe, KS

------------------------------ Email 514 ------------------------------

From: rnnbob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:47
Subject: Keep the net free.
Hi, This is Ronald Christopher Crowell.

I am writing to you in hopes that together with the combined will of fellow patriotic Americans my dream of opening an
 internet cheese and pickle company will not be quashed by the greed of large corporations.

My hope is that by being able to utilize the internet as one of the cheapest and most open forms of communication we
hold today.one day i hope to get my company off the ground by word of mouth and without absurd costs levied by
people who would seek to stifle competition.

I have heard from others on the internet that your proposed vote to end net neutrality could possible cause undue
hardship on freedom of speech by allowing large corporations to dictate where internet traffic goes if a fee is not paid
for.

I feel that this is truly un-american and subverts the issue at hand that our internet infrastructure is servery lacking.
There will be a day when Americans and students and scientists will need large amounts of bandwidth across our
beautiful nation. If we fail to keep the internet free we could kill innovation and the hope for a fantastic future where
cloud computing could allow to scientists simulate and solve some of our greatest future issues.

Please keep the internet free.

Signed, Ronald Christopher Crowell American and hopeful citizen of our great nation.

------------------------------ Email 515 ------------------------------

From: atenneso
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:47
Subject: We Need Net-Neutrality!
From start ups to consumers, creating a fast lane is just another way to hurt the weak and help the rich and powerful.
Don't do it man! Did you live your life to be remembered for this? U_U

------------------------------ Email 516 ------------------------------

From: nathaniel.j.ellingson
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:47
Subject: please stop
Please stop this. The internet is literally the greatest thing humanity has ever created. Don't ruin it. Please. Respect net
neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 517 ------------------------------

From: jluera
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:49
Subject: CANCELLATION OF MY INTERNET
To Whom It May Concern:

Our economy will digress with these new proposed internet rules. I vow to cancel my internet should these new changes
 take effect. I simply cannot afford all of these price hikes. Thank God for the public library. I will also advise others to
do the same. Good bye overpriced services and ever-changing technological equipment, I am free at last!

Regards,

J. Luera

------------------------------ Email 518 ------------------------------

From: ktyunho
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:49
Subject: Please do not kill Net Neutrality!
Hello Tom,

I am a student in the Information School at University of Washington.  I also currently work as an intern at a tech
startup called Yabbly (www.yabbly.com<http://www.yabbly.com>).

I am emailing you in order to urge you to preserve the policy of net neutrality.  I strongly believe that the net neutrality
policy supports freedom of speech.  A component of freedom of speech is the ability to reach audiences.  To me, this
means that every organization and every person has equal opportunity to reach the people who want to listen.  This
message could be in a larger file format such as video, images, or data.

With the internet, tech startup companies count on growth in users and growth in data and that growth can happen
overnight.  If there are additional obstacles or barriers, it can hurt some of the innovative startups that are working with
large file formats and are hoping for that overnight growth.

I do not believe that the ISPs should be able to gate keep information in the US.  I also don't believe that the
organizations who can afford to pay should be able to have a "louder" voice.

Please think about the values that America was founded on and reconsider your position.

Sincerely,
Katie Ho

------------------------------ Email 519 ------------------------------

From: aidanweld



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:50
Subject: Internet Neutrality
The news is starting to spread about the Commissioners being bought out.  Just think about the choice you have, and the
 devastating impact it will create.  This Country is not in the best shape right now (and still won't be for years to come),
and negating net neutrality is anything but progressive, and will only further spiral the USA into a corrupt Dystopia.

Are you going to be the man who set the USA decades behind in net communication technology, or the man who saved
the very values the USA was built on?

------------------------------ Email 520 ------------------------------

From: jakeleewillis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:50
Subject: DONT FUCK OVER YOUR OWN COUNTRY
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 521 ------------------------------

From: mattwpopp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:51
Subject: reversal on net neutrality
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
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 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 522 ------------------------------

From: joebarker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joe Barker (  writes:

Back off with your net neutrality bullshit.

People like you don't deserve to live in this life.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 523 ------------------------------

From: yhejazi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:52
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Yara Hejazi
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------------------------------ Email 524 ------------------------------

From: stevecaustin05
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:53
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality Intact!
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. This crony capitalism has no place
 in our government and is a severe conflict of interest that harms the public you work for. By placing your personal
interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. It is inconceivable that you believe that
ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.

Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nearly impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades.

I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Please reconsider the impact of your decision. Thank you.

-Steve Austin of Seattle, WA

------------------------------ Email 525 ------------------------------

From: skeith13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:53
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Your Newly Shafted Average Joe

------------------------------ Email 526 ------------------------------

From: andyman8662
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:53
Subject: "fast lane"
You are whats wrong with this country.

------------------------------ Email 527 ------------------------------

From: tjcoutts
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:53
Subject: Internet Regulation
Hello,

In modern America, the internet serves much the same function as
public roads, and we need to start treating it in a similar manner. It
is much too important to the American people to be left to the whims
of corporatocracy. As such, I am deeply concerned by the shift in the
FCC's policy regarding net neutrality as described in this article:
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html

Imagine if a power company could charge you more or less money
depending on the brands of the appliances you own. Same amount of
power; different rate being charged. Does that sound ridiculous? So
does this. Moreover, blatantly allowing large telecom companies to
throw their weight around to force smaller competitors out of the
market is a slap-in-the-face to the concept of anti-trust regulation.

Please do something about this.

Thank You,
Trevor

------------------------------ Email 528 ------------------------------

From: jusang72
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:53
Subject: Don't end Net Neutrality
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Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect.

I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry the
commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear large
companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over this
process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Justin Anguiano

------------------------------ Email 529 ------------------------------

From: mute musician22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:54
Subject: Net neutrality

You're a cockroach.

------------------------------ Email 530 ------------------------------

From: alcontre
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
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all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thank you for your time,

--

Alessandro Contreras-Grassi
University of Maryland, College Park
Junior, Electrical Engineering
Vice President, SHPE-UMD chapter
http://shpe.umd.edu/
(240) 988-4026

------------------------------ Email 531 ------------------------------

From: meghenson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 2:55
Subject: You Fuvking Bought For, Robber Baron Ass Wipes
So, you overlords vetoed net neutrality, huh?  Rot in hell, every last one of you pieces of shit.  And take your bloodlines
with you.  I detest each and every one of you.

------------------------------ Email 532 ------------------------------

From: jedesikus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 533 ------------------------------

From: manuel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:55
Subject: Proposed Changes
Dear Tom,

I happen to read the changes the FCC proposes to the net neutrality rules with great worry. As part of a technology
business, the new set of rules that seem to be coming from the FCC will have a negative impact not only on business in
the US but the ripple effects will be felt all over the globe.

I urge you to consider these changes and not destroy the neutrality of the web, not only the world is watching but history
 will judge your decisions and the adverse effects they had on an entire generation of business.

This is the chance you have to do what is right for citizens and business don’t let it pass you.

Best regards

Dr Manuel Perez
Senior VP - BD and Product Strategy
MestreLab Research SL

Feliciano Barrera 9B,Bajo

15706 Santiago de Compostela

Spain

Mobile: +34601216061

Tel: +34881976775

Fax: +34981941079

www.MestreLab.com<http://www.mestrelab.com/>
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MestreLab in LinkedIn<http://www.linkedin.com/company/1340436?trk=tyah>
_____________________________________________________________________________________
The information contained in this email is personal, confidential and non-transferable, and it is only intended for the
person or persons indicated above. If you are not the person for whom this email is intended, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the email together with any attachments without reading, copying or saving them. Please note
that any reproduction, use or distribution of the whole or part of this email or its attachments is expressly forbidden.
Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 534 ------------------------------

From: japotts0588
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Keep the internet fair and open.

------------------------------ Email 535 ------------------------------

From: ian.bradford.robinson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Tom,
I just wanted to inform you that I am strongly opposed to the FCC's plans to allow ISPs to handle traffic and content
from providers they choose differently from others. Please do not end net neutrality. Part of the beauty of the web is that
 anyone can provide legal content to almost anyone else.

Allowing ISPs to discriminate web traffic would

A.  Be unfair to smaller companies and web content providers, while larger companies get in bed with companies like
Comcast and TWC
B.  Put more power into the hands of ISPs, who already are monopolistic and frankly screw citizens over every day.

I hope you'll at least give my opinion some consideration.

Best,
Ian Robinson (MN)

------------------------------ Email 536 ------------------------------

From: jakechapa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:56
Subject: please tom
Tom, stop this shit. We’re all here for 80 years, then we die. Spread some goodness for goodness sake.

------------------------------ Email 537 ------------------------------

From: donaldkennel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:56
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Subject: Net Neutrality
We want net neutrality. Electric companys don’t charge my microwave more then my t.v.

------------------------------ Email 538 ------------------------------

From: tanthony154
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:58
Subject: Net Neutrality Turnaround
Mr. Wheeler,

Just wanted to mention real quickly that you're completely destroying net neutrality with this new proposal.  New
businesses are going to sink, new ISP's will be next to impossible to launch, and people may even consider immigrating
somewhere else if it goes through, I know I'll consider my options.  Well done on making American worse place to live.
You're betrayed the trust of the citizens in this country.  You're a huge disappointment and don't deserve the position
you're in.

Cheers

-Tyler Anthony

------------------------------ Email 539 ------------------------------

From: eran.medan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
No providers of legal Internet content should face discrimination in providing offerings to consumers, and that users
should have equal access to see any legal content they choose.
We already have great bandwidth, if I want it to be faster, I call comcast and ask to increase my speed, at least I know
what I'm paying for and the speed increase is for all services.
Allowing companies to pay ISPs for discrimination in speeds will eventually end up in a price increase for us, and we
will have no control over it.
Please don't be the one who kills net neutrality. We'll love you if you manage to keep it. You'll be so popular you can be
 elected president. seriously.

Thanks
Eran

------------------------------ Email 540 ------------------------------

From: bilzoo2000
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Fuck you.

------------------------------ Email 541 ------------------------------

From: lairju1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 2:59
Subject: Traffic Prioritization
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Hello,
I work in a highly broadband--intensive sector of the internet services sector, namely, cloud-based backup software, and
 I am writing to express my concern regarding the FCC's new internet regulations proposal. First off, the concept of a
"fast-lane" is misnamed, as it does not involve internet service providers relegating prioritized traffic to faster
infrastructure. Rather, it involves them actively throttling traffic from non-prioritized web services. This, of course, will
lead to the slowing of internet-based services that are unwilling or unable to pay for "fast lane" treatment, an outcome
that will harm both the technology sector and the consumer. The technology sector will be harmed by this, as companies
 will either have to pay or risk being slowed, a disadvantage that could kill many startups that can't afford payment
before they get off the ground, and, as such, will stifle the innovation brought by to the sector by such startups.
Furthermore, this will harm consumers, as services that opt to pay rather than be slowed will often pass the costs off to
the consumer, resulting in higher bills.

I realize that internet service providers deserve to be compensated for the service that they are providing, but the
consumer is the one paying that compensation and, as the price of broadband has only decreased in recent years and the
price of internet, in many places, has gone up, it is only logical to conclude that this is not a necessity for internet
service providers, and will be used by internet service providers to maximize short-term quarterly profits without regard
for the long-term damage such practices will cause. Indeed, if the United States continues on its current trajectory with
regards to policy regarding technology, we may well end up losing our edge as the foremost innovator in the field of
technology: our internet speeds are already far behind those of countries with comparable levels of development of
GDPs, the majority of America does not have access to competition in terms of internet service providers, our
intellectual property system is a mess, and US-based technology companies have lost quite a bit of trust on the
international level recently due to the NSA revelations, a fact that I can speak to personally, as I saw the effect it had on
the company I work for.

I am hoping that these are all just growing pains, and that the US will be able to move past them, but as I see the
stagnation in internet service provider infrastructure upgrades that has been present for the last decade and the recent
changes in policy with regard to internet service providers, I begin to fear that we may end up completely stagnant.
Indeed, before this year, I'd never considered leaving the US to work somewhere else, despite my dual-citizen status, but
 as I look at the path the US is headed down with regards to technology, I worry that, if unchanged, this trajectory may
permanently damage our comparative standing in terms of technological innovation to the point where I may need to
move in order to continue working in the same sector.

With this in mind, I urge you to reconsider this decision. I realize that one American may not be able to do much to
change your mind, but as a citizen, I consider it my duty to try, not just to protect my job, but to try to protect the future
economic stability and leadership role of the United States of America in the global scene.

Thank you for reading this,
Julian Laird-Raylor

------------------------------ Email 542 ------------------------------

From: aburke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:00
Subject: You must act to preserve net neutrality!
Hello,

I am the CTO of a small startup company in Los Angeles and I'm emailing you to say that it is imperative that net
neutrality win out if we want to keep innovating in this country.

Having to pay premiums to get our bits to people at the speed the network can handle hurts us and hurts the consumer. It
 only helps already entrenched, profitable cable and telcom companies.

Profit in 2013:
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Time Warner Cable: >$1.8B
Comcast: >$5.7B
Verizon: >$10B
AT&T: >$17B

These companies don't need to charge premiums for faster access via their networks.

Losing net neutrality will hurt the consumer, reducing competition in broadband markets and hence reducing options
and improving bandwidth.

Losing net neutrality will hurt real technology innovation: startups like the one I work for will not be able to pay
premiums to compete with established companies, who don't need yet another way to stifle competition.

Please, I implore you: change FCC rules to guarantee net neutrality!

Thank you,
Andrew Burke

------------------------------ Email 543 ------------------------------

From: xengreen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Xen Eldridge (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 544 ------------------------------

From: bardsley.devin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:00
Subject: The internet
The internet is a beautiful creation that allows minds from around the world discover, create and share like no other time
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 in history. Please help keep it accessible. Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 545 ------------------------------

From: bralynn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:00
Subject: Please don't ruin the Internet for greed. :(
Seriously.

- A hard working single father on a budget.

------------------------------ Email 546 ------------------------------

From: xeldridg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Xen Eldridge (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 547 ------------------------------

From: ethanharstad
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,
A concerned citizen and small business owner,
Ethan E. Harstad

------------------------------ Email 548 ------------------------------

From: xen.eldridge
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Xen Eldridge (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 549 ------------------------------

From: nelsonaelam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing to you about your recent proposed rules that will effectively kill net neutrality. I think you are ignoring the
implications for future start-ups or small businesses who would be crippled, if not completely destroyed, by your
proposed rules. The job losses of your actions will be felt not only in the US, but in the entire world.
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Please reconsider your position. Net neutrality is an extremely important concept for the future of the internet.
Additionally, you would kill the many great resources that are small and free websites.

If you have any further questions, please contact me at this email address. I would appreciate a response as I am a
United States citizen.

Thank you,

Nelson

------------------------------ Email 550 ------------------------------

From: pughydude
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm not even from your country and I think you're a dumbass.

Have a good day.

------------------------------ Email 551 ------------------------------

From: junkqdoba
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:03
Subject: Your plan to end net neutrality
To Tom Wheeler,

I implore you to rethink your policy enabling entities to purchase preferred access to internet bandwidth. This policy is
tantamount to a free speech violation and is another endemic failure of our "money talks" flavor of democracy, or as a
recent Princeton research study indicates, flavor of oligarchy. Policies such as these will go down in history as part of
the cadre of corporation's attempts to control media that dominated the early age of mass communication.

Do you want to be a part of the stifling of free speech? The internet can be a tool for expression and innovation for the
entire world that exists free from the term-to-term whims of any one government or lobbied politician. I'm sure you and
those around you will benefit financially from this decision, but it will be your ilk that will have to live with knowing
they hurt humanity for the benefit of the few.

Keep the internet free. Make internet connections a commodity. Break up Comcast and Time Warner and make them a
public utility. The internet is too important to be bottle-necked by monopoly control of its life lines.

Thank you.

A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 552 ------------------------------

From: jam m16
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 3:03
Subject:
Net Neutrality needs to stay.

------------------------------ Email 553 ------------------------------

From: zekevictor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:03
Subject: We NEED Net Neutrality
Just thought I'd let you know as a citizen of the United States (Venice Beach, CA) I *disapprove* of your plan to end
Net Neutrality.

--

- Zeke

------------------------------ Email 554 ------------------------------

From: dsaiku
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel Saiku (  writes:

Dear Mr. Tom Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thank you for your time to read this comment.

Sincerely,

Daniel Saiku
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 555 ------------------------------

From: charlie
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Sir,

I own and operate a 176 year old small business in the US. Your decision will make onerous the costs to develop
competitive services online. I expect the government to protect my right to access the internet as it has roads and
utilities. Your decision, as I understand it, does not do that.

There is nothing added by your ruling, only subtracted. This does not increase the development of internet
infrastructure, it only enriches a few and inhibits innovation and growth.

My voice and vote will not support anyone who will not advocate for equal access to the internet.

regards,
Charles Merrow
CEO Merrow.com

------------------------------ Email 556 ------------------------------

From: davidma22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:05
Subject: Don't let big companies walk all over the american consumer
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 557 ------------------------------

From: kimmeld
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:05
Subject: Concerned Citizen Regarding Net Neutrality
Mr Wheeler,

I realize that this email does not carry the same weight as piles of lobbying dollars.

However. I would like to express my disgust at your policy that allows data utilities known as internet providers to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

censor and block all traffic that they disagree with. Paying for a "fast lane" ends the Internet as we know it and ushers in
 something that looks like cable TV companies today. One way content delivery and zero innovation.

Know that prices will increase. Innovation will be killed. We will never see another disruptive company start up on the
internet such as netflix, youtube, facebook, google, except in other countries outside the US that recognize that the
innovative internet must be protected. That means all data is treated equally regardless of the content.

Please reconsider this massive mistake. The internet is a data utility. It is essential for daily life. For you to remove the
ability for entrepreneurs to start disruptive companies on the Internet is bad for all consumers and for the future of our
competitiveness in the global economy.

What would it take for you to stand up for consumers instead of for special interest groups?

Sincerely,
David Kimmel

------------------------------ Email 558 ------------------------------

From: mikeflo45
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Flores (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 559 ------------------------------

From: mccullc4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Regarding the issue of potentially adding a 'fast lane' that allows internet service providers to limit content, please
consider your decision carefully. A lot of eyes are on this and many feel it will lead to further monopolizing the industry
 and hamper innovation.

thanks for your time.

-Cameron

------------------------------ Email 560 ------------------------------

From: herbivorous
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:08
Subject: Re: Preserve Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing as a citizen extremely concerned about the FCC's new plans to allow ISPs to favor some content providers
over others.

Common carrier standards should be used for the Internet, aka Net Neutrality. Any attempt to allow certain content
providers to have better service will mean that smaller, new companies will be at a severe disadvantage, meaning less
competition.

Sincerely,

Sarah Hasler

------------------------------ Email 561 ------------------------------

From: finegroundfilm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:09
Subject: Please reconsider your stance on an internet "fast lane"
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As a small business owner and independent content creator I am extremely troubled by the idea that one day internet
speed will be fastest for the largest companies and small content creators and startups like myself well become, for lack
of a better term, "second class". As an independent filmmaker who has been able to utilize the internet to further my
career and find a platform for my content with the potential to reach millions I am extremely worried by the prospect
that one day my content will not be as accessible as that of the mainstream media. Independent content creators have a
unique voice that deserves to be heard and the internet should be a free and open space where everyone has an equal
chance to put forth their thoughts and ideas. You will be doing culture a great disservice if you don't help to keep the
internet the equal playing field it should be.

Sincerely,
Nicholas Vaky
????
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Fine Ground Film
e-mail:

------------------------------ Email 562 ------------------------------

From: lindaye
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:10
Subject: One Concerned Citizen
Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. It is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for
free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I
know you are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the
cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive
change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Your actions
will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you
should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Linda Ye
BBA Management Information Systems | Red McCombs School Business
The University of Texas at Austin
(832) 232-8652 | mailto:

------------------------------ Email 563 ------------------------------

From: nelisking
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nelson Nogales (  writes:

Dear FCC Chairman, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 564 ------------------------------

From: tclarsen1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

- A concerned voice

------------------------------ Email 565 ------------------------------

From: crisso
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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------------------------------ Email 566 ------------------------------

From: tahlen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr Wheeler, please do not allow the creation of an internet Fast Lane. If the internet is allowed to be anything but dumb
 pipes, creativity is stifled and competition is automatically tilted towards established companies with deep pockets.

------------------------------ Email 567 ------------------------------

From: randleman5102
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:13
Subject: Response to 'Fast Lane'
Dear Mr. Wheeler

I fear that the proposal to allow certain companies access to faster distribution via the online web is detrimental to the
current technological growth of a First World Nation. In doing so, content, access, and capabilities will no longer be
provided for all equally. This rise in inequality of service can only deter further innovation, success, and knowledge to
burgeoning modern businesses and the common person. I beseech you to meditate upon this matter and look to the long-
term repercussions of such a measure. I worry that there may be many. Wishing you all the best sir.

~Randleman

------------------------------ Email 568 ------------------------------

From: bdickerson92
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Don't allow net neutrality to die.

------------------------------ Email 569 ------------------------------

From: justinclarkv1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:14
Subject: Eat a dick.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 570 ------------------------------

From: itscraigh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:15
Subject: From a concerned citizen
The internet is a utility, there is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans, all internet providers
should be treated equally, and the FCC is doing a miserably ineffective job. The United States should lead the world in
broadband deployment and speeds: we should have the lowest prices, the best service, and the most competition. We
should have the freest speech and the loudest voices, the best debate and the soundest policy. We are home to the most
innovative technology companies in the world, and we should have the broadband networks to match.

Free the internet!

Craig A. Hamilton
Imagemaker, Icongrapher.
FLOATINGMARS

EXPERTISE: www.linkedin.com/in/figuremeout/<http://www.linkedin.com/in/figuremeout/>
PROFESSION: www.behance.net/figuremeout<http://www.behance.net/figuremeout>
MERCHANDISE: www.society6.com/craigahamilton<http://www.society6.com/craigahamilton>
NETWORK: www.facebook.com/craigandrehamilton<http://www.facebook.com/craigandrehamilton>

------------------------------ Email 571 ------------------------------

From: rshunter88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Seriously. Protect net neutrality. http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

Read that article. Read it.

Net neutrality is vital to our future.

------------------------------ Email 572 ------------------------------

From: joshua
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
As we all know few profit at the losses of many. I urge you to seek proper attention to net neutrality for the sake of
access to a plethora of knowledge for underprivileged areas and be it all of the USA and beyond. The costs of
"Fastlanes" will ultimately be translated to the American public, while the FCC will generate revenue.

Please reconsider at the cost of what is at stake, net neutrality for all of the American public, not just profits for a select
group of individuals who are in a position to capitalize. These actions span far beyond your tenure at this position, this
allows larger corporations to cap web traffic for lesser paying customers.
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Joshua Green | human | + (856) 986-8267 cell | Santa Monica, CA

------------------------------ Email 573 ------------------------------

From: drakie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:18
Subject: FCC plans to allow 'fast lanes'
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decade

Sincerely,

Drake Velez

------------------------------ Email 574 ------------------------------

From: whitney.z.liu
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:18
Subject: Why are you ending net neutrality?
Tom Wheeler,

Hi, I'm Whitney Liu from California and I think your plan to end net neutrality is absolutely, unarguably stupid. Being
from the Silicon Valley and being personally surrounded by programming wizards that are trying to be the next
Zuckerburg, I feel personally affected by your decision to bring an end to a free and open internet. Surely, there is no
great enough reason to let wealthy corporations, who can afford to pay for the 'fast lane,' to have such a large advantage
over small start-ups and the people that want to bring valuable content to consumers and netizens. The internet should
remain an open place for the propagation of creativity because that is what drives quality content.

Additionally, I must add that while I strongly disagree (to put it lightly) with the FCC's decision, I can't say I am
surprised that a group of former cable company lobbyists would choose promote laws that benefit cable companies. Mr.
Wheeler, your previous occupations and current actions make it a no brainer for citizens like me to just assume that the
government does not protect the people any longer. Should you choose to ignore the message and similar messages from
 other people against this decision, who all spell out good reasons for you to be for net neutrality, I afraid I will have to
assume that you too remain a pawn of the cable and wireless industry. Bureaucrats such as yourself are given a position
of power to protect the public and I sincerely hope that you will decide to do so in the end. If this message actually
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reaches you personally: please think of how your actions will affect millions of people like myself who can only appeal
to you and your colleagues to voice our opinions for us.

Regards,
Whitney Liu

------------------------------ Email 575 ------------------------------

From: curly1957nik
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:19
Subject: In Regards to a Proposal to End Net Neutrality
The Internet is a wonderful gift to present generations of students and researchers. Within seconds, billions and billions
bits of information are available on our monitors, whether it is to complete a school assignment, research a scientific
experiment, or just to satisfy our curiosity of this world. Those vast amount of information may come from big
databases, or more often than not, small obscure websites in the tiny dusty corners of the Internet. This incredible speed
is only possible due to net neutrality. ISPs are required to send every information packets, whether it came from small
dusty websites or giant databases, at the same speed. Researchers and students can receive knowledge from a variety of
places at a very fast rate.

But with the end of net neutrality, this will change.

Without net neutrality requirements, ISPs can charge extra toward websites to maintain the same speed we have now.
While big websites can shoulder the extra cost, non-profits like Wikipedia and small websites will suffer, and by extend,
 their users. Students and researchers, as much as we don't like to admit it, uses Wikipedia on a daily basis as a starting
point. Wikipedia then further provide citations to many small, obscure websites that contain knowledge of interest to the
 user, whether it is a vital piece of information for a school project or to further the knowledge of the user. Without net
neutrality, all of these will come to students and researchers at a slower rate.

Without net neutrality requirements, ISPs can also charge consumers extra for faster specific website service. This is
especially devastating to public schools.  Public schools, with their already chestnut sized budget, will have to shell out
more money to provide students and researchers fast access to research websites. Those money could be better spend on
 something else, maybe a new set of textbook or new classroom materials. Schools that does not have enough funding to
 enable their students fast access to research websites will have their students learn less.

Without net neutrality, ISPs can deliberately slow down traffic toward websites that are critical of them or a political
party that the ISP supports. This harms the integrity of competition and the meaning of democracy. Without criticisms,
the ISPs will not improve. Without the general public aware of the flaws of the government, democracy, the
fundamental that is behind the American government, is broken.

Wendy Yang
Monterey Trail High School

------------------------------ Email 576 ------------------------------

From: jake.johnson2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:19
Subject: Please don't do this.
Hi Tom,

I know you are important and very busy, so I’ll keep it short.  Please don’t reverse your views on net net neutrality. It’s
seriously concerning and a seemingly dangerous place for a politician to play.
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Let’s do what the people want. Internet that is unencumbered and speed and information faster than 3rd world countries.
 This is America!

I know you are smart. Let’s stay smart.

Cheers,
Jake

720.212.1372

------------------------------ Email 577 ------------------------------

From: mattrmcd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:20
Subject: In case you haven't seen this
http://mobile.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

------------------------------ Email 578 ------------------------------

From: dbuus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:20
Subject: please don't kill net neutrality
Hi Tom Wheeler.

Just saw on the news that you're behind a proposal to let companies pay ISPs for faster "traffic lanes" on the internet.
This is the worst idea you can possibly concieve. It will absolutely stifle competition, innovation and everything else
that the internet has economically boosted for the last decade.

The attached screenshot is what will very likely happen if said proposal is carried through. Please reconsider.

A concerned citizen of the internet

David Sebastian Buus (Listen)<http://vame.me/davidsebastianbuus>
http://www.davidsebastianbuus.com
+45 40403960
+1 347 449 0442

------------------------------ Email 579 ------------------------------

From: emallory88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:20
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Eleanor Mallory (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
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believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect.

I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry the
commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear large
companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over this
process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Eleanor Mallory
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 580 ------------------------------

From: kellen.mohr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:22
Subject: Your so-called "Public Service" in regards to Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for individual creativity, innovation, and progress. I know
that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went
from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid,
either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards
to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Can't you see how nearsighted, greedy, and flat out corrupt your actions are?  The ONLY positive thing to come out of
this is that you and your corporate/political (who can even tell the difference anymore?) friends will have slightly fatter
pockets.  And at what cost?  Innovation and creativity on the internet will be stifled, all so immensely rich men can all
add a few more digits to their bank accounts.  Your greed and hypocrisy, not to mention your absolute failure to serve
the American people, is disgusting and will never, ever be forgotten by the Internet community.

I find it hard to believe that you said "behavior that harms consumers or competition will not be permitted” while
defending this bill.  Do you even believe what comes out of your own mouth?  I can't even put into words how
disgusting and hypocritical your conduct is- you truly embody every single thing that is wrong with the corrupt and out
of touch old guard that currently rules our country.

Enjoy your money,

Kellen Mohr

------------------------------ Email 581 ------------------------------

From: dimensiont
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:22
Subject: About that 'net neutrality' thing.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 582 ------------------------------

From: jasonhauck05
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:23
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

You are a giant, gaping asshole.

Sincerely,

Everyone

------------------------------ Email 583 ------------------------------

From: hondabasket01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:24
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler, by taking steps to remove net neutrality you not only harm people, business, the economy, and world
 communication; you also harm yourself. Because as much as you might not like to admit it ( I say this only because of
the impression you give off based on your actions) you are part of this world too. The fact that the internet is a flat base
for everyone provides endless benefits worldwide. Please do the right thing and protect net neutrality, not try and
destroy it.

Sincerely, Kelvin Arellano

------------------------------ Email 584 ------------------------------

From: cknack13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am extremely disappointed in the recent proposed decision to end net neutrality. Just another example of corporate
America at work. Think of what you'll be doing to the middle class. You're contributing this downward spiral of the rich
 controlling everything. Please stop, for mankind's sake.

------------------------------ Email 585 ------------------------------

From: haskard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:25
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Tom Haskard (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
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only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs
  unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also changing the already existing fabric of
the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic enterprises that should be broken apart, not
granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,
Tom Haskard
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 586 ------------------------------

From: elhuffinator
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:25
Subject: FCC's crusade against NET NEUTRALITY
Stop this nonsense. If your local water company detected that you were using a Delta faucet instead of a koehler and
began charging you more as a result and slowing your water to a trickle if you didn't pay the extra fee, would you not be
 absolutely enraged? This makes about as much sense as the "Internet Fast Lane." Cut the crap and start doing your job
and protecting the CONSUMER. NOT THE CORPORATION. CORPORATIONS ARE NOT CITIZENS.

------------------------------ Email 587 ------------------------------

From: eric
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:25
Subject: net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Net neutrality is not just important, but necessary,  for the internet to function as it does. It allows for startups to
compete with the biggest of companies. It allows for innovation. It works as it is designed today. Comcast, Time
Warner, Verizon, etc are lying to you if they tell you any differently.
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If the FCC allows ISPs to create “fast lanes” on the internet you have doomed the internet and everything that is good
and open about it. Comcast owns NBC. They own many regional sports networks. That in itself is ridiculous enough. If
you allow them to control what content moves fastest over the internet then you allow them to censor the internet as
they see fit. How long do you think Netflix is going to be able to compete when they have to pay Comcast (who is their
competitor) for “fast” access to the internet.

This brings me to another point. What exactly is “Fast lane” access? Right now everyone has “fast lane” access to the
internet. What you are doing is introducing “slow lane” access to the internet. We are paying for X Mbps download and
upload bandwidth. Who is Comcast, Time Warner, etc. to tell me how I use this bandwidth as long as it is not against
the law?

Doesn’t it bother you that the American taxpayers have given BILLIONS of dollars to these MONOPOLY internet
service providers to provide fiber services to the home and then these ISPs just decide that they are not going to do it?
This is America. These companies can build the networks capable of providing bandwidth to all on an even playing
field. They simply choose not to. They choose to create bottlenecks and they refuse to upgrade their networks as they
should have over the past 10 years. They are putting our taxpayer money into lobbying for destroying net neutrality
instead of providing a service that the American people deserve.

If you allow “fast lane” access to the internet or change net neutrality to mean anything other than it does today, you
will go down in history as the man who allowed the FCC to destroy the internet and hand it over to corporations. I hope
that you reconsider.

-Eric Vaccaro
American Micro Inc. (a small IT services company near Buffalo, NY)

------------------------------ Email 588 ------------------------------

From: henrik.svantesson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:26
Subject: Some perspective
Goodmorninng (or good whatever-it-is-when-you're-reading-this)

I will not presume to know you, I just want to offer some perspective.

Whatever you may have been promised in wealth, it's not enough for what you are being asked to do.
This is not for some noble, idealistic reason, but because of how human psychology works.

Even if you were offered the conbined wealth of Bill Gates and Ingvar Kamprad, you would quickly get used to your
new level of wealth. Sure, you'd be very happy. The rush might last for several days, but after that you would feel just as
 well as you do now.

Whatever you have been promised, it is not enough for what you have been asked to do.
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You are not just being asked to help a corporation ensure its monopoly, you are being asked to tarnish your name and
that of your children for decades. Allowing net-neutrality to become a thing of the past will leave you unwilling to admit
 who you are at social gatherings, it will leave your children and your grandchildren unwilling to admit they are related
to you because of the social stigma attached.
Your name will join the ranks of everyone that ever threatened freedom, both for Americans and for the world at large.
Usama Bin Laden, Fred Phelps or Stalin, these are the people that you will be listed alongside - maybe not in as great
extent, but anyone who bothers to find information about you or your children will quickly learn that you sold freedom
out for a short rush.

If you were, on the other hand, to reject their offers, and keep the net clean, you would quickly become a big fish in a
small pond - not many stand up for net neutrality. If you exposed the practices that would have led you and others to kill
 it, you would gain widespread fame over the net and stand alongside others who defended freedom in their days, both
socially and in history books.

If you're unsure what you would happen afterwards, don't forget that you would spontaneously generate hundreds of
thousands of allies worldwide, that you could ask for aid from any of your current peers that would feel slighted because
 of your actions. In fact, you'd even have a list of emails from all the others that have sent messages to you, from whom
you could ask for aid.

Ultimately, I can only hope that some of this has made you rethink your plans.
Remember that our legacy is the only thing that is left behind when we are gone.

_______________________________________________________________
Annons: Hitta kärleken på Mötesplatsen.se – Bli medlem Gratis nu<http://adserver.adtech.de/?
adlink|3.0|1297|4819575|1|16|AdId=9776362;BnId=1;link=http://rms.admeta.com/public/transfer.asp?
sitebanner_id=4723912>

------------------------------ Email 589 ------------------------------

From: jdemulling
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:27
Subject: Freedom. The internet.
Dear Tom Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades.

------------------------------ Email 590 ------------------------------

From: wierac
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:27
Subject: Net Neutrality bad
Mr Wheeler,

Do not allow a fast lane for the destruction of net neutrality. That's a very bad idea. If you do, I would advise you to go
fornicate yourself

Regards,

Andrew Wier

------------------------------ Email 591 ------------------------------

From: zentoph
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:28
Subject: Don't end Net Neutrality
Hi!  Please don't end Net Neutrality.

Thanks!

------------------------------ Email 592 ------------------------------

From: annem-323
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Why are you killing net neutrality?  Allowing the internet behemoths to exert their monopoly power by charging  tolls
to players who seek access will make the internet slower and more expensive than it already is.  It will also collapse the
information highway through the portals of monopoly powers.  You are either a stupid man or you are the corporate
payroll.  Either way, you are unfit for your position.

Anne Mendoza

------------------------------ Email 593 ------------------------------

From: j415l
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:28
Subject: Your plan to end net neutrality
I do not approve of your intentions to end net neutrality. I sincerely hope you reconsider your approach to net neutrality.
 Have a good day.

-Jack Long Lee

------------------------------ Email 594 ------------------------------
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From: eric.m.little
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:29
Subject: FCC vote
Mr. Wheeler,

Please do what is in the interest of the People. You will be responsible for corrupting the unifying, free market platform
called the Internet if you allow a tiered internet.  It is more than just a service provided by a company, but an entire
realm of culture.

Citizen of Oregon, USA
Eric Little

------------------------------ Email 595 ------------------------------

From: dan.milton30
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:30
Subject: On the subject of net neutrailty you are a dumbass

------------------------------ Email 596 ------------------------------

From: paul.calvillo.876
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Tom,

I just wanted to let you know as a citizen of the United States, I disapprove your plan to end net neutrality.

Signed,

Paul Calvillo

------------------------------ Email 597 ------------------------------

From: crashpod
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:32
Subject: net neutrality for all
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 598 ------------------------------

From: cqf97l3+fhndm0
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
WYH SO INTERNET HURT

IS TI BECOSE SOMEON DELEETED UR FAVORITE WEAB O THREAD
OR JUST BECAUSE U R

AUTISMAL AS FUCK

PROBABY BOTH NERD

HOMO SYMPTOMS
OWNED AT GAEMS
OWNDED AT INRENET
OWNED AT LIFE

BUTT DOCTOR VERDICT
BUTTFRUSTSRATED

cry to dad's dick forever noob

----
Sent using GuerrillMail.com
Block or report abuse: https://www.guerrillamail.com/abuse/?a=VU55SxoIRrEZjRyU9n0cPBPIWw%3D%3D

------------------------------ Email 599 ------------------------------

From: jordanjensen6
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioner Tom Wheeler,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.I hope you will think critically on
the matter and place the real interests of American citizens and the public at large ahead of your personal interests. If
you allow Net Neutrality to die, you will be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
 opportunity for the poor, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their own
businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies a premium
fee, that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.It is inconceivable that your chairman
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Tom Wheeler believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.He is
selling out the public good to line his own pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible
to revisit the issue. You and your colleagues actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying
will have much impact on you, but if you side with Tom Wheeler, you should be ashamed of what you will be doing.I
hope that hearing from an average citizen might have some sway on your judgement. Please do what is right, and make
sure Net Neutrality is kept and enforced.
Jordan Jensen

------------------------------ Email 600 ------------------------------

From: jordanvinson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:36
Subject: Please do not approve "fast lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. Do not be a stooge. Do the right thing and kill "fast
lanes."

It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be
 nigh impossible to revisit the issue.

By not opposing the creation of "fast lanes," you will undoubtedly cause damage to the bedrock on which the Internet
has grown so beautifully until now.

Use your head. Don't do it.

-Jordan Vinson

------------------------------ Email 601 ------------------------------

From: tobiascarrier
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:38
Subject: Please re-consider on net neutrality!
Please re-consider your position on net neutrality.

What is happening is nothing less than the trading of the citizens of the United States' freedom of communication for
corporate profits. Creating a tiered and regulated internet is just the first brick in a wall that could block off, stifle and
destroy the greatest tool for human expression and communication ever invented in the history of mankind. Killing net
neutrality is quite simply un-democratic.

--

-Tobias Carrier
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------------------------------ Email 602 ------------------------------

From: tyler.t.hanson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be almost impossible to revisit the
issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact
on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Respectfully,

Tyler Hanson

------------------------------ Email 603 ------------------------------

From: jesushoards
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:41
Subject: Net Neutrality/Fast Lanes
Gee Mr. Wheeler, thanks for hanging the public out to dry by reversing your stance on data "fast lanes."  Your cronyism
 is amazing, and just goes to prove how the American government serves the corporations and not the people.

Hope you enjoy whatever kickbacks you're getting from this.

- J

------------------------------ Email 604 ------------------------------

From: tyler.crowe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:41
Subject: Not much to say, you disgust me.
I'm sure you get plenty of hate mail so just add it to the spam folder.
Or, if you'd like, you can be an American and take some noble criticism.
Listen here, I'm sure you're all kinds of nice and friendly. Sleep on
it. It'll be with you in your coffin so you'll have plenty of time to
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get to know each other. I cannot wait for the day you find yourself with
little power like the rest of us. And yes, I'm from Reddit. Here is what
a kind user would like me to write:

"Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until
now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior
VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to
favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that
isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but
you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance
that my email will have a substantial impact, I also don't want to be
one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the
good old days of online freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if
I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been
successful. "

Wow, isn't that just awesome and sweet? Use good ol' softener to lessen
the blow. I hope you can sleep at night Tom, you'll need it now. When
you retire, I can't imagine the amount of stress putting a World
Superpower yet another year back. Goodnight, Tom.

------------------------------ Email 605 ------------------------------

From: sean.d.keeney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sean Keeney (  writes:
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Why do you hate America? Why do you hate free speech? Your net neutrality rules are a joke. I hope your massive
bribe was worth it, cunt. In what conceivable universe is the internet NOT a utility at this point in history? You're one of
 the most repugnant, ill-informed, sniveling little punks I've ever had the misfortune of hearing about and you're NOT
my countryman. I wouldn't piss on you if you were on fire.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 606 ------------------------------

From: tran1binh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:43
Subject: Internet Fast Lane
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

An internet fast lane will completely destroy the future of digital innovation in America. Think about the companies that
 we come to depend on most now, Facebook, Google, Twitter, etc. Would these companies have the means to afford
their widespread audience in their infancy. Would they have matured into the digital giants we know them as now if
they did not have equal access to every citizen in the US with internet access? Surely not. Please understand the future
of the country and our digital superiority is at stake should you abolish the neutrality of the internet we know now.

--
Binh Tran

------------------------------ Email 607 ------------------------------

From: alisgoodys
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alicia June (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect.

I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry the
commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear large
companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over this
process.
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In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Alicia June
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 608 ------------------------------

From: swtoll
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:43
Subject: Please reconsider net neutrality for the sake of the internet
Dear Mr. chairman,

I am sure you are a busy man so here is the brief gist of my message if you do not read the rest-Please reconsider net
neutrality there are many reasons to reconsider it and are listed below.

                I humbly ask you to reconsider your opinion of Net neutrality. I think that ending net neutrality will kill
innovation and honestly upset the many users of the internet. Sites that could innovate and create jobs, and money for
the economy will not be able blossom and spread due to the discrimination that would be placed on smaller websites.
The internet is supposed to be a place of innovation, and provide a place for equal opportunity. The FCC will lose public
 faith and support is net neutrality is abandoned, and as the cable companies in this country grow, it only seems logical
that they would want to encourage internet growth by allowing new startups to have the ability to be created and be seen
 by the many users of the internet. Startups like Facebook and Twitter would not be here today. As I’m sure you know
Facebook and Twitter are huge money makers, and drive people to the internet. By allowing these startups and the entire
 web to have equal connections, the companies would be fostering growth of other companies that would attract more
users to their services. I think that net neutrality is not only a win-win for the people and the internet, but a good
financial decision to ensure that the US is the center of the internet world. If we fall behind on net neutrality European
countries and the rest of the world will surpass us in the digital realm.

Thank you,

An American citizen

Sawyer Toll

------------------------------ Email 609 ------------------------------

From: calvinlparker
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 3:44
Subject: Don't end net neutrality,.
I know you won't read this so I'll keep it short. Don't end net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 610 ------------------------------

From: loganwise96
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:44
Subject: fast lanes
You probably won't read this, but I hear the FCC plans to allow fast lanes, or access of companies to pay to receive
faster internet. Destroying the competitive nature of capitalism for personal gain is incredibly selfish. I already cancelled
 my cable because of the ridiculous cost and the ability for you to pull channels on a whim, but you can't take the
internet too.

------------------------------ Email 611 ------------------------------

From: hodaza48
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:45
Subject: Internet "Fast Lanes"
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Ben Landers

------------------------------ Email 612 ------------------------------

From: monkryan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 613 ------------------------------

From: mitchell.s.crimi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:47
Subject: Net neutrality:
The internet is a utility. We should not let ISP's favor certain data as that opens up avenues for double-dipping abuse
like we see with Comcast and Netflix. If the customer is paying for a speed he ought to get that speed since it is being
paid for. We should not grant variable simply on the condition that he is accessing a certain website or using the internet
 in a certain way.

------------------------------ Email 614 ------------------------------

From: dewijones92
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:47
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 615 ------------------------------

From: colonelsquid
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:48
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Subject: In regards to recent changes in FCC policies regarding Net  Neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler,
    I hope you will reconsider your stance on net neutrality. The
internet was born in America and it ought to reflect American values.
I believe steps that that curtail free and equal access to the
Internet is a step in the wrong direction. The internet is the most
important tool for communication that we have ever seen. It is has
become the de-facto arena for the spread of innovative ideas and
products in America. Net neutrality is the backbone that allows all
Americans citizens to contribute ideas that work to better our
society.

------------------------------ Email 616 ------------------------------

From: adam.lahbabi94
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:48
Subject: Don't let net neutrality die
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until
now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior
VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to
favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that
isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but
you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 617 ------------------------------

From: tool2237
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC to honest American start-ups: "Drop Dead."
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Treat all internet content equally. Give start-ups a fighting chance.

- Brandon Tetro

------------------------------ Email 618 ------------------------------

From: edenvale15
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Erik Heathcote (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 619 ------------------------------

From: sebastian.hetman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:51
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
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claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Regards,

Sebastian

------------------------------ Email 620 ------------------------------

From: martinrafferty
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:52
Subject: You sold out the internet Tom.
We won't forget. Enjoy the favors and bribes. Disgusted by the clear and careless control of the FCC by special
interests.

------------------------------ Email 621 ------------------------------

From: krak3rjak3r
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:53
Subject: Maintain True Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

------------------------------ Email 622 ------------------------------

From: gregorian8900
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:53
Subject: Net Neutrality Issue
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
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By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

--
Grigoriy Nikolaev

------------------------------ Email 623 ------------------------------

From: themitch.anderson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mitch Seibel (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 624 ------------------------------

From: johnruizyo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:54
Subject: In regards to your stance on net neutrality
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
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with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 625 ------------------------------

From: thepseudomancer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:54
Subject: Be a hero.
It's very clear what happened Mr. Wheeler.

Wealthy people promised politicians campaign contributions and, in exchange, their stooge would head the FCC. That
stooge is you.

And now, to further your own career, you've been asked to endanger the infrastructure of this entire nation for the
benefit of a few rich and powerful people who will no doubt reward you greatly for selling out the American people.

This represents a chink in the armor of capitalism. How can anyone resist the temptations of the wealthy elite and do
what is right for their countrymen?

I know you've justified your actions in your own mind. You say to yourself: I am also an American citizen. I am also
affected by these changes. Why would I want to harm myself? But you're being dishonest. You know your gains will
greatly outweigh any harm that may come your way as a result of these policy changes. There is a great conflict of
interest here and you know it.

Consider the impact these changes will have on consumers and small businesses. What benefits will they see? None.

All can be forgiven if you classify ISPs as common carriers. Require ISPs to treat packets from
startup.com<http://startup.com> the same as packets from facebook.com<http://facebook.com>. Prevent ISPs from
imposing additional fees on customers who want to access popular websites.

We can't expect ISPs to self-regulate because there is not enough competition. You know this.

Do you have the conscience to do what is right? Do you have the willpower to resist the temptations offered by your
benefactors? Set an example for those who come later and stand up to corruption!

Be a hero of the American people!

------------------------------ Email 626 ------------------------------

From: bromeo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:54
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Subject: net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 627 ------------------------------

From: sean.d.keeney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sean Keeney (  writes:

I already sent you an email about this net neutrality thing, I'm so pissed I had to send a second one to tell you what a
fucking cockbag you are. TREAT ALL TRAFFIC EQUALLY, NO FAVORS FOR COMPANIES THAT PAY MORE.
THIS AIN'T HARD YOU LOBBYIST PRICK.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 628 ------------------------------

From: jamie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm emailing you in the hope that you haven't just filtered Net Neutrality to spam and/or rabble.

My startup company requires a fair playing field to achieve success on the internet. If telecom giants, enabled by the
system they've created by the incumbency of cashflow, are allowed to dictate the flow of traffic (in addition to their
already formidable visibility), my company -- which hopes to transform the way digital publishing is achieved -- will
never have a chance to succeed.

You are strangling small businesses. And as your talking points will tell you, small businesses are the lynch pin of the
economy. The corporate elephants in the room will try to convince you that it's all better off under their umbrella, where
 they pay for the front row seat -- even if I show up early -- is the fairer deal, but the truth of it is we all know that it's
more American to try your best and put your best foot forward and achieve success on your own terms. Not on the terms
 dictated by those already in the game.
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Where would the NFL be if the Patriots got to decide who competed in the quarterfinals? The Superbowl would be as
boring as the competitive landscape of telecom is today, and no one would care anymore.

The decision to allow "fast lanes", in lieu of enshrining the principle of fair access for all (aka Net Neutrality), is a shot
to the head for the American dream on the frontiers of the internet. Please do not be the death of the next American
economy before it had a chance to roll out of the crib. If we don't do it, Europe and China will. And while we're stuck
pulling Comcast's thumbs out of our nether regions,

Europe and China will be founding their own ICANN organizations and thepiratebay will be bypassing you entirely
with decentralized DNS and the FCC's presiding over the internet will be as redundant as my feeble attempts to
overcome the long arms of Comcast, Verizon and AT&T.

Please don't make China the future of freedom. That would just be embarrassing.

Vote the way you know is right. Support Net Neutrality. Forever.

Regards,

Jamie Klouse
Creative Director

leafzine.com<http://leafzine.com>

------------------------------ Email 629 ------------------------------

From: futurama3001
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 3:57
Subject: F.C.C., in ‘Net Neutrality’ Turnaround, Plans to Allow Fast Lane.
Just thought I'd let you know as a citizen of the United States (Elgin,IL) I disapprove of your plan to end Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 630 ------------------------------

From: cadenceignited
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:00
Subject: Regarding the current stance of the FCC on Net Neutrality
Dear whoever actually reads this, please stand by the principals of net neutrality that have been laid out before. If
companies want to spend money on the Internet, they can design fancier sites and cash out more on advertising - but I
already pay Comcast a great deal of money for 'high speed' access and I want to be able to reach any site I wish at the
same speed regardless of if Comcast/TimeWarner/Verizon/etc. owns them or not. Please don't hinder progress and the
amazing level playing field that the Internet has created by allowing anyone with a bit of tech savvy and a connection to
reach millions of people without being trampled upon by larger corporations.

Thank you for your time,
Rebecca Graham

------------------------------ Email 631 ------------------------------

From: tmcwhirter9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I recently read that the FCC is considering the development of plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing
certain companies to pay to receive additional speed. This end of net neutrality will result in the largest preventive
measure preventing the destruction of the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to
control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a lobbyist
for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to
Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer
sometime in the future or with some other "just" compensation, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with
regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The result of such actions being allowed is that the internet will load so much more
slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being
paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides
major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. The odds
of a deeply concerned citizen will likely have little impact on you since I can't line your pockets like the
telecommunications corporations, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,

Thomas McWhirter

------------------------------ Email 632 ------------------------------

From: dan.chiavetta
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:01
Subject: Please no fast lanes!
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Sincerely,
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Dan Chiavetta

------------------------------ Email 633 ------------------------------

From: martin.feetofclay
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:02
Subject: net neutrality
Do not cripple humanity's greatest invention for the sake if the almighty dollar.
Please.

Please think of the people at the end of the line who get the short end of the stick when comcast goes looking to pad it's
bottom line for it's shareholders.

Please think of the stifled flow of information when the next generation of innovators wants to use the internet to bring
on new inventions.

------------------------------ Email 634 ------------------------------

From: jurgenetter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:03
Subject: Regarding the decision of the FCC to allow Internet 'fast lanes'
It's clear to me and many other people that you are not making this decision out of anything but personal greed.  This
will have no positive effects on our country at all.

I hope you will think critically on the matter and place the real interests of American citizens and the public at large
ahead of your personal interests. If you allow Net Neutrality to die, you will be doing irrevocable harm to our nation.
For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance
for people to start up their own businesses online.

Please talk to anyone who uses the internet for anything other than email and youtube to gain some perspective on the
full ramifications of your decision, because it is clear that you do not.

--
-- Jacob

------------------------------ Email 635 ------------------------------

From: mike
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 4:03
Subject: Uphold Net Neutrality!
Please do NOT pass rules allowing "cost +" fast lanes for providers.

This is bad for innovation and bad for citizens (and bad for democracy).
.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .
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Mike Conte<http://www.sumry.in/mikeconte>

------------------------------ Email 636 ------------------------------

From: infinityguru8
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:04
Subject:
Good job selling out today, if you wernt corrupt to begin with.

------------------------------ Email 637 ------------------------------

From: colinpatrickweiss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:04
Subject: EAD
net neutrality is a crucial part of a free society. please look beyond your time in the private sector and remember you
represent the people now, not your ex employer or any big companies. this type of freedom restriction is part of the
reason I work and live outside the US (i am a US citizen),

--
"Whatever you are, be a good one."
— Abraham Lincoln

------------------------------ Email 638 ------------------------------

From: bay.raitt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:05
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Do better please.

------------------------------ Email 639 ------------------------------

From: russell
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Russell Nield ( 1tree-creative.com) writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 640 ------------------------------

From: 21stcenturydigitaljeff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't betray the President Obamas promise to ensure Net Neutrality. A free an open internet is the single best
thing our country has going for it. Remove Net Neutrality will hurt our economy and our democracy

------------------------------ Email 641 ------------------------------

From: hankbrown
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:07
Subject: Regarding the Proposal of Allowing Fast Lanes within the Internet
Hello Tom,

I would like to start by copying the FCC's mission statement from the FCC's
website<http://www.fcc.gov/encyclopedia/mission-statement-office-inspector-general>.

   To be an agent of positive change, striving for continuous improvement in FCC's management and program
operations.

   As a 26 year old software engineer, I implore you to reconsider your position on Net Neutrality.  Net Neutrality may
be one of the most paramount issues of our time.  The internet is a powerful conduit for free speech, free exchange of
ideas, and peaceful assembly.  It is obvious that the ability to impose speed limits on traffic will be abused to stamp out
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free speech and inhibit competition.

   Please do not let yourself or your peers be corrupted by corporate lobbyists who oppose Net Neutrality.

   If you have any questions, please consult industry professionals without ties to major corporations for honest dialogue
regarding Net Neutrality.

   Thank you for your time,
   Henry Brown

------------------------------ Email 642 ------------------------------

From: jacob.zlomke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:08
Subject: FCC's recent 'fast lane' announcement
Hi Tom,

As a volunteer programmer on a community radio station here in Lincoln, Nebraska (KZUM, we're the only community
 station in the state), I would be among the first to defend the Federal Communications Commission's role in our
country's distribution of media. I think the FCC plays a vital role in protecting citizens' speech, as well as public
airwaves, so to speak.

I do not have general opinions about federal government, but I can say that I view the FCC as a necessary, practical and
functional agency.

That being said, I'm extremely bothered by this<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-
neutrality-rules.html> article on the New York Times website. As I understand it, part of FCC's mission is to keep
companies from obtaining or maintaining a monopoly on the flow of media to the public. Based on the aforementioned
article, it appears that FCC's actions will do just the opposite, and instead encourage, even assist, those monopolies, the
same monopolies it's supposed to protect against.

I'm sure you've heard all of this, hopefully from people you know personally, but also from the rest of us--those of us
who do not know you personally and those of us who work for small companies and non-profits that rely on internet
traffic for our well-being.

As far as I know, nothing has been finalized, and that's encouraging to me.

In that case, I would like to add my voice to the opposition. With you as the head of an agency that has the opportunity
to embody the principle on which this country, and so, your job, was founded (a voice for all people), I implore you to
embrace net neutrality.

Please contact me if you would like to have a conversation on the matter.

This issue is important to my employment, important to my informational intake and important to the continued free-
flow of information to United States citizens.

Best,
Jacob Zlomke

mailto:
308.870.1059
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------------------------------ Email 643 ------------------------------

From: jlcoot
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:11
Subject: Net neutrality
I will fight for net neutrality, so should you.

------------------------------ Email 644 ------------------------------

From: crystal tint
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:12
Subject: Please stop the proposed changes to 'Net Neutrality

'Net Neutrality is the essence of the Internet, anything that tries to change its fundamental nature should be stopped.

------------------------------ Email 645 ------------------------------

From: knave2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:12
Subject: FCC redefines racism = New Open Internet
"The very essence of a "commercial reasonableness" standard is discrimination. "

------------------------------ Email 646 ------------------------------

From: sleipnir
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 4:14
Subject: Proposed FCC Special Access Rules
To Whom It May Concern:

Concerning the proposed rules the FCC plans to announce in the morning.
They are, in a word, unacceptable. This scheme heavily favors existing,
wealthy companies and service providers while weakening the consumer's
position, is the opposite of the character and purpose of the internet.

I would like to remind you that you work for the people, not for cable
and internet companies; and that the internet is built on equal access,
not tiered pricing schemes that do not serve the public good and can
only have ultimately costly effects on the freedom and empowerment the
currently open and neutral access--the level playing field--the internet
has provided until now.

I hope it is not too late for you to reconsider this blunder and strike
the proposed rules allowing companies to pay for "special access to
consumers" and preferential treatment of their traffic, for these will
create a situation in which thrives the polar opposite of what these
rules and Mr. Wheeler claims such rules are meant to protect.

Thank you for your time,
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-Rev. Raven Daegmorgan

------------------------------ Email 647 ------------------------------

From: aburkhar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:16
Subject: FCC Proposal for new 'Net Neutrality' Rules
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Alex

------------------------------ Email 648 ------------------------------

From: laststarfading
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:19
Subject: Net Neutrality
PLZ DON’T BREAK IT! :(

------------------------------ Email 649 ------------------------------

From: jdh394
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dan Herron (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler, I've learned that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive enhanced internet speed over other content providers. This is a gateway to destroying the
freedom of the internet, and it is dangerous to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate
vehicle for a free market.
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By advocating the end of net neutrality you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
about opportunity for all, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their own
businesses online without being quashed by large corporate interests right out of the gate. That is not right. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visit
any site that isn't being paid for. ISPs will essentially form a cartel at the expense of every private citizen that uses the
internet, which now functions in society as a basic utility. I fail to see how ending net neutrality would be a positive
change for anyone besides major corporations and those in their pockets, and that is shameful. Once net neutrality is
ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades.
Please, I strongly urge you not to
  destroy net neutrality, and move against corporate control of the internet. Thank you for your time.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 650 ------------------------------

From: laststarfading
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

David.

------------------------------ Email 651 ------------------------------

From: cunninghamkevin11212
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler

Anything less than total net neutrality, (that is to say a fair and unbiased access to internet content) is tantamount to
sanctioned extortion. Make the decision here that will place fair and healthy competition for customers as the driving
force of innovation and construction of needed infrastructure. If you have even an ounce of respect for the meaning of a
free market, you will allow consumers to vote with their dollars, not be raked over the coals so they can catch a blurry
cat video twice a week before their bandwidth quota is met.
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I ask you and the others in your department to take the time to understand the negative repercussions sure to come if net
neutrality is struck down. If you are aware and just feel that the middle and lower class should suffer for a few shekels,
then you are entitled to your greed. I hope it's worth it.

Sincerely,
Kevin Cunningham

------------------------------ Email 652 ------------------------------

From: hendrik
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:23
Subject: How 'fast lanes' will influence foods and drinks industry
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I can only hope you have some grand long-term plan which you cannot tell us yet. A plan in which all will fall into
place, and will leave me stupefied by my inability to anticipate the total benefit for average citizens. Even then, you
shouldn’t be doing what you are doing now.

Please reconsider your stance on net neutrality. As a small-scale business that delivers content online, we could be
greatly affected and repressed by big companies.

Foodpairing® forms a basis for scientific testing of flavor profiles for foods and drinks. We utilize patterns to predict
which items, meals or drinks may pair well, and which choices to avoid. Many of the divine foods and drinks which
have their foods tested on our platform are small-scale beers, wines and cheeses, true to their old production methods,
perfected over generation.

When bigger food companies buy this ‘fast lane’ service, smaller companies which cannot afford this lose traffic and
revenue. In this world, it’s not hard to imagine us losing a diversity of artisanal foods and drinks, created purely as an
art, to foods perfected to maximize profit.  The bigger you are, the more power and influence you have, the more you
can squash small-timers looking to diversify your businesses taking away a bit of your revenue. This old ‘market
freedom’ stance, when taken too far and applied to the internet, just leads to a few massive powers controlling the
market. This inopportunity for small-scale competitors to rise sounds like something directly opposed to the great views
of capitalism and democracy.

It’s precisely this online diversity which has flourished over the past ten years and has created so many advances in
services and knowledge. The message should not be “be bigger or perish”.

This tactic sounds like a deliberate misinterpretation of the rules, like that kid in grade school playing ‘I’m not touching
you’ in the most annoying way. Technically, he’s correct, but we all understand what’s going on.
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Fast lanes will give big news networks a competitive advantage over blogs or independent sources. While I trust the
American government in general, I am convinced this could lead to great problems when falling in the wrong hands.
We’d hear ‘easy-to-understand’ news and miss all the ‘big, complicated’ stuff, letting complicated crimes go
unpunished. Please, stop this.

Highest regards,

Hendrik D'Oosterlinck

Computational Scientist – Foodpairing®

Foodpairing®

Nijverheidsstraat 7

8310 Brugge - België

www.foodpairing.com<http://www.foodpairing.com/>

------------------------------ Email 653 ------------------------------

From: a total noob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed (http://www.esquire.com/blogs/news/comcast-twc-chart). This is a gateway to destroying the freedom
of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for
 free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I
know you are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the
cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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------------------------------ Email 654 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:23
Subject: No Subject
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to your nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we you be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets.

 Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed
of what you are doing.

As a non-American, I remain somewhat ambivalent about the proposed changes. This car crash of legislation will drive
the online economy out of the US and into other countries. You sit abreast the largest economy in the world, based on
the very freedoms you now seek to undermine.

------------------------------ Email 655 ------------------------------

From: morgangangful2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi there Tom, I'd leave a long explanation as to why I'm writing but clearly you won't listen to anybody regarding this
situation and I'm especially sure you distrust the opinion of a simple Canadian. Allowing the discontinuation of net
neutrality is in essence eliminating the ability for independent programmers such as myself to have a fair chance with
our own services, programs, and connections to our consumers; and instead creates a system in which once again the
higher end with capital benefits.

Passing this is allowing ISP's to charge insane prices for unrealistic speeds, corporations are charging insane rates as it is
 for speeds and there's already examples such as Google to show that an astronomically higher speed can be provided
for what has shown to be an even LOWER price. It costs next to nothing to send, store, and receive this information yet
you're allowing the price hike of something used to expand knowledge, communication, and entertainment; and in turn
causing the lower end of your sad American system to have an even worse affiliation with this wonderful, free, open
source.

Big companies have had a chance to settle, invest, and return their capital, they make substantial amounts and still only
offer outdated and overpriced speeds. If there's no net neutrality they can simply deny service to any content they wish,
allowing providers to withhold what could be important information to their consumers; allowing them to remove
sources stating how they might deal with certain ailments, or filtering out private services simply because they don't
wish to pay an unfair fee or swear undying loyalty to these uncaring corporations.
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Any company clearly interested in lowering the reception of service, raising the cost of a nearly free service which they
already profit off of to sky-high rates which compare nothing to other countries and corporations is obviously not in the
interest of the greater populace, rather they have the interest of themselves within legislation and would much rather
create a monopoly (which I might add is also illegal) is certainly not a source I would try to assist, nor would I show any
 respect for their reasons in wanting to do such.

If you look at the Internet speeds of countries like Japan, China, and even South Korea; you see a very high amount of
speed, delivered at a relatively low cost. You can also see a much clearer statistic of higher intelligence likely brought
on by the ability to freely access information, applying proper learning techniques, and taking interest in their own
people rather than corporations which already make a sustainable profit off of the industry. The expansion of Internet
could mean the future as we know it, allowing more knowledge to flow, creating a much broader range of
customers/users, and even possibly a much greater connection and understanding of the world around us.

Basically, if you allow there to be a lack of net neutrality you are causing a mainstream and hive mind, as you're
allowing filtering and limiting of information, services, and anything else that might be transferred with these services
and enabling corporations to take from those they deserve nothing from and making it harder for smaller companies to
have any sort of entrance into the business, let alone a chance to even sustain anything; I disagree completely with the
decision to allow the removal of net neutrality and I also disagree with the manner in which this has been ignorantly
approached, and discussed. I feel a great sense of offence that someone responsible for the greater interest of the people
is siding with corporations and allowing the control of the greater populace through legislation, and limiting the expanse
 of knowledge and businesses through eliminating equal opportunities for those who can't afford a larger speed,
disallowing small time owners and businesses to enter or sustain anything within these services, and in the end I feel as
though this is a violation of ethical and equal treatment for all it affects.

I doubt you'd even bother reading or listening to my opinion in any form but if you do I extend my thanks for your time,
 consideration, and I encourage you to take a closer look at this large decision in which is being made.

------------------------------ Email 656 ------------------------------

From: jdhalvorson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

As a U.S. citizen and internet user I am adamantly opposed to the F.C.C.'s turning away from net neutrality. I am aware,
 as are millions who are watching your moves very closely, that private sector lobbyists are exerting undue influence
over the Federal Government. I strongly advise you to listen carefully to those who are opposed to these decisions, and
act accordingly.

Regards,

Joseph Halvorson

------------------------------ Email 657 ------------------------------

From: fcc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:41
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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J0hn R0aster (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

   Net Neutrality is the only thing keeping this country from sinking into chaos.  Please Do not to accept any bribes the
cable companies are giving you.  We are watching you.    Your short-sighted greed will only create long-term hatred for
you and everyone in the FCC. Accepting bribes is illegal and karma is getting ready to have the last laugh.  Don't
believe in karma?  That's great, she will have a fun time running over you.

Thanks!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 658 ------------------------------

From: dantod5
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel Todorov (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 659 ------------------------------

From: timtoon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:44
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
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With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from Comcast, Verizon, and AT&T.

It's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can bow to corporate influence, ride out the calls for your resignation from the people you were chosen to
protect, and be remembered as the official who sold out America's internet future.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 660 ------------------------------

From: drjudlewis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:44
Subject: Net Neutrality - Future of our country
As the economy and commerce depends more and more on the internet and free internet access, the new rules proposed
for tiered internet lanes is very concerning.  How can new businesses with great ideas but little capital develop and grow
 if they are automatically excluded from having the same access to potential customers than the larger well-established
players?

Furthermore, the users are in the end the ones affected since the increased cost to the companies will ultimately be
passed on to the customers.  This is outrageous considering that we already pay more for internet access here than in
other modernized countries, which are typically controlled by an oligarchy of companies.

You are here to serve the people, and not the special interests of these vertically integrated companies with their large
wallets.  These views expressed recently also conflict with what you had previously stated regarding net neutrality.

Which certainly begs the questions: Who paid you off?  How much did it cost?

Regards,

Jud Lewis

------------------------------ Email 661 ------------------------------

From: abeegle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:47
Subject: Net Neutrality Concern
We the people are not happy with the current events unfolding regarding net neutrality. As the Chairman, you need to be
 paying closer attention to the voice of the people, and making the hard decisions needed to ensure that the internet we
enjoy today will be the same for our children and grandchildren.

We will be watching you.

Regards,

Andrew Beegle of California

------------------------------ Email 662 ------------------------------
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From: tfbaehring
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:49
Subject: You.
You're killing the internet in the name of corporate profits. You are one of the MANY thing's that is wrong with
America.

Cheers bitch,

Thomas Baehring
USMC Veteran

------------------------------ Email 663 ------------------------------

From: shaunmiller236
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:52
Subject: Fast Lane = Vile Treachery
Mr. Wheeler, the FCC's recent decision to allow "Fast Lane" internet service is a VILE BETRAYAL of everything that
you are supposed to be doing for the American people.

The net result of this decision will be that American Startups will flounder before the superior accessibility of the large
companies that can afford to pay for such "Fast Lane" service.  Those startups that CAN afford those fees will be at a
disadvantage, having to take up the additional fees, costs, and overhead associated with such "services" as Fast Lane.

The Internet flourishes because I can access ANYTHING on it EQUALLY.  When Facebook was a startup, you could
access Facebook just as quickly as you could access Myspace- if Facebook had been noticeably slower, Facebook
would have never become what it is.  Similarly, if Google had taken longer to return search results than Yahoo or
AltaVista, it would've floundered, no matter HOW excellent the search results!  Then imagine Google having to pay
more to perform the necessary background actions that enable Google's superior search capabilities- and you have a
model that could EASILY have turned Google into just another charred husk on the side of the information
superhighway.

Your commission has just made a decision that ENSURES that NO FUTURE COMPANY will be able to approach the
innovation, excellence, or improvement that companies like Google, Facebook, and the hundreds of other internet-
startups-turned-mighty-companies have reached.  You have DOOMED the Google of tomorrow, ensuring instead that
current competitors can entrench themselves and fend off all that competition- and all the consumer benefits that would
come with it- through the use of such "Fast Lane" services.  And don't kid yourself that this isn't the case- see how long
it takes you to decide that something must be wrong with Amazon the next time it takes 5 seconds longer to load one of
its pages- you'll search elsewhere before you know it.

I really recommend that.  Have someone program your computer to persistently wait 5-10 seconds before loading some
web domain's content, and see how long it takes you, on average, to decide to use a different, even an otherwise inferior,
 service.  You'll find the outcome enlightening, I'm sure!  And that knowledge will cause you to immediately rescind
this "Fast Lane" rule.

You just broke the internet.  Please, FIX IT NOW.  Thank you in advance.

-Shaun Miller.

------------------------------ Email 664 ------------------------------

From: wijnand11
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:52
Subject: net neutrality
Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 665 ------------------------------

From: alexander.david.broner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:54
Subject: net neutrality
I'm fundamentally opposed to new rules that allow companies to charge websites in order to deliver content faster.
American cable providers are using their near monopolies in most cities to subvert the fairness of the internet. Other
countries have upgraded their network infrastructure to provide faster service for everyone while maintaining affordable
 prices and net neutrality. We should do the same. Abandoning net neutrality is a step in the wrong direction.

-Alex Broner

------------------------------ Email 666 ------------------------------

From: jasonleeweight
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Regards,
Jason Lee Weight

--

------------------------------ Email 667 ------------------------------

From: tech222
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Lipman (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 668 ------------------------------

From: loya20055
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 4:58
Subject: Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Tom Wheeler:

It is extremely disappointing that you are selling out our internet to the corporations of America, having no regard for
the citizens by striking down Net Neutrality, sending a message to the world that money can buy the democracy of the
internet.

It is shameful what you are doing, and deeply anti American.
I am outraged and I'm going to do everything in my hands to expose this corrupt deregulation.

Sincerely,
Edgar Loya
300 Sands Dr Apt 104
San Jose, Ca
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95125

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 669 ------------------------------

From: ryan.c.mead
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:00
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and we, as
 the people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you
sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will make
traitors and cowards of you all. You, and by direct connection your family and legacy, will be branded the Benedict
Arnold of the 21st century.

I urge you to make the wise decision, and protect Net Neutrality, rather than selling it out to the highest bidder. This is
our one chance.

------------------------------ Email 670 ------------------------------

From: geurts03
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
paul geurts (  writes:

Dear Al,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 671 ------------------------------

From: neojoe18
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:02
Subject:

Enjoy ending innovation and net neutrality. You don't represent what the American people want and don't deserve your
position.

------------------------------ Email 672 ------------------------------

From: henning.scharf.93
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:07
Subject: Internet neutrality

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to your nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely from Germany,
Henning Scharf

------------------------------ Email 673 ------------------------------

From: alexcreary
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
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lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Alex Creary

------------------------------ Email 674 ------------------------------

From: matthewdriadon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:17
Subject: Concerns.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 675 ------------------------------

From: ramdac
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:17
Subject: It should be pretty obvious
…to anyone with half a brain what’s going on here. 

Comcat will buy Time Warner and they’ll kill net neutrality.

Comcast has hired 28 different lobbying firms, so it’s clear that their intentions are to influence the government to bend
them to their commercial will, and with deep pockets, they’re likely going to get exactly what they want. 

I left the country in 2012 and moved to France. here, I have 100mbit down and 50mbit up internet. I have fiber to the
house. I pay $30/month.  There’s no higher pay for faster access here. There are no tiered plans. You get the access the
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company has the ability to deliver, and that’s it. 

Comcast is ruining the internet in the USA. Let them join with Time Warner, and things will absolutely be worse for
consumers.

the information here will be shared widely. Your role in this will be highlighted.
http://www.esquire.com/blogs/news/comcast-twc-chart

Please don’t let this happen. I have no lobbyists. I have no large corporate interest. I just want the internet to be free
from HUGE influencers that push it to favor their bottom line. We need more competition, not less. 

Jason Gulledge
Former Texan. Now living in Paris

------------------------------ Email 676 ------------------------------

From: jwoodsutk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and we, as
 the people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you
sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will make
traitors and cowards of you all. You, and by direct connection your family and legacy, will be branded the Benedict
Arnold of the 21st century.

Thank you for your time,

Jerry Woods

-      Battered Comcast and Verizon customer

------------------------------ Email 677 ------------------------------

From: adam-robertson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:20
Subject: From An English Internet User
Dear Tom,
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I am from the UK and have read about recent proposals regarding Internet control.

I read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favour the outcome the cable companies desire with
regards to net neutrality

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to your nation. The knock-on
affect of your decisions upon the rest of the world is yet to be seen, but for a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor you'll be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their own
businesses online. Websites will load so much more slowly for any company that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is disheartening that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the public good to line
your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will
have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should
be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 678 ------------------------------

From: hosnappp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Please do what you can in your power to ensure companies do not have control of the internet in anyway that affects the
equal nature of its access.

------------------------------ Email 679 ------------------------------

From: mark.manafo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mark Manafo (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
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consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 680 ------------------------------

From: gavin20
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:24
Subject: Fwd: Price Gouging in Atlanta - Comcast Internet Usage Data Caps,  Overage Fees

To whom it may concern,

Filed a complaint to the Governors Office of Consumer Protection and Federal Communications Commission

Comcast uses data usage overage caps/charges to restrict access to media competitors.Many people don't use
conventional cable, and instead stream their programming from Netflix or YouTube (direct competitors to
NBC/Comcast). When you run past your data cap, you are disincentive from watching more Netflix, and it gives
television programming an advantage.Their data usage policy also stifles innovation, discouraging new technologies
such as 4K super-HD services. There's no choice for me to select a competing service in my area, opting out of double-
dipping overage fees.

Complaint to Comcast -

Dear Comcast,

What you fail to mention is that Comcast will charge a customer $10.00 whether the customer exceeds their allowance
by one byte or 49.9999 GB. Your current scheme is designed to overcharge customers.

Also, you state 300GB is average usage. I'm a household customer using Netflix a few hours a day, downloading games
via Steam service, play XBOX games(which downloads several GB's of content), streaming Pandora music, and my
wife has to check security cameras at her office every so often at night. It's November 8th and we've already used over
205GB's, so its very easy not doing anything to hit that usage limit before being overcharged!

As a customer I would understand a max usage of 850GB ~ 1TB before being overcharged, for families who primarily
use digital content. As it stands, now I have find a business-class internet provider in my area, as not to support your
gouging scheme. Unfortunately, there's no competing services which I can choose. Hence the reason why Comcast's
policies are grossly abused and hurt consumers.

https://secure.dslreports.com/shownews/Comcast-Usage-Caps-Overages-Arrive-in-Atlanta-126571

http://gigaom.com/2013/11/08/looks-like-comcast-is-quietly-pushing-a-300-gb-cap-and-overage-charges/
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http://arstechnica.com/business/2013/11/do-you-want-to-pay-extra-for-data-then-comcast-has-a-deal-for-you/

http://stopthecap.com/2013/11/08/comcasts-300gb-cap-headed-to-atlanta-dec-1/

------------------------------ Email 681 ------------------------------

From: cousinjohnny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Bo Salk

------------------------------ Email 682 ------------------------------

From: robertkiraz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:26
Subject: Net Neutrality Must be Upheld if you believe in fairness and future  innovation in America.
Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
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"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,

______________________________________

Robert Kiraz

Phone: 1.818.723.2083

Twitter: @robertkiraz<http://twitter.com/robertkiraz>
 <https://mailfoogae.appspot.com/t?sender=aYmluamRlckBnbWFpbC5jb20%3D&type=zerocontent&guid=ecf2465c-
ae7b-43a1-b830-169e35744bf7> ?

------------------------------ Email 683 ------------------------------

From: pac3htk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:30
Subject: Terrible decision
The ruling you and your fellow commissioners made today will go down in
history as one of the worst decisions ever made by government officials.
What makes the Internet so powerful is the fact that it's always been open
to all.   This decision now closes the Internet to only a select few who
can afford the "fast lane"  Please stand up for the people for once,  stop
worrying about your career after you leave this position reverse this
decision and keep the Internet free.

Sent with AquaMail for Android
http://www.aqua-mail.com

------------------------------ Email 684 ------------------------------

From: henry.murray
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:34
Subject: Net neutrality.
Dear Tom

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

You should be ashamed.

------------------------------ Email 685 ------------------------------

From: dustingriffin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:35
Subject: I oppose the The Federal Communications Commission  proposed new  open Internet rules
The Federal Communications Commission  proposed new open Internet rules are not deme tattily sound principles that
allow net neutrality to stay intact for businesses large and small. They clearly favor large corporations and allow ISPs
too much power to control data speeds to favored companies with big pocketbooks. Please do not pass this agreement,
instead find something that allows speeds to be standardized across the net like they have been.

Thank you.

Dustin Griffin
Photographer, Videographer, Owner: www.theworldiexposed.com<http://www.theworldiexposed.com>
Media Outreach Coordinator: www.buildingforchange.org<http://www.buildingforchange.org>

------------------------------ Email 686 ------------------------------

From: riprendereisensi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:37
Subject: Unfuck the Internet
Hi Tom,
please take note:

1. the internet is a utility
2. there is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans
3. all internet providers should be treated equally
4. the FCC is doing a miserably ineffective job

Cheers
Alessandro Gilibini
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------------------------------ Email 687 ------------------------------

From: dlapointe14
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 5:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
I write this email with great hesitation for a couple of reasons...

------------------------------ Email 688 ------------------------------

From: stevenwcope
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:39
Subject: Internet is...
... necessary. Don't give it away so easily. The idea that some companies can pay for better connections to my home is
clearly a horrible idea. Does that mean the little guy is discriminated against? You bet it does. Don't be like that. Fight
for the one "semi-even" playing field the little guy has left.

In short: Common Carrier!

Steve

------------------------------ Email 689 ------------------------------

From: jwstark
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler:

I find your recent ruling on allowing a tiered internet service appalling.  You are there to protect the interests of the
american citizen and have sold us out for large companies.  This can not stand in a free society, but I'm sure you are
only listening to the companies that will give you a payout.

------------------------------ Email 690 ------------------------------

From: mjlemay
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:42
Subject: DO NOT ALLOW "fast lanes" within the internet!!
Mr. Tom Wheeler,

I have never e-mailed a government official before, but I am outraged at what I have heard recently in the New York
Times about the new rules planned to allow "fast lanes" within the internet When you allow allowing certain companies
to pay to receive additional speed, you allow corporations dictate what kinds of content becomes accessible, not the
consumer.

Regardless of that, by profession I am a web developer for over 10 years, and I am concerned for the younger generation
 entering this field if these rules are allowed to pass. When you allow larger corporations to pay for faster access to their
services, you are figuratively choking smaller companies and startups who cannot afford to pay network providers to
compete. This in turn will limit the opportunities web developers will have as they enter the field.
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As with the limiting of small companies and start ups, you are also killing the potential of new technical innovations
from these younger companies that simply can not compete in a  tiered marketplace. That in itself is very un-American
to me and vulgar.

Most importantly to me, the internet is about freedom of knowledge and expression. From an ideological standpoint,
allowing large companies to pay for faster connections means that you are permitting corporations to put a premium on
what types of content are more accessible to me. Why should my access to educational sites like Khan Academy, or to
informational programming forums like stack overflow--both small organizational sites I visit to further my career and
advance my knowledge on a daily basis--become less accessible to me because a larger company wants to send reruns
of old cable tv shows faster over the internet?

I'm sure this is one voice out of many, but I wanted my voice to be counted in the matter.

Thank you,

Michael LeMay

------------------------------ Email 691 ------------------------------

From: jolthoff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:47
Subject: New 'fastlane'
You should be ashamed of yourself. Net neutrality is critical to a functioning non-oligarchic market, which is critical to
our country's advancement and freedom, and the role your agency is supposed to play has failed in both cable television
and cable internet. Please resign or fight this.

John Olthoff

------------------------------ Email 692 ------------------------------

From: dlapointe14
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 5:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
I write this email with hesitation for a couple of reasons:

1. Emails to government officials are rarely, if ever, read by the people they are intended for.

2. Making a statement against the further disruption of the internet, common sense and the overall greater good of the
public is generally fruitless.

There is simply no legitimate need to change or alter the status quo other than to provide for a greater profit margin to
service providers and to further push those who are not of a higher tax bracket to the back of the bus.
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I trust Mr. Wheeler is pleased with this action as he continues to further the position of the masters which he has served
for years.

Yours,
David R. LaPointe

------------------------------ Email 693 ------------------------------

From: d7yjmyl+v5kjog
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:51
Subject: Net Neutrality - Citizen of the State
Hello Tom.
I support Net Neutrality and you should as well.
Best wishes -Australian citizen

----
Sent using GuerrillMail.com
Block or report abuse: https://www.guerrillamail.com/abuse/?a=VU55SxoIRrEZjRyU9n0cPBPIWw%3D%3D

------------------------------ Email 694 ------------------------------

From: jstolliver
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--  John

------------------------------ Email 695 ------------------------------

From: gphrost
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 5:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Greg Sherman (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 696 ------------------------------

From: patrickfdaugherty
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 5:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hey tom, what the fuck

------------------------------ Email 697 ------------------------------

From: dexterdunbar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Tom Wheeler,

You're position on net neutrality deeply concerns me. Please do not hinder the liberty on the largest platform of
communication for the people. History will frown on your oligarchic oppression of the people you were appointed to
represent.

Dexter Dunbar

------------------------------ Email 698 ------------------------------

From: iamjustinm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:03
Subject: Re: net neutrality
Do Yoga. Meditate. Then go out and Be a Hero. Secure your legacy. Champion innovation. Be remembered.

------------------------------ Email 699 ------------------------------

From: lew15ewad
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 6:04
Subject: Fuck your net neutrality
Really, shove it up your fucking ass. If this happens the shit will hit the fan.

Regards

Lewis Waddington

------------------------------ Email 700 ------------------------------

From: jay 7861
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:06
Subject: FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 701 ------------------------------

From: justjoeisfine
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:06
Subject: You fuck pig corpses
Dear Zombie Fuckwit,
   You are a fucker of pig corpses. Your efforts to turn all wealth in this county over to other zombie pig fuckers like
yourself will push this country into collapse. Plutarch. Fucking Plutarch new this. You are a corporate shill not worthy
of the office you hold. I hope you get a disease and die and have to watch the shitty cable shows you are helping to
excrete upon the faces of the millions and millions of people you're trying to rob.
   I hate you. I simply hope you and the revolving door nudnicks dig your own holes so deep gravity caves in the walls
of your disgusting low-down greedy souls and buries you alive. Your stupid move, like many, accelerated moves of late,
 is going to give rise to a ridiculous populist movement, full of silly, pseudo-intellectual halfwits like myself Thanks for
basically giving me the keys to the castle,
    It's like you shit a rainbow out of your eyes. That's what you did. You are helping to turn the collective metanarrative
of American cyberculture into the banal and offensive surburban strip mall tundra that is the endemic ugly proof of your
 destructive, capitalist ilk. I'm sure you're a great guy, do good things with your family - like eat babies and endangered
sea turtle eggs and pancakes made out of your own molted lizard skin - but your system is doomed. Doomed. You had a
good thing going and you fucked it up. Cable is already worthless, so thanks for making sure relevant information
becomes harder to get - so you think. You are so fucking stupid. Not everyone wants their online culture happening in
the Kmart employee lounge, you fucking lizard woman.

   Hoping you go bobbing for snakebite,
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------------------------------ Email 702 ------------------------------

From: modelsmurf
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 6:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello,

I've recently read a lot in the news about proposed FCC rules that would essentially destroy the Internet and I'm writing
to you as a concerned citizen.

Allowing 'fast-tracks' for certain subscribers goes against all of the good that the Internet does. Anyone on the 'baseline'
level of service will surely be drowned out by the 'negotiated' traffic subscribers. It will create a class system that does
not currently exist.
This especially hurts the small businesses and startups who would no longer have an equal share of Internet. They
would be competing in an uneven playing field with companies who have the money to throw at broadband providers.
They would lose, not because their products or message were inferior, but because they lacked the funds. It undermines
the American dream and anyone who would support such a thing is ignorant of how the Internet actually flourishes and
functions.

Right now the Internet provides something beautiful; anyone can go online and have an equal voice. It doesn't matter if
they're a CEO of a Fortune 500 company or a little girl in middle of nowhere. Everyone is treated equally; something
that is still not true in the real world.

In a world where we strive to give equality and a voice to everyone, giving companies with revenue an advantage by
giving them more bandwidth is a slap in the face to the American people. Those companies don't need the advantage. If
the message or product they offer is good then it will spread. It's a very easy model.
Moreover, broadband companies shouldn't overstep their boundaries; their job is to serve traffic regardless of where it
comes from. Their job is to make sure they provide a high quality connection and not try to extract unfair funds for
doing the service they are paid to do. Internet service is already extraordinarily expensive for the consumer and to even
consider allowing broadband providers to extort even more money is offensive. Their job is no different if they are
serving one type of data or another, in the end the hardware passes all of the data blindly - the way it should be.

My background is technology. I've worked at both the hardware and software levels. When net neutrality is threatened,
it threatens my livelihood. I like working in an environment of hope, where anything is possible. To propose rules that
could mess with that makes me incredibly angry because it shows a lack of understanding. I'm sorry Goliath companies
aren't doing as great as some kids who work out of their parent's garage - maybe those companies should strive to do
better. I'm sorry the broadband companies feel like they deserve a slice of the success of the Internet, they don't. They
signed up to be a service, not a disservice. They signed up to get data from point A to point B, nothing more, nothing
less.

I can tell you that net neutrality is the most important part of the Internet. Changing net neutrality rules only plays to
help the greedy and those who do not deserve it. It changes the dynamic of an otherwise successful communication
method.

I urge you to not do anything that would disturb the balance that a free and open Internet provides The People.

Thank you for your time,
Kelly Dyer

------------------------------ Email 703 ------------------------------
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From: jamonett8215
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jon Amonett (  writes:

Thanks for linking the page with all the commissioners' emails. I modified the email I posted above and sent it to each
of the other 4 commissioners:

Dear FCC Commissioner,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 704 ------------------------------

From: lew15ewad
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:08
Subject: How much does it cost to bribe you?
Honestly, I need to know. I's starting a kickstarter to raise money to pay you off more that the cunt that convinced you
net neutrality was a good idea.

Regards

Lewis Waddington

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 705 ------------------------------

From: takuma.ono
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:08
Subject: FCC and net neutrality rules
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
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lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 706 ------------------------------

From: t.plasch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:10
Subject: Internet fast lane
Imagine a water company that could detect if a customer were using a specific kind of sink and then used that
knowledge to charge more for water used on that sink as well as a back-charging the manufacturer.

In the modern era, data is a utility and should be treated as such. No amount of money that is lining your pockets, and
sending your kids to school will change that.

I would take it as a personal favor if you would stop fucking the American people with giveaways to monopolistic
enterprises. I have ancestors that fought and died for consumer and workers rights in the last gilded age and view it as a
personal insult that you are actively attempting to bring about another.

This aggression will not stand.

------------------------------ Email 707 ------------------------------

From: bryan.maule
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Bryan Maule (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

- Bryan Maule
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 708 ------------------------------

From: reverenddave
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 6:19
Subject: Destroying net neutrality would be an outrage but not a surprise
Im proud to see the FCC, which has so often been on the wrong side of key issues in recent years and so proud to be in
the pocket of big business, is once again recommending a course of action that will further separate the haves from the
have-nots for the sake on the giant corporations that so often in the past paid their salaries.

Congratulations on yet another terrible decision.

------------------------------ Email 709 ------------------------------

From: rbean68
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:20
Subject: Ending net neutrality is a blatant disregard for the people of the  United States
Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 710 ------------------------------

From: pcommandeur
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:21
Subject: An American invention
Dear mr Wheeler,
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The internet is mostly shape in its form  as we know it today in the US.
Still the US is not leading the world in internet speed, net neutrality, ISP active (competitive) market.
Its your company job to lead the way for a healthy internet market and no stupid things like the recent decision that
companies can pay for faster speed for certain services. Invest time and money in other things like break up the ISP
market. Stand up for the American people, so they have access to faster and cheaper internet. The big giants like
Comcast and Time Warner etc. are lazy and fat and only think about money because they have a monopoly on the ISP
market.
Please read this article from a well know and popular tech blog:

http://mobile.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5644858/dear-fcc-why-do-you-hate-consumers

Thank you,

Peter

------------------------------ Email 711 ------------------------------

From: pkflorian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Philip Florian (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Sincerely,

Phil Florian
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 712 ------------------------------

From: matt.sengbusch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:24
Subject: Please do the right thing
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up
 their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies
that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
 net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to
line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions
will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you
should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Matt Sengbusch

------------------------------ Email 713 ------------------------------

From: mrmurdstone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:28
Subject: Thanks for selling the public out.
You certainly earned the money the media conglomerates gave you to overturn net neutrality rules. You disgust me.

------------------------------ Email 714 ------------------------------

From: aclucaski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Adam Lucas (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

I won't make this long, but I wanted to tell you that net nutrality is of the utmost importance. Please, preserve our
freedoms. Those who hold the wire hold the power. That's not something we want a select few groups controlling.

Thank you for your time,
Adam Lucas
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 715 ------------------------------

From: samuel.tannert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:33
Subject: Fast Lane Vroom Vroom
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Dear Literally Hitler,

I am furious and you know why. I'm sure the other emails will make the case, but I would like to add my name to the list
 of Fuck You.

Samuel W. Tannert
New York 11237

------------------------------ Email 716 ------------------------------

From: berrieds
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:36
Subject: FCC foul play

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Yours sincerely,

M G Jeffries

Medical student

------------------------------ Email 717 ------------------------------

From: jwsweet
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:37
Subject: net nutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Please do not pass the suggested ruling on allowing companies to charge a premium for faster connections to the
internet.

This premium will be passed to the consumer and mean higher fees.

The internet is one of the last bastions of freedom with limited government intervention.
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Why allow this?  If "it ain't broke don't fix it"!

Thank you,

--

- Jim Sweet

------------------------------ Email 718 ------------------------------

From: timothydonohue
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:40
Subject: Do not be the death of net neutrality
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control access.

 I realize that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with
regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor, we will be  obliterating the chance for people to start up their own
businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that is not paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that is not paying additional dividends to companies that already rape the
american consumer.

It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be
 nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Do the right thing.

Timothy J Donohue,  MD

------------------------------ Email 719 ------------------------------

From: noahgoob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 720 ------------------------------

From: mfgelose
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:47
Subject: Pay for Play
Net neutrality is one of the cornerstones of the Information Age.  Pay for play is in no way, shape, or form in the public
interest and the public is who you ultimately work for. Please take that into consideration at maintain the status quo with
 respect to access parity.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 721 ------------------------------

From: hitchinscs
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:48
Subject: Net Neutrality and Fast Lanes
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please do not vote for fast lanes for the Internet.

This morning I read that "fast lanes" for the Internet were going to be
allowable for Internet Service Providers to implement.  Given the
current lack of competition in my own area for ISP's, I think this is
terrible.  It would allow ISP's to essentially censor the Internet,
through use of pricing schemes and connection throttling. Please support
Net Neutrality, and encourage free speech and competition on the Internet.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Hitchins

------------------------------ Email 722 ------------------------------

From: njkost
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:48
Subject: Broadband competition and cost
Mr. Tom Wheeler
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Chairman, FCC

Dear Mr. Wheeler -

I don't know if you know but I am offered one choice, where I live, for broadband access (excluding an embarrassingly,
dead slow Verizon DSL dinosaur service.)  And, of course, its Comcast.  They make a lot of money off people like me -
offer no reasonable customer service.  I would like to invite you to visit one of their local offices - they are about 20 or
25 miles apart and stand in line with me and others for 30 minutes, if we are lucky, could well be 50 or 60 minutes to
conduct a 45 second transaction.  (Just stop in at the Sarasota office on Fruitville Rd. - I suggest you bring some reading
material.)

We all hate Comcast.  If you are buying into their propaganda, you need to get out of Washington DC and experience
what the rest of us know only too well.

It is far past time for your agency to acknowledge the facts of life - America needs a regulated utility broadband
capability - efficient, fast, reliable, and affordable.  Not some overpriced, unreliable (we are never quite sure if we can
download a program or even if the service is up and running) arrangement that apparently has enriched one American
family - the Roberts family.

Please change this situation.  As I understand it you have the power.  Even congress is not up to dealing with it.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norman J. Kost
6880 Manasota Key Rd.
Englewood, FL 34223

------------------------------ Email 723 ------------------------------

From: harbinger79
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:51
Subject: Destroying the Net
Sir,
    The pay to play scheme that is about to be ushered in by the FCC is a foreclosure on the internet as a free space. I'm
not sure if you, and your commission are simply, and cynically serving short-term business interests, or if you're simply
unaware as to the scope of human possibility you are squandering. Perhaps, the latter is a function of the former.
Regardless, I couldn't let this happening without asserting my vehement (and let's face it, futile) protestation. The
internet has evolved into an open, and truly miraculous circuitry by which good ideas, no matter how controversial can
hold gravity, sway thought, inform new perspectives. Perhaps even perspectives that can save our species from what the
worst aspects of entrenched power have wrought on this  Earth. You, and your commission are about to extinguish it, as
such. I know a certainly huge pay day, at some firm awaits you for this transgression. And no doubt a sizable exit pay
package as well, no matter how bad a job you do. I truly hope it is worth knowing that this is your purpose. To be a
functionary of power must suffice. It must be enough because it is all that you are.

Best Regards,
Jason Yawn, Citizen

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 724 ------------------------------
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Mike. mailto:  The FCC's main telephone line is 1-888-225-5322. More contact
information and postal mail address here<http://www.fcc.gov/contact-us>.

------------------------------ Email 725 ------------------------------

From: amymichellewilliams
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Amy Williams (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 726 ------------------------------

From: wmspears
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
William Spears (  writes:

Dear Tom and FCC Commission,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Respectfully,

William Spears

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 727 ------------------------------

From: mcdougal.robert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:55
Subject: Net Neutrality rules
Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 728 ------------------------------

From: shum
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:55
Subject: Remember the global consequences of the "fast lane" initiative - a  warning from Denmark
Dear FCC Chairman,

I have been informed that you have drafted an initiative to allow “fast lanes” on the internet for companies (and
consumers) that can afford it. The primary purpose of this initiative seems to be to give your country’s largest ISPs even
 more power to extract money from U.S. consumers and businesses – in a country that is already lagging behind many
western countries regarding the abundance and quality of internet connectivity, both wired and mobile.

I want to warn you that even though this will have a negative impact on all American consumers and business owners,
the people you are supposed to represent, this will also impact internet-based businesses located outside the US that
have users inside the US. The people running these businesses do not even have the illusion of being able to take part in
US democracy, effectively making your decision a dictatorial one for the rest of the world.
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The “fast lane” initiative, if implemented, will actively hurt the United States’s reputation among engineers, business
owners and decision makers of the western world. While your country is already unpopular in some parts of the world
because of completely unrelated political issues, there is no good reason to let that spread.

I assume that the proposed initiative is backed by people from the few companies that would be able to profit heavily
from this, and you yourself may even have been offered niceties such as money, gifts or well-paid jobs from these
companies to soften you up to letting them take over the power granted to the FCC by the government.

But don’t. Do the right thing for the people and your country as a whole – instead of the well-paid thing that hurts
everyone but the big entrenched American ISPs in the long run. The internet will not forget you and your decision no
matter which way it goes – you decide how to be remembered.

Sincerely,
Shum Stra
A concerned engineer and citizen of the world, living in Denmark.

------------------------------ Email 729 ------------------------------

From: trkwelch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:56
Subject: Do not kill net neutrality!
Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades.

------------------------------ Email 730 ------------------------------

From: jan.brofkaberends
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jan Brofka-Berends (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
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 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 731 ------------------------------

From: chrisanderson.mail
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 6:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher Anderson  (  writes:

Your new proposed rules abandoning  net neutrality disgust me. You should be ashamed of yourself but apparently you
have no shame.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 732 ------------------------------

From: blahdidbert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.

It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be
 nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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-----
Very Respectfully,
Bryan Bowie

------------------------------ Email 733 ------------------------------

From: hamptonwoosley8
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:00
Subject: Wow Tom, really?

You represent everything that's wrong with American politics. Instead of listening to the demands of the people, who
pretty much unanimously appose the killing of net neutrality, you decided to cave in to lobbyists and corrupt company
owners who try and maximize profit and minimize consumer satisfaction. You should be ashamed of yourself. I hope
you can realize the gravity of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 734 ------------------------------

From: kaan.oezbek
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:01
Subject: FCC proposal would destroy net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please read this first:
http://mobile.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5644246/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules-draft-coming-in-may

Don't let this happen! As a leading country in technology, you have a far bigger responsibility in being a raw model as
you might know.

1) The internet is a utility.
2) There is zero meaningful competition to provide.
3) All internet providers should be treated equally.

Until now the FCC seems to do a miserably ineffective job. The United States should lead the world in broadband
deployment and speeds!

You really don't need to back some companies interests, do you?!
Stand for the people, the freedom and the right of having a free internet!

Best regards from Europe...
Kaan Oezbek
Karlsruhe, Germany

------------------------------ Email 735 ------------------------------

From: sbgoetz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:01
Subject: Internet Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is the first step to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is personally painful to me to
allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

For a nation that claims to be all about equal opportunity for all, this proposal is taking that equality away.  The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visit
any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive
change for the American public.  Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Steve Goetz

------------------------------ Email 736 ------------------------------

From: kmcote
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 7:02
Subject: Re: Today's Headlines: In Policy Shift, F.C.C. Will Allow a Web  Fast Lane
Dear federal regulators,

I was disappointed to read this headline this morning. I see it a failure on your part to do your job and provide a healthy,
regulated environment for e commerce. You are lining the pockets of your former co-workers and industry partners and
squashing the entrepreneurial spirit and opportunities that used to make America a free country and a land of
opportunity. I will vote for any congressman, president or other elected official who is willing to pass legislation to
outlaw your plans to eliminate internet neutrality as we know it.

Regards,

Kevin Cote

Concerned citizen
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On Apr 24, 2014 5:12 AM, "NYTimes.com" < mailto:  wrote:

View in Browser<http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACJI2ZAaeUipVPqk2ZhhTB0ouH8MMY4KyAHj93YMbdmnUzgqwDJEhs+2+oh
TQI4SrBYmQrDEfi8r9&campaign_id=129&instance id=40095&segment id=59041&user id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad6
15963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268> Add mailto:  to your address
book.
The New York Times <http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACHCpQxp3Fo5Z&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&
user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268>       Most Popular<http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACME3j0Ulu+tFIqyk7I7s2g438vgG12AfE8xWIPOYU0HYqmxpH5U8Wo0ofum
KVUbCXKvuQnaa/XusjJJg/kh5JVM=&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a
7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268> | Video<http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACL/oK7UVhKLFLRyg5N7PGr2Xtdc5Zse6Ks8EvfRvTSKmRlcqaJDmNgYQhTo
OROIBwsQtWjBl+o6h&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad6
15963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268> |

Today's Headlines

Thursday, April 24, 2014

IN THIS EMAIL  NYT<http://graphics8.nytimes.com/images/misc/anchor_bullet_6x7.gif>World | U.S. | Politics |
Business | Technology | Sports | Arts | N.Y./Region | Fashion & Style | Today's Video | Obituaries | Editorials | Op-Ed |
On This Day | CUSTOMIZE » <http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=pMJKdIFVI6rcMVYYXia0CswGfPcU3iP2BbboDbCax1Z6HmtDwlSJwJdUy5KCwz0Tqfezxyc2g592Id9gmn
x6jg==&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&
regi_id=51593268>
As a subscriber to Today's Headlines, get all digital access to The Times for just 99 cents.
<http://www.nytimes.com/adx/bin/adx_click.html?
type=goto&opzn&page=email.nytimes.com/todaysheadlines/html&pos=EmailHeader&sn2=1668d3e5/7c22804c&sn1=
c60d9b73/8ab8629c&camp=nyt2014_EmailHeader_TodayHeadline_NotPaidSub_3Q79W&ad=emailheader_nonpaidsu
bs_todaysheadlines_3Q79W&goto=http%3A%2F%2Fwww%2Enytimes%2Ecom%2Fsubscriptions%2FMultiproduct%
2Flp5558%2Ehtml%3Fadxc%3D240511%26adxa%3D363317%26page%3Demail.nytimes.com/todaysheadlines/html%
26pos%3DEmailHeader%26campaignId%3D3Q79W>

Top News

The proposed rules, drafted by Tom Wheeler, the chairman of the Federal Communications Commission, and his staff,
would allow Internet service providers to charge companies different rates for faster connection speeds.
<http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACPLKh239P3pgLh/DDGOCsgAc1dSVHnWyzekbKkZdyaHiNZ3lamSajSy0UB2
ZZ3UkQpg6bta5U4zGrRGmU/MfetfZ6+gx8L5x9c4KsAyRIbPtia9cFbXttNVu1cWQhBB3lokTR13ZctsI&campaign_i
d=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268>
In Policy Shift, F.C.C. Will Allow a Web Fast Lane <http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
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location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACPLKh239P3pgLh/DDGOCsgAc1dSVHnWyzekbKkZdyaHiNZ3lamSajSy0UB2
ZZ3UkQpg6bta5U4zGrRGmU/MfetfZ6+gx8L5x9c4KsAyRIbPtia9cFbXttNVu1cWQhBB3lokTR13ZctsI&campaign_i
d=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268>

By EDWARD WYATT

Planned new rules would allow an Internet provider to negotiate separately with content companies and charge them for
priority service.

 .<http://graphics8.nytimes.com/images/misc/bullet4x4.gif>Bits Blog: The Nuts and Bolts of Network
Neutrality<http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=YFuu/A194QEKjxV/ugpm0k9anQA2MM49IhNWGFarU5HgvzrZPflZwAqqLVX7T+il+sF6FM1ewH+ImPQ
ad29kCr8M11beQAelR2kMf9ck+H63fnRT8zEUFfNA98Q2aA/VGEG/s/+Gd1aRpmNpYgj6yhuduUVjuPAnGbkfUwY
nfSM=&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&
regi_id=51593268>
The multibillion-dollar e-cigarette industry is not regulated, but the Food and Drug Administration is seeking to change
that. <http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACPLKh239P3pgLh/DDGOCsgB7Kws1ZX+P2sP87aYRau89SxamZI5/vRpORyV
Xdrb7Q+mlijdYoXeO7/HZEIa3DFh3Hxsqh/ArhNuLZg2iHWSpF1E2Q6gD6ktXm1vJFeYiB94JjypKTQKIlFSheUVp
YAzbis7k0knr3g==&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad6159
63be65d9c&regi_id=51593268>
F.D.A. Will Propose New Regulations for E-Cigarettes <http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACPLKh239P3pgLh/DDGOCsgB7Kws1ZX+P2sP87aYRau89SxamZI5/vRpORyV
Xdrb7Q+mlijdYoXeO7/HZEIa3DFh3Hxsqh/ArhNuLZg2iHWSpF1E2Q6gD6ktXm1vJFeYiB94JjypKTQKIlFSheUVp
YAzbis7k0knr3g==&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad6159
63be65d9c&regi_id=51593268>

By SABRINA TAVERNISE

The federal government is also proposing to include cigars and tobacco pipes under its regulatory control.

Northwestern Coach Pat Fitzgerald has urged his football players to vote no on a bid to form a union. The vote is set for
Friday. <http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACPLKh239P3pgLh/DDGOCsgCasgyl5kyishLEAfWIi/f24cupn4lZB3wb3vkLtnu+
Afaii9ZEmdm4EjSpa9CVsSZ15Nk5Lb1jNY43QQtFaDf6B/L4KdRtG6Gu75czwzPDgv32OgB9a1JG80D3xDZoD9UY
Qb+z/4Z3VpGmY2liCPrKG525RWO48CcZuR9TBid9Iw==&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59
041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268>
At Northwestern, a Blitz to Defeat an Effort to Unionize <http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?
location=4z5Q7LhI+KVBjmEgFdYACPLKh239P3pgLh/DDGOCsgCasgyl5kyishLEAfWIi/f24cupn4lZB3wb3vkLtnu+
Afaii9ZEmdm4EjSpa9CVsSZ15Nk5Lb1jNY43QQtFaDf6B/L4KdRtG6Gu75czwzPDgv32OgB9a1JG80D3xDZoD9UY
Qb+z/4Z3VpGmY2liCPrKG525RWO48CcZuR9TBid9Iw==&campaign_id=129&instance_id=40095&segment_id=59
041&user_id=38aed5a7e7f678935ad615963be65d9c&regi_id=51593268>

By BEN STRAUSS

As soon as an N.L.R.B. official ruled that the university's scholarship football players had the right to unionize,
Northwestern began a campaign to defeat the vote.

------------------------------ Email 737 ------------------------------
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From: rob
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 7:05
Subject: Gutting Net neutrality on Thursday?
Hello,
I recently learned today you will announce new rules that that will allow content companies to pay Internet service
providers "for special access to consumers.  These rules are extremely unfair and anti consumer.
You are essentially destroying the freedom of the Internet as it stands now.   Nobody except for big corporations and
lobbyists favor these changes and it is clear that Mr Wheeler's lobbyist background is still influencing him in his
"public" job.
I staunchly oppose these rules and will resist then in any way I can.  Please note you are not serving the public's best
interest.

------------------------------ Email 738 ------------------------------

From: ek2660
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:06
Subject: "Fast Lanes"
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

        Speed is relative in our universe. A fast lane is the same thing as giving everybody else a slow lane. The recent
decision you have made on Net Neutrality jeopardizes future development of our country and restricts the freedoms of
every single one of us. It makes the U.S. fundamentally unable to compete in a future that is increasingly
interconnected. As technology advances and becomes more ubiquitous, as speed increases do and will continue to
matter for increasingly greater percentage of societal participation, the US will lag behind other countries. Our ability
for innovation and access to opportunity will suffer at every level.

        You are breaking this countries legs and putting on crutches just because you will be bribed for it. However this is
not an issue you can obfuscate and hide with clever language. You will fundamentally be unable to hide it because it
actually directly impacts every single one of us living in this country. For the sake of all of us, and our future, I hope
you reconsider your stance on Net Neutrality. I will be watching for you to shift your stance before your shortsighted
actions hurt us all.

Sincerely.

-Emir Karamehmetoglu

Emir Karamehmetoglu
Columbia University Class of 2014, Astrophysics

------------------------------ Email 739 ------------------------------

From: 83b080a9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matt  (  writes:
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Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 740 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:08
Subject: FCC's decision regarding net neutrality
Hi Tom,

I’m sure you’ve heard a lot from the American people regarding the FCC’s recent turnaround in Net Neutrality and I am
 writing you to let you know that it is a mistake. A decision like this continues to set the stage and allow large
corporations dominate the lives of regular people.

I’m a regular person who would be affected by such a decision. I’m a web developer that works with non-profits as well
 as freelance contract work – A decision like this hurts people like me because it rubs out any reason I would have to
work in this field. This makes markets less competitive, causes stagnation and generally raises the level of ire that
people (read: consumers) have for technology and companies that serve that area of the market.

Allowing Comcast to merge with TimeWarner and then subsequently kill Net Neutrality means that my income (and the
 income of thousands of others like me, possibly millions) will drop in the coming years while the amount of effort I
exert to work (and find work) grows. Money that would be better spent on the development of security practices, user
experience and innovative products will be spent needlessly in courts, legal fees and the rising cost of internet and
access of information in America. This doesn’t even speak of the glimpses of corruption and cronyism that this decision
has exposed in our government entities (the FCC) and large corporations that “serve” the American people (Comcast &
TimeWarner)

More importantly is the aspect of free speech. Let’s be honest – television networks aren’t “1st amendment zones” –
they never have been. As long as vested interests control the content of what people say for all to hear free speech does
not exist.
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It is CRUCIAL that the FCC/US Govt make the right call on this decision – and that is and always will be to 100%
support a free and open internet, unencumbered by government and/or corporate interests.

Thank you for your time, your consideration on this matter is greatly appreciated!

Josh Hickey – Charlotte, NC

------------------------------ Email 741 ------------------------------

From: jimmie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:09
Subject: Defend net neutrality.
Allowing ISP's to favor Internet traffic that has paid for access will destroy the Internet. You are responsible to the
people. The decision to end net neutrality does not benefit the American people, it benefits only the ISP's. Do your duty
and defend net neutrality.

Jimmie Malone
(607) 725-7423
www.ExceptionalReceptions.com<http://www.ExceptionalReceptions.com>

------------------------------ Email 742 ------------------------------

From: xxprodigyxx11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
A pay-for-priority Internet is not open Internet. Open Internet should be free of discrimination of content. Netflix having
 to pay Comcast for better service is unacceptable.

Its already bad enough that I have no choice in who I get my high speed Internet from.

Sincerely,
A concerned Internet lover.

------------------------------ Email 743 ------------------------------

From: asheron 999
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:12
Subject: Regarding the whole net neutrality kerfuffle
Hello!

I just heard about the whole ‘fast lanes’ deal.

Nice going! I can’t even imagine what kind of payout you’re about to receive. Nice going leveraging your position like
that!
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Sincerely,

Someone that doesn’t live in the US and isn’t being bumfucked right now.

Sent frá Windows-póstur

------------------------------ Email 744 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:12
Subject: You just sold out the American public
You're garbage and beholden to the corporate powers in America.  Thank for limiting our freedom of information.  You
are the problem with this country.

------------------------------ Email 745 ------------------------------

From: s.vinsel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:12
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality!
Don't make access to customers something that gets auctioned to the highest bidder. Don't let ISPs make money off of
their shoddy business models.

Sean Vinsel

------------------------------ Email 746 ------------------------------

From: cyclones006
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 7:13
Subject: Unacceptable
You've all proven, Wheeler in particular, that you're nothing but dirty word benders working for the interests of the
cable companies and not the American people you were put in office to serve. None of you are fighting for net neutrality
 - although you do like using the term "open internet" a lot. With every statement you release, we have to read between
the lines... It's always non-denials.

You are indeed revealing a "turnaround" in policy when an ISP can charge more for traffic depending on the source.

I hope you are all ready to be hated by the American people. That's what you're signing up for.

Get your acts together. Now.

Derek

Sent from my iPhone
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------------------------------ Email 747 ------------------------------

From: chriskolbu
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:16
Subject: Killing Net Neutrality is the worst idea in the history of the  Internet.
Shame on you.

------------------------------ Email 748 ------------------------------

From: kathlyn.almeida87
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:18
Subject: Re: FCC
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Kathlyn Almeida

------------------------------ Email 749 ------------------------------

From: jasonpastorik
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jason Pastorik (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 750 ------------------------------

From: galkafan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:21
Subject: Hey  quit it with the fucking over net nutrality
Good morning Mr wheeler, or more likely Mr wheelers assistant.

I am just going to be short and to the point here.  Quit giving permission to greedy corporations to fuck over one of the
few truly spectacular and wonderful things that modern society has created.for a quick buck.  Look I know that they
have their hands in Mr wheelers pockets so deep that they can wipe his ass.  Quit Helping these people fuck us over.
That's all we ask.

------------------------------ Email 751 ------------------------------

From: errenden
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:21
Subject: Net Neutrality reversal.
Tom,

Congratulations on selling the American people out and proving that our land is truly oligarchy bought and paid for by
corporations.  With your decision to allow "fast lanes" we average americans who work for a living can now enjoy
having our duopolistic internet providers the ability to gouge us even more which is exactly what the middle class
needs.  I look forward to having to pay extra to access to content that I already pay for and that other companies have
already paid for simply because my internet provider decided that they're not getting enough money out of me.  I can't
wait for innovation to be struck down because small companies with large ideas and large bandwidth needs will now
need to pay even more in order to get their idea across to users who happen to be on network whose board just isn't
making enough money for their annual bonus.  Congratulations Tom and FCC, you truly do earn you pay by betraying
the public so well and I'm sure your next job at whatever communications company will pay you guys handsomely for
decisions you make here today.
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------------------------------ Email 752 ------------------------------

From: jepeway
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:24
Subject: Net Neutrality?
Could you help me understand the FCC's take on Net Neutrality?  I'm lost as to why, eg, internet service isn't considered
 a public utility and regulated as one.  Also, the notion that my ISP can deprefer packets sent to me by their competitors
—or even companies with no paid partnership with my ISP—doesn't seem right to me.

As someone who has used the 'net since the late 80's, I worry that my customary use of it will be challenging once
AT&T, say, considers ssh packets from my iPad to one my servers run as "trash" compared to those necessary to its U-
verse VoD service—simply because my servers aren't hosted in an AT&T data center.

Chris.

Sent from one of many mobile devices.
Please excuse everything about this message: formatting, spelling, content & most especially, its author.

------------------------------ Email 753 ------------------------------

From: quincylsmith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:27
Subject: Please protect Net Neutrality!
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Quincy Smith
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------------------------------ Email 754 ------------------------------

From: ecardwell1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:28
Subject: Please do not end net neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler

I am writing to ask you reconsider the FCC's current stance on the internet and net neutrality.

The internet should be free of control from companies that want to limit access/speeds to information based on their
profit margins.  These companies should not be the gatekeepers.

In 2014 the internet should be treated as a utility.  The data that flows to homes should be held in the same regard as
water and electricity.

Thank you for your time,
Eric Cardwell
127 Violet Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15229

Please excuse any errors in spelling and grammar. Message sent from mobile device.

------------------------------ Email 755 ------------------------------

From: arno.fortelny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:28
Subject: Stop!
Stop destroying net neutrality. This "fast lane" is quite possibly the
worst idea I've ever heard. This will stifle creativity and
entrepreneurship on the internet because now  only a select few will
be able to pay off the cable company mob bosses to get decent access
(speed) to their customers.

Stop now!

Best,

--
Arno Fortelny
(Sent from my iPhone)

------------------------------ Email 756 ------------------------------

From: nasca.2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi, please reconsider your plan to create a fast line, as this would further destroy what net neutrality is left in the US. It
seems like you can still fight quite a bit, but are giving in very easily. Listen to the people, they dislike your plan.
Thanks for your time, Angelo.
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------------------------------ Email 757 ------------------------------

From: bill.page
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:31
Subject: Destroying the internet
Hi Tom,

It seems to me that you don't care much for the future of America. Destroying the internet for the personal wealth of
yourself and your friends is more treasonous than anything Snowden has or will do.

Are you mental?

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 758 ------------------------------

From: ryan.coe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:33
Subject:
Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to this nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 759 ------------------------------

From: ltsoto
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:36
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lorenzo Soto (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler, please keep our communication free and open by supporting true net neutrality.  It's the only way we have
left to make this country better informed.  An ignorant populace will only lead us further into decline.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 760 ------------------------------

From: spoksterx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 761 ------------------------------

From: eross1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 762 ------------------------------
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From: mandyschroder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mandy Schroder (  writes:

We, as the people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to abuse, will ensure the very vehicle
that you sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will
make traitors and cowards of you all. You, and by direct connection your family and legacy, will be branded the
Benedict Arnold of the 21st century."
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 763 ------------------------------

From: benjamin.k.moran
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
benjamin moran (  writes:

I was very disappointed to read this morning of the FCC's capitulation to big business interests, and the proposed
building of an Internet "Fast Lane". This, of course, means that the non-wealthy among us will be relegated to the Slow
Lane, which will inevitably lead to the stifling of competition by smaller companies, and ending the period of wild
creativity that has characterized this birth of this technology.

By tearing down the principals of Net Neutrality in this fashion, you are setting the stage for the destruction of the
internet as we know it, and allowing the most powerful companies dominion over it.

Shame on you, Mr. Wheeler. You have sold us out. Shame on you.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Moran
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 764 ------------------------------

From: popezaphod
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am appalled by the FCC's decision to allow ISPs to charge content providers for bandwidth.  This is a complete and
utter condemnation of net neutrality.  As a consumer, it's simple: I pay my ISP for access to the Internet and I pay
content providers (like Netflix) for content.  If consumers like me are creating too much bandwidth from a provider, it's
up to the ISP to overhaul their infrastructure and provide the services they promised me.  Allowing ISPs to charge
content providers for more bandwidth is not only double-dipping but it will create a class system on the Internet where
second-class netizens won't be able to share content as freely as first-class netizens.  That is not the Internet I've used for
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 over 20 years.  Your ruling is going to radically change the way information is accessible online.  Please, please
reconsider this ruling.  There is a LOT at stake.

Thank you for your time.

--
-><- Joseph Prisco -><-
"They that can give up essential liberty to purchase a little temporary
safety deserve neither liberty or safety." - Ben Franklin

------------------------------ Email 765 ------------------------------

From: christopherchall97
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:45
Subject: Your Recent Actions
Hello Tom.

It has come to my attention that you have permitted the destruction of Net Neutrality by allowing companies to pay for
faster loading speeds. This is detrimental to both the equal access of information and free market capitalism in the
online world.

As a U.S. citizen, I feel it is my duty to come out against your ruling, along with many others. It is also your duty to side
 with the people and what is best for the Internet, not just the megacorporations.

Frankly, it's disappointing, but I know why you did it. You probably have some cushy job at Comcast or one of the other
 major ISP's awaiting you when you're done with the FCC.

Thanks for reading, and hopefully you'll do the right thing for the people. I won't be holding my breath though.

------------------------------ Email 766 ------------------------------

From: adamleonard
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 7:46
Subject: Net Neutrality

I’m very concerned about the possibility that internet providers may be allowed to create a separate “priority” delivery
channel/fast lane/premium tier/etc option that they can charge content providers to access.  In the short run this approach
 is very reasonable.  It helps ensure that the services that are using up the most bandwidth help pay for that bandwidth
and more importantly improves the end-user experience. In the long run, however, it is the beginning of the end of the
current internet.

The premium tier model creates what amounts to “internet 2” and since ISPs can charge both the content providers and
the end users, it means that ISPs will have no incentive to continue to upgrade the original internet connection.  Over
time, as internet 2 becomes faster and faster, enabling ever more rich content and experiences, the original internet
delivery channels where tomorrow’s Youtubes, Facebooks, Twitters, Googles, and other great online companies would
normally launch will not be able to deliver a quality experience.  These future startups will have huge new costs trying
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to launch and scale up a new product for end users who will not accept old internet levels of service when they are used
to internet 2 speeds simply because the end user in 10 years won’t realize there are two systems – it will be transparent
to them.  As a result, users will only see a laggy new product and dismiss it as not polished when the problem is simply
that they can’t afford to deliver their content via internet 2.

This two tiered system will serve the interests of the ISPs and the large content providers who will not face competition
from startups with great ideas anymore.  They will be free to simply buy up the startups’ ideas on the cheap because
startups won’t be able scale up and properly launch their products.  This is not good for the economy and is why a
proposal to allow ISPs to create and charge for access to priority delivery, however reasonable it appears in the short
run, will have long range, lasting, and negative consequences.

------------------------------ Email 767 ------------------------------

From: swissopoker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:49
Subject: Mirror
Mirror mirror on the wall, who is the most corrupt of them all ... Here's a link to a
mirror<http://www.ebay.com/itm/Contemporary-Silver-Gold-Ornate-Wood-Framed-Beveled-Wall-Mirror-24-X-20-
/380879082610?pt=Mirrors&hash=item58ae299472>, please buy it and see if you can look at yourself in it should the
net neutrality be given away for profit to the big corps.. You will forever be known as the person who ruined one of
mankind's greatest tools for personal opportunity development..

You Sellout !!

------------------------------ Email 768 ------------------------------

From: davewilson81
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:50
Subject: Thanks for killing Net Nuetrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.  Just remember you are supposed to be working for the
American people, not billion dollar corporations.
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Sincerely,

David Wilson

------------------------------ Email 769 ------------------------------

From: jdshoop
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:51
Subject: In regard to "fast lanes"

Dear Mr Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

 Sincerely,
Josh

------------------------------ Email 770 ------------------------------

From: donavin.wenger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:51
Subject: Be the change
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
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 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Regards,

Donavin

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 771 ------------------------------

From: alexburdine
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 7:53
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Dear FCC employees,

As overseers, and ultimately protectors, of clear and free communication for US citizens, please dig deep into your
hearts and ask yourselves if the rules you are writing really and truly are for the people and by the people.

The rules already favor Comcast, et al... don't give them more power to increase charges to consumers. Keep the
Internet and free place where all can access information without prejudice or impediments.

As a middle class, home-owning, father of two young girls, I emplore you to protect our children not empower
corporations.

Blessings for the work you do and the pressure you face.

Sincerely,
Alex Burdine
610-573-1366

------------------------------ Email 772 ------------------------------

From: guardkd-politics
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Katharine Davis (  writes:

It is critical that American businesses have equal access to our internet infrastructure.

The pay-for-speed model you favor is no different than letting someone with a lot of money drive 70 mph down the
highway while making everyone else go 40.

You can stop this travesty!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 773 ------------------------------

From: selrise
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:54
Subject: Net neutrality is important
The internet might be the only place left in America in which everyone is treated equally. The United States is already
far behind other modern countries in western Europe and especially south Korea. Destroying net neutrality will only put
America further behind the rest of the world. America should be leading the way; however destroying net neutrality is
an enormous step backwards. This issue is also a slippery slope and as said before it's the only place left in America
that's equal. Why would anyone want to get rid of that? I don't want a national Comcast monopoly that can gauge me for
 all I have. There is already no competition in my city for providing internet. Time warner is the only one. Prices are
already much to high for a service much too slow compared to the rest of the world. I don't know about you, but I want
to be treated equally and have competitive internet rates. I'm fine with spending money on my internet, but that requires
a superior service.

------------------------------ Email 774 ------------------------------

From: macrost
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:56
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Sincerely,

A Voting Citizen of the United States of America

------------------------------ Email 775 ------------------------------
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From: ianator626
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 7:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 776 ------------------------------

From: erictillson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:00
Subject: Do not end net neutrality
I'm not sure why you're essentially putting the internet under the control of large businesses.  You sir are ridiculous and
a blight to our society.

------------------------------ Email 777 ------------------------------

From: asad
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Asad (  writes:

Net Neutrality. You serve the people, not companies. Start serving!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 778 ------------------------------

From: logan mcconnaughey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:00
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
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By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 779 ------------------------------

From: a.stewart34
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:01
Subject: Net neutrality concerns

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thank you for your time.
Andrew

--

Andrew Stewart, Esq.
Drexel School of Law
(P) 303-842-5566

------------------------------ Email 780 ------------------------------
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From: greggbydesign
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:01
Subject: Fast lanes
Hello Tom,

Add me to the ever expanding list of people instructing you to eat a dick.

Cordially,

GMI

------------------------------ Email 781 ------------------------------

From: jbisutti
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:01
Subject: Comcast
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

-Justin Bisutti

------------------------------ Email 782 ------------------------------

From: brianhelfrich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Helfrich (  writes:
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Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 783 ------------------------------

From: logan mcconnaughey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Logan McConnaughey  (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 784 ------------------------------

From: dm7953
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Morgan (  writes:

Your fast track decision to split the internet into faster and slower speeds stinks and seems to be a complete turnaround
from your prior position.
Very disappointed in this new direction.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 785 ------------------------------

From: mjcawley26
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Your recent proposal to removing net neutrality and allowing ISPs to act as gatekeepers to the Internet is a terrible
mistake. This ruling would allow companies to, essentially, censor opposing viewpoints or political ideologies that the
CEO of your ISP disagrees with. It is un-American and against the very foundation of our Founding Fathers. Please
reconsider your views.

Michael Cawley

------------------------------ Email 786 ------------------------------

From: chuckshell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:07
Subject: Good bye to freedom
I hope you burn in hell. You have sold out so good bye to the internet.

------------------------------ Email 787 ------------------------------

From: omegapulsar
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:08
Subject: New "net neutrality" rules
Any system that allows for special privileges to be bought and sold is not only totally fake when called net neutrality,
but also sells out the American people. Please do the right thing and give the American people the protected access to
the largest source of information and free speech on the planet.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 788 ------------------------------

From: jaymauricemilano
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:08
Subject: What happened to Net Neutrality?
You have taken the most crooked, paid-for, anti-American stance on Internet freedom and neutrality you could take.
This latest decision, to allow bandwidth throttling of sites that do not pay a fee to bloated, greedy corporations (who do
not provide sufficient Internet speeds anyways), is clearly against the interests of the every American citizen - except, of
 course, those paid by said corporations.

Imagine restricting access to books not written by the rich and famous.  This is practically a protection racket; "Pay us
our protection fee and we won't ruin your website, and your business along with it."

You and your organization are clearly working for the interests of big companies in this matter.  Reconsider this
decision or there will be consequences.
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------------------------------ Email 789 ------------------------------

From: tobias
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:09
Subject: Destroying the internet?
Hi Tom,

It's a shame that you don't take a clear stand for real (!) net neutrality. How can you sleep at night?

Best regards from Germany,
Tobias Auth

------------------------------ Email 790 ------------------------------

From: mmullane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:09
Subject: Internet Fast Lanes
Mr Wheeler:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Michael Mullane

Fairport, NY

------------------------------ Email 791 ------------------------------

From: tmodle11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:10
Subject: Net Nutrality
Imagine if the water company knew how you used your water. Sounds ridiculous doesn't it? Well so is this Internet "fast
 lane". We need net neutrality. It's vital.
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------------------------------ Email 792 ------------------------------

From: oc ryan22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:10
Subject: Not that you care...
But your plan to allow internet "fast lanes" is chipping away at an open and fair internet. Thanks scumbag!

------------------------------ Email 793 ------------------------------

From: rafe22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom:

I read the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, ensuring certain companies will pay to receive additional
speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet; it is appalling to me that anyone would allow large
corporate entities to control what was (and should be) the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being
FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either
directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,
Rafe Moran

------------------------------ Email 794 ------------------------------

From: andrew.fichter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:13
Subject: FCC stance on Net Neutrality
Good Morning Mr. Wheeler,

I wanted to take a moment and write you regarding your stance on net neutrality. I would hope that you are able to keep
the best interest of the American people in mind, but my understanding is that you are failing to do so by siding with the
 major corporations and threatening to permanently (and significantly) damage freedom in this country.

We most definitely need government regulation to ensure digital neutrality. Giving corporations the power to determine
how the digital landscape is operated is both terrifying and short-sighted. The long-term implications of such power will
 completely destroy the most important vehicle to freedom of expression.

You are in a uniquely powerful position to fight for the voice and the rights of the American people. I understand that
your pockets are being lined by powerful entities that are telling you to fight against the interest of everyday citizens,
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but I would encourage you to take some time to look inward and think about what you are doing, and whose interests
you are really serving.

At the end of the day, if you are swayed by the money and power being used to leverage your position of power in lieu
of the interests of the American people, you have failed at your job and you have failed your country.

I would encourage you think long and hard about this, and to realize the implications of what you are doing with your
power.

-Andrew

------------------------------ Email 795 ------------------------------

From: blankstamped
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:14
Subject: Comcast "Fast Lane"
-Hello Mr. Wheeler

I've been reading about this "fast lane" Idea, and I don't agree with it. It's been shown that human beings can form
impressions about a website in the first half-second of seeing it, and more than a second or two and they begin to

------------------------------ Email 796 ------------------------------

From: andy shinn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:14
Subject: Net nutrality
Fuck off dick wad

Sent from the future.

------------------------------ Email 797 ------------------------------

From: matthew.anderson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:16
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matthew Anderson (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 798 ------------------------------

From: nward1991
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:17
Subject: You are a terrible person
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 799 ------------------------------

From: mshissler
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:18
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality Future Ruling
Dear Mr. Wheeler, With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is
to protect the majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become
corrupted by money and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country. But it's not too late for you
 to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the hardships. You can kill the
fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have been classified a decade ago.
You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you. Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for
your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and history will not remember you. You have a decision in
this, which is more than the rest of us have.

--
Michael Shissler
(561)213 6280

mailto:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 800 ------------------------------

From: pat
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:18
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Patrick McDermott (  writes:

Sir,
You are unfit for the office you hold. It is not possible for you to serve the interests of the people of the United States
and work against a truly neutral internet. You are actively destroying the most important piece of infrastructure for the
twenty first century. This is unacceptable and I demand your resignation effective immediately.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 801 ------------------------------

From: jklepetka
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:20
Subject: Net neutrality

Just adding my name to the millions opposing your decision.

I am sure your family's lifestyle will continue to be comfortable.

------------------------------ Email 802 ------------------------------

From: jpanderson88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

- Jon Anderson
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------------------------------ Email 803 ------------------------------

From: rrseverino
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ralph Severino (  writes:

Chairman,
We must not let internet access speeds go to the highest bidder. Giving ISPs the right to charge for faster access to their
lines will become the techno equivalent of Citizens United. Our democracy is already faltering. Have you thought of the
 start-ups that won't be able to compete?

Though you were in the industry since before it's inception I'm sure you never imagine all that it would become just as
now you aren't truly imagining all it could be and what you may be stifling. Please rescind your decision.

For the record this comment is inspired by the sad news I read this morning in the NYTimes. I was not asked to do so by
 some net neutrality group.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 804 ------------------------------

From: chmilenkoluke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:23
Subject: Fast Lane
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect.

I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, but I worry the
commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these cases and I fear large
companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists might have over this
process.

n conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.
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Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Luke Chmilenko

------------------------------ Email 805 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:23
Subject: Killing Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler and other FCC Commissioners-

How dare you?

How dare you kill off the free and open access to the internet which we,
the American public have come to know and rely on under the guise or
"commercial reasonableness?"

How dare you open up the possibility that a company can use this
standard of "commercial reasonableness" to censor opposing viewpoints or
political speech on the internet?

How dare you allow for-profit companies to pick winners and losers based
solely upon the ability to pay more?

How dare you prevent startup growth by giving the keys to market share
to corporations concerned only about their profit margins?

How dare you allow the internet to become yet another medium for two or
three major corporations to gouge consumers through arbitrary rate hikes
that enrich their profit margins?

How dare you abdicate your responsibility to protect the public from
communications monopolies by refusing to regulate the internet as a
public utility?

And to you in particular Mr. Wheeler, how dare you create destroy free
and open access to the internet in order to drive up profits for your
friends in the National Cable Television Association (Comcast, Time
Warner), and the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association
(AT&T, Verizon) at the expense of the American consumers you were
appointed to protect?

I live in Lansing, MI, where there is only one real way to get internet
access - through Comcast. Yes, AT&T maintains a foothold, but it is
demonstrably slower (1/10th the speed), and requires a bundle contract
that includes unnecessary features (landline phone service, cable
television with premium channels, and mandatory renting ALL equipment)
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for a substantially higher fee, making it impractical for use, and
leading to a virtual local monopoly for Comcast.

In the past years, I have seen my bill from Comcast continually and
arbitrarily increase my monthly bill in the name of "infrastructure
upgrades" - promising speed upgrades that have never materialized. In
fact, connection speeds have actually DROPPED, and the nearly daily
outages make using the internet in Lansing an exercise in frustration.

This lack of service and promised upgrades is offset by Comcast posting
record profits yet again last quarter.

This is what you were appointed to prevent - the actual lack of
competition in markets, the gouging of consumers to create financial
windfalls for corporate executives and shareholders, and the lack of
follow through on upgrades from these companies.

Instead, you are sacrificing the American public to enrich their bottom
lines.

Furthermore, as someone who uses the internet for business purposes
(sending session files, scores, and masters to performers, streaming
lessons to students, conducting interviews via Skype, etc.), the idea
that I will now have my business affected through slower speeds unless I
pay for premium access as a content creator is completely unacceptable,
and in fact, may affect my ability to conduct business at a reasonable
price.

In the US, we already pay more for internet access than in any other
developed country around the world. Yet our speeds are fractions of what
are available at lesser prices in countries that regulate the internet
like any other public utility, such as Finland, South Korea, Singapore,
Japan, or France. By killing net neutrality, you are ensuring that this
will be the case for years to come.

Your job is not to enrich corporate profits. It's to protect Americans
from unreasonable consolidate of communication companies into
monopolies. Do your actual job and stop giving handouts to your industry
friends.

-Ben Fuhrman, DMA
www.benfuhrman.com

------------------------------ Email 806 ------------------------------

From: christavde
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christa Van Den Elsen (  writes:

It is vital to growing our economy for net neutrality to remain. If we have a few large companies as gatekeepers there
will be far less innovation. There will be fewer new businesses possible. There will be fewer lines of communication for
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 intellectual pursuit or emergencies. If net neutrality does not pass we are throwing away our rights to free speech and
free enterprise.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 807 ------------------------------

From: nateokane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nathan O'Kane (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
The next industrial revolution is at your command. The internet is absolutely critical to the people of America to be
more successful than the other country's of the world. As more Americans have connected to the internet, this country
has flourished with internet start ups (1), innovative ideas (2), and allowed donations to charitable causes from
anywhere in the world (3). Allowing ISPs to charge each service for speed will increase the price of the services and
extinguish the usefulness and innovation that the internet brings. We are already paying for speeds from ISPs regardless
of where it is coming from. 28% of Americans only have one choice in ISP (4). Without competition in the market,
there is no competition. Thus the model of capitalism is not applicable here. When you plug in a cell phone or a
computer, you don't pay for those devices to receive service, you just pay for the usage. This is the way the internet
should and has been working. I please urge you to do the right t
 hing for the people of America and to show the world what a leading nation does with regards to free flow of
information by classifying the internet as a utility and protecting net neutrality. Thanks for your time.

(1) netflix.com
(2) kickstarter.com
(3) doctorswithoutborders.org
(4)http://webcast.softbank.co.jp/en/press/20140311/index.html?_ga=1.215422487.1272358708.1398342111

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 808 ------------------------------

From: mallory.haupt
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear sirs and madams,

I do not agree with the newly proposed bill that will raise cost for consumers and ultimately allow less control in our
lives. It will only benefit corporations that already take advantage of the consumers.

Please start thinking of the masses that you are supposed to be championing, and not the money that you receive from
companies that are ruining the economy at the expense of the people that work 40+ hours a week trying to provide for
their families. Soon they will have no money left for anything but the basics in life.
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------------------------------ Email 809 ------------------------------

From: moselejr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:28
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
James Moseley (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 810 ------------------------------

From: james.boman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:29
Subject: You are part of the problem now.
Mr. Wheeler;

You are not stupid enough to believe that the "fast lane" is anything but marketing speech for slowing down
connectivity for sites that don't cough up protection money to an ISP. Speaking as an IT industry professional, you
should be ashamed of yourself. I know that you either have been promised a lucrative lobbying position or given
another offer that is barely not a bribe in order to support this, because you aren't an idiot. Your pockets will be
sufficiently lined enough that you will never feel shame and you will never have trouble sleeping. More importantly,
you don't even care that people like me know that you sold us out for your own disgustingly selfish benefit, because you
 know that this issue is too complicated for the majority of Americans to pay attention to it, so you will get away with
this.

You are an awful person, and history is littered with low-life weasels like yourself screwing over their fellow citizens to
get richer. Fix this and redeem yourself.

James H. Boman | FLUOR | Government Group – Platforms and Applications |  | IODC
20.4454 | O +1.864.281.4454 | M +1.864.640.9295 | www.fluor.com<http://www.fluor.com/>
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------------------------------------------------------------
The information transmitted is intended only for the person
or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
proprietary, business-confidential and/or privileged material.
If you are not the intended recipient of this message you are
hereby notified that any use, review, retransmission, dissemination,
distribution, reproduction or any action taken in reliance upon
this message is prohibited. If you received this in error, please
contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.

Any views expressed in this message are those of the individual
sender and may not necessarily reflect the views of the company.
------------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------ Email 811 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:29
Subject: STOP net neutrality
I campaigned, contributed to, and voted for President Obama, but he is allowing you to gut the Internet as we know it.
Please stop. Here is my social media post for today:

The worst mistake our President has made - and one that I'm afraid none of us understand the long-term consequences
of - was putting former lobbyist Tom Wheeler in charge of the FCC. Both are very much in the wrong on the Net
neutrality issue.

It's hard to get Americans stirred up about this, because we think it's about nothing more than paying a few more dollars
each month for cable or Internet. This issue is about CONTROL.

While the Internet has many dark sides, the free and easily-available flow of information on the Web is the greatest
contributor to individual growth and freedom since the concept of democracy came along.

This law is the first step in taking that away.

------------------------------ Email 812 ------------------------------

From: ineedbrain
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:29
Subject: Please classify telecom companies as common carriers
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 813 ------------------------------

From: sficke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:29
Subject: Net neutrality and FCC rules
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing to voice my strong opposition to the new proposed rule regarding internet providers and content services. As
 an educator of non-traditional college students, many of them disadvantaged or veterans,  I can tell you that internet
service is not a luxury these days. It is a necessary part of an education that will help students live more prosperous
lives. Any move to allow "commercially reasonable" discrimination will cause already-high rates to rise and put one
more piece of education out of these working students' reach. You work for those students, not the internet providers.
Please do your job and keep the net free of discrimination.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sarah Ficke

------------------------------ Email 814 ------------------------------

From: madnickhahaha
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Please reconsider your position on net neutrality. You are striking an unnecessary blow against freedom for the people
you were meant to protect. You are not doing the right thing. Realize that if you continue on your path to restriction, you
 will be hated, and be richer than you were. If you turn back now, you will be loved by your people, and have the same
amount of wealth.

I know from experience that greed is a powerful enemy, but you must resist. Today my son told me he wanted to go into
 politics, so he told me he would be a business man, so he could be the one with actual power. Please restore faith in the
government. Please show that you still have the power, not the companies like Comcast and TWC. Please be noble.

Thanks for considering. Too many freedoms restricted will only lead to backlash and revolution.

------------------------------ Email 815 ------------------------------
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From: chris major
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:30
Subject: FCC ISP Concerns
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Chris Major

------------------------------ Email 816 ------------------------------

From: bwhitten518
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:30
Subject: Concerns around NET NEUTRALITY
Good day Commissioner,

Your upcoming proposal to allow ISPs, whom the largest have geographic monopolies, to give companies faster service
by way of paying for it is wrong.

You know that this will cause a completely unfair playing field. Small, Internet-based companies will never again be
able to keep up with large established players because of this price of entry.

Also, who is going to pay for this new "fast lane"? The content subscribers, of course.

Do the right thing, commissioner.

------------------------------ Email 817 ------------------------------

From: downcastbass
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Please do not abolish current net neutrality standards.  You're going to inadvertently turn the internet into Walmart.  I do
 not, and will not shop at Walmart, much the same as I will not participate in a non-neutral internet.

Also, I will do everything possible, to assure Tom Wheeler, and the rest of the FCC commissioners never hold another
government job, as well as exposing those responsible as the corporate parrots they have become.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 818 ------------------------------

From: philnicholson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Phil Nicholson (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to
pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow
large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 819 ------------------------------

From: jheikka
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:31
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules

Mr. Wheeler,

I writing to You to express my opposition to the proposed Net Neutrality Rules by FCC.

The proposed rules are fundamentally anti-American going against the very basic values of our nation.  The rules if
implemented will hurt free speech, entrepreneurship, innovation and American consumers and workers.

The new rules would make America less competitive and weaken America globally.

You should be ashamed to be shill for telecommunications industry instead of an independent regulator.  Corruption by
any other name is still corruption.
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Regards,
Jukka Heikka

------------------------------ Email 820 ------------------------------

From: tlangs
To:   .MISSING-HOST-NAME.
Date: 4/24/2014 8:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
" <
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Mime-Version: 1.0 (1.0)

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet=
, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a g=
ateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to al=
low large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehi=
cle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a lobbyist f=
or the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went f=
rom being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I k=
now you are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer some=
time in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with reg=
ards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrev=
ocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about opportun=
ity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for p=
eople to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so muc=
h more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that consumers w=
ill be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconc=
eivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive chan=
ge for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good=
 to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be n=
igh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative r=
epercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on y=
ou, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.=20

Trevyn Langsford
Student and Software Engineer=

------------------------------ Email 821 ------------------------------

From: thewhitehouse1979
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:33
Subject: Net Neutrality Issues
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
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lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Alan White

------------------------------ Email 822 ------------------------------

From: anna.biegalski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please consider the American virtues of freedom and opportunity with regards to putting an end to net neutrality.
Allowing such a clear stranglehold on deciding what information (and at what speeds) the country will have access to is
a direct violation of the trust of your fellow citizens, and a gross misappropriation of power.
Doing the right thing can be difficult sometimes, sure. But please do the job the people have entrusted to you.

Do not end net neutrality.

Thank you,
Anna Biegalski

------------------------------ Email 823 ------------------------------

From: mitch.loudenbeck
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:35
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mitchell Loudenbeck (  writes:

I'm writing to express my discontent with the recent announcement of the new "Net Neutrality" plan. This is appalling.
There is a simple solution to Net Neutrality - declare the internet a utility and regulate ISPs as Common Carriers. If you
actually put the interest of the American public first you would drop this tiered system and push forward with declaring
ISPs common carriers.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 824 ------------------------------

From: coppingedward
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 8:36
Subject: Do not be the man who killed the internet
That's all I have to say. I know you've received plenty of other emails that explain why. I know you've received several
paragraphs of well constructed arguments as well as short vitriolic statements. I don't want to just restate what others
have said, I just want to make sure you know I'm out there.

Please reconsider these "fast lanes". You would be doing more harm than good.

------------------------------ Email 825 ------------------------------

From: kenortman23
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:36
Subject: thanks in advance for ruining the internet
Mr. Judas Wheeler,

Just out of curiosity, how many shekels did you sell us out for? What high-paying private sector job did you line up for
yourself?

Thanks,
The American Public

------------------------------ Email 826 ------------------------------

From: mikegurfield
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:37
Subject: New ISP regulations
Members of the FCC-

The new ISP rules you are proposing are a travesty.  Allowing the ISP's to charge websites for preferred status is
antithetical to why the internet exists.  Broad and open access to information is the vital and most important invention of
 our era, and your rules will stifle innovation, and increase consumer burden.

And what do we the consumer get from your new rules?  Do you mandate that the broadband provider monopolies (that
you allow to exist) invest any revenue gained from their new charges to web services into infrastructure?  No.  As
Americans, we should be absolutely ashamed of how far behind the rest of the world our internet infrastructure has
fallen, and instead of REGULATING (the task that you are chartered with), you choose to allow companies that already
fleece the public for their services to in turn to fleece other companies.

Shame on you.

I guess as long as the lobbyist dinners keep rolling, you will all be fine.  But you are forsaking the fundamental
principles of the internet for a quick cash grab by greedy corporations.  I can't wait for the mega-monopoly of
ComcastTimeWarner to start blocking access to websites that refuse to pay their fees.  Perhaps you don't remember
Time Warner refusing to carry CBS this past fall in New York City because CBS wouldn't agree to a rate hike.  I can't
wait to live in a world where I'm only able to access information from companies who pay enough.

Shame on you.

Michael A. Gurfield
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------------------------------ Email 827 ------------------------------

From: cole
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm emailing you from a domain that was established because the internet was open to anyone. I'm using this domain
through gmail because through competition and internet openess gmail proved to be superior to AOL, Hotmail, etc. Had
 net neutrality been non-existant 15 years ago, google would probably not exist. Killing net neutrality would stifle
innovation, kill jobs, and over time destroy the internet. Please don't do this.

Regards,
Cole Fitzpatrick

------------------------------ Email 828 ------------------------------

From: drkdstryer
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:38
Subject: Proposed rule changes
Please do not remove net neutrality. We pay ISPs for data and that's what they deliver - upgrading their networks is
something any provider should be capable of handling currently.

--
- Mike

------------------------------ Email 829 ------------------------------

From: ryan.m.wade
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
To The Oligarchs:

Have you all had a frontal lobotomy recently? Have you not seen what the lower classes in other countries have resorted
 to when their access to the internet is stifled? You're going down a slippery slope by allowing money to equal access,
and with Net Neutrality you're doing it to something everyone uses. Please think twice before implementing these new
rules.

And don't say I didn't warn you when the lower classes get the idea to overthrow the US Govt.

Sincerely,
Ryan Wade

------------------------------ Email 830 ------------------------------

From: khwieder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:38
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Please can you guys not gut net neutrality and not shutout smaller websites who won’t be able to pay in for preferential
treatment from ISPs. Can we just allow everyone one equal and open access to the internet the the myriad of services
that it provides.  thank you.

------------------------------ Email 831 ------------------------------

From: ezrabyrd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:38
Subject: In regards to net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By placing certain companies interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation
that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies; consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is
ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. Please reconsider this decision.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 832 ------------------------------

From: adamdavidson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:39
Subject: Concern from Canada.
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. Now, while this isn't affecting me directly, being from Canada, I'm positive that this will have a trickle
 down effect, as most things American do. I'm concerned that your actions as the FCC are ruining the great, free, open
resource that the internet is, and should be.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to your nation, and in turn, ours.
 Please realize that what you're doing is a terrible thing, and should be stopped/reversed before it's too late and you ruin
the internet for many, many years to come. Millions and millions of lives will be greatly negatively affected by the
outcome of these decisions you're making. This is only the beginning, but it's starting to look like the beginning of the
end.

Please, from Canada, stop now.

Adam Davidson
Dryden, Ontario, Canada

------------------------------ Email 833 ------------------------------

From: mikel.haas
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 8:40
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I've copied this from a fellow redditor but I agree everything they've said. Please reconsider your choices for the good of
 everyone and not the short term gains you've been promised by those with vested interests in killing net neutrality.

-- copied note

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Michael Haas

------------------------------ Email 834 ------------------------------

From: lschrapf
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:41
Subject: net neutrality
Do not kill net neutrality! You are going to ruin the greatest tool ever given to man. Resign while you're at it. People
that have no idea how the internet works should not be in charge of it.

------------------------------ Email 835 ------------------------------

From: a1000wtp
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:43
Subject: FCC Policy Change
Dear Commissioners,

I would like to express my objection to the new FCC policy changes that will restrict people from free information that
no government should have the power to do so. Net neutrality is not an issue of just using streaming services like
Netflix or Amazon Prime, but this could snowball into a horrible case of propaganda and restricting access to valuable
news around the world. These new policy's could cause this country to become one step closer to the world the North
Koreans have to endure every day. Not having free, quick access to information can be damaging to this countries
education and future. I urge you to see how this could become the worst thing for this country. There is absolutely no
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way anyone could benefit from this. Please keep the Net neutral and not owned by power grabbing companies.

Thank you

Angela Grayr

------------------------------ Email 836 ------------------------------

From: jrsoukup
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

 I urge you to stop what you're doing.

Thanks,

Jeff Soukup
Midwest Regional Manager
HomerWood Premium Hardwoods
(224) 938-3223

------------------------------ Email 837 ------------------------------

From: cfhgarza
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom, I have just read the rumored new guidelines that set to be announced and I am disgusted. These new rules
will allow IPs to kill any and all innovative or compact they see fit.

You need to get tough and write stronger Net Neutrality rules and take power away from the Internet providers. The
cable company monopoly need to be broken up, they clearly do not have the publics best interest in mind.
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If these new rules are put into place, Time Warner/Comcast merger is approved and stronger Net Neutrality laws are not
 written I will contact every representative that will listen and ask that you and the rest of the FCC are removed from
power.

This is bull.

------------------------------ Email 838 ------------------------------

From: andrewmorton8
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andrew Morton (  writes:

Dear Mr. Chairman,

I would like to add my voice to those of the other Americans who are calling on you to reverse your position on the
building of internet “fast lanes” for the largest telecomm companies, and to preserve the idea of net neutrality.  A free
internet has been a boon to the culture and economy of the US and the entire world. I fear you risk great damage to this
progress if you allow these larger companies special privileges.

Anyone who pays a cable or internet bill can tell you what preferential treatment for the larger telecomm companies
means: stifled competition, lack of choice, and higher prices for consumers. I am simply stunned that as head of the
FCC, you do not recognize that this is the inevitable outcome of your proposed rule changes. We already know the
danger that these mega-conglomerates pose (we already see areas of great concern with the proposed Time Warner
Cable/Comcast merger). How can you think that giving these large companies exactly what they want will in any way
preserve a neutral internet and protect consumers?

I know there are big-moneyed interests putting pressure on you to propose these changes. I beg that you resist them, and
 stand with average Americans over the mega-corporations. They do not want what is best for the consumer – and it is
your duty to stand up for the consumers. I ask that you do everything possible to implement clear and fair policies and
preserve net neutrality.

Sincerely,

Andrew Morton

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 839 ------------------------------

From: ineichen.michael
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:46
Subject: Dont Destroy the Internet
Dear Mister Wheeler
With your proposed destruction of net neutrality you threaten democracy and do a lot of damage to the economy. Please
refrain from destroying the internet through your legalization of discrimination of content.
Regards
Michael Ineichen



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 840 ------------------------------

From: mcclurejeremiah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:46
Subject: Comcast Is Going to Kill the Net
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,

Jeremiah W. McClure

------------------------------ Email 841 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:47
Subject: Payola-To-Play
Mr Wheeler,

As a filmmaker and small business owner, I would encourage you to stand firm against pay-to-play systems'
development in regards to internet regulation.

From an economic standpoint, the inclusion of these systems will cause severe damage to our nation.  More particularly
those businesses that employ the bulk of financially at-risk Americans- small businesses -are less likely to be able to
deliver content to potential clients adding yet another arrow to the quiver of already thriving giants.  As a capitalist, I
have no problem with competing against whomever I need but an artificial tip in favor of the current champion is
unreasonable and recalls the payola scandals of the 1950s.  In fact, it mirrors that system that was already deemed
illegal.

There's no question as to what is the right thing to do here.  The only question is which side of this issue you're going to
come down on.

-Josh Aldridge

------------------------------ Email 842 ------------------------------
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From: michaeldanser
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:47
Subject: Vote To Keep Net Neutrality, Do Not Enact "Fast Lanes"
Dear FCC Commissioners,

    I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

    By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to
be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades.

    I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.

Regards,

Michael Danser

1467 Waterside Drive

Dallas, Tx 75218

------------------------------ Email 843 ------------------------------

From: joseph.duclos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
A monopolistic media landscape succeeds in destroying the last bit of fairness in the system. Some of the slowest
internet in the world and going faster will now be totally controlled by inept companies like Comcast and Time Warner.
The FCC does not have the best interests of the public in mind by abandoning net neutrality. You are complicit in the
steady erosion of faith in our government to do what is best for it's citizens, not mega corporations. Shameful.

------------------------------ Email 844 ------------------------------

From: free2klim
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 8:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Huckaby (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 845 ------------------------------

From: kmageau
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler,

Please do not end net neutrality. Having equal access to internet speeds is part of equality. If only large businesses
benefit, small businesses and the people will suffer.

Thank you,

Kristina Mageau

------------------------------ Email 846 ------------------------------

From: patrickjamescleary
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:50
Subject: New Fast Lanes Rules
To Whom It May Concern;

I am writing in response to the new rules that would allow large corporations like Disney, Google, or Netflix to pay ISPs
 for "special, faster lanes" on the internet.

These ever-increasing regulations on speed that do nothing for the consumer or the general public and everything to line
 the pockets of companies who are already making insane amounts of profits on the back of the American public are
ridiculous. The internet is an essential service, much like telephone availability, and should not be used to squeeze every
 dollar out of the citizens of this country.
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Please do not allow this proposal to pass.

Sincerely,

Patrick Cleary
Wakefield, MA

------------------------------ Email 847 ------------------------------

From: cbookman3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Colin Bookman

------------------------------ Email 848 ------------------------------

From: greg.ceton
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:50
Subject: Net Neutrality?
FCC members:

The proposed rules and guidelines for FCC enforcement on their face go against the basic structure and concept of the
internet, and have potential to threaten the marketplace by allowing a small number of access providers to gain and
leverage a rent seeking bottleneck on content providers.  The likelihood of start ups to be unable to have the same level
of access to consumers as well established companies and the consequent increase in costs for content provider fees will
 both drive increased costs directly onto consumers and increase pirating, frustrating current copyright policy.  The rules
 look on their face like a method for ISPs to twist content providers' arms or at best a land grab by vertically integrated
access and content providers.

The language in your January statement is broad and can be read in a variety of ways, as both a call to protect internet
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users and as a means of easing the concerns of ISPs:
http://www.fcc.gov/blog/ensuring-open-internet-now-and-future

I hope you meant your words about protecting the interests of internet users and not presiding over a festival of rent
seeking.  Commercial reasonableness as a basis for determination of possible FCC action seems pointed precisely in the
opposite direction.  It will not provide protection for consumers and will threaten both the continued growth of the US
economy and the health of the US internet infrastructure.  Please rethink your current plans.

Thank you.

--Greg Ceton

Mount Rainier, MD

------------------------------ Email 849 ------------------------------

From: jharrison
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:51
Subject: 'Pay to Play' hurts Startups - Net Neutrality
Dear FCC:

The new rules you are considering will damage US IT competition, negatively impact innovation and favor established
large corporations.

We urge you not to advance 'pay to play'.

Regards,

Jeff Harrison
CEO, The Carbon Project

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 850 ------------------------------

From: dnw2116
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel N. Wojtkiewicz (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I am writing to you to reconsider your position on your plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is the first step in dismantling the freedom of opportunity proffered
by the internet via net neutrality. This plan will be taking away the chance for people to start up their own businesses
online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies so much so that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Please consider the damage that your plan
will inflict upon the internet before the May 15th vote.
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be
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 851 ------------------------------

From: gorillaz280
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
RogerG. (  writes:

Disappointed in this whole "different prices for different internet speeds" fiasco. Why put limitations on the internet, it's
the greatest invention of the modern era and If you think about it, most of the developing world carries a piece of plastic
 and aluminum with nearly every peice of recorded data in human history. In hundreds of years from now when people
look back at the "internet generation" they will LAUGH at the idiotic ideas that the FCC tried to sneak past the general
public to line thier pockets. At the end of the day when civilization crumbles and money is no longer the be-all end-all
of currencies, let's just hope you made a lot of friends taking money from people who just want to experience this great
thing that we call The Internet. Call me at 705-845-1861 if you'd like to talk to me Tom Wheeler, i'd love to hear all
about the great idea's you have for us here in the free world. Much appreaciated, thanks.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 852 ------------------------------

From: ian.hybert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please protect the internet as a free medium of the exchange of ideas.  Look at other countries.  They have much faster
internet speeds than the United States.  If the United States is truly the richest nation in the world and the leader in
technological advancement we should have internet speeds in the top 5, instead of # 34 just behind Hungary, Russia,
and Slovakia.  The Republic of Moldova has better internet speeds and I'm not even sure they are a recognized state.

Check my figures here: http://www.netindex.com/download/allcountries/  You probably have access to better data.

These numbers are an embarrassment.  So, why should Americans and American businesses have to pay extra for a
"fast-lane" when we are already paying too much for sub-par service.  As you can read at this link:
http://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-24528383  we already pay way more than other countries who better service.

Perhaps instead of extorting more free money from American citizens and businesses, ISPs need to invest their lobbying
 funds in infrastructure upgrades to justify charging more money the old-fashioned American way, by providing a better
product.

Thank you for your time, I hope you consider what I have said.

Cheers,

Ian P Hybert
Citizen of the United States
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Cicero, IL

------------------------------ Email 853 ------------------------------

From: zahnerj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Please maintain net neutrality. The rest of email would just be fluff so i will leave it at that.

Jacob Zahner

------------------------------ Email 854 ------------------------------

From: emeraldsoldier22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jacob Gallaugher (  writes:

Why net neutrality is important? Here's why...

Today Internet is as basic an infrastructure as electricity. What if walmart could pay electric company to cut off
electricity to small businesses so their sales would rise? Would USA have ever become such business savvy and rule the
 world?

Then why are we allowing big companies to cut off internet from small businesses?

Net neutrality is a basic infrastructure needed for small businesses, innovation, and building next generation's future.
Let's not kill our future.

thank you for reading.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 855 ------------------------------

From: mattpedigo
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:53
Subject: Your Arguments Against Freedom of Information
Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
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By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

It truly is a shame that the "democracy" you supposedly support is funded by those with the deepest pockets and not the
American public.  You are a demonstration of everything that is wrong with our government.  Congratulations on being
a despicable human being and even worse American.

Matt Pedigo

------------------------------ Email 856 ------------------------------

From: thewrathoffluffy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:53
Subject:
Mr Wheeler,

"Fast Lane" does not help the american people. It hurts American startups and hinders our ability to innovate. Please do
something good for the people and allow true network neutrality.

Andrew Hetrick
Fort Wayne, IN

------------------------------ Email 857 ------------------------------

From: mcpepsi957
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:53
Subject: Support Net neutrality
Tom,

The Internet (wired and wireless) should be treated as a common carrier. Internet connections should be treated as dumb
 pipes. Allowing ISPs to offer "fast lanes" gives advantages to large corporations who can pay money to have their
services and content delivered faster than smaller start-ups and innovators. We are already seeing ISPs impact on
popular services like Netflix, including speed decreases and throttling).

I pay for access - why are ISPs not accountable for delivering what they promised? Why can they offer sub-par service
and claim infrastructure woes after taking billions from taxpayers? If friendships came with these types of caveats, you'd
 be called a scumbag. The FCC is encouraging more abuse by ISPs with these proposed rules, is destroying the openness
 of the Internet, and with it innovation and entrepreneurship.

Reconsider the FCC's net neutrality rules and stop promoting corporate greed ahead of the wishes and needs of the
American people. Stop enabling corporate unaccountability and allow our nation to stay competitive with the rest of the
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world.

I live in NYC and my only option for high-speed internet is Time Warner Cable. With the net neutrality ruling and the
potential TW/Comcast merger, they have no incentive to lower prices because they know I have no other options. I
work in the tech industry and my internet connection is vital. I'm at their mercy and I cannot afford the FCCs blunders.
The future of the Internet is at stake. There's a reason the European Union is legislating net neutrality without fast lanes
and traffic shaping rules. Don't let America fall behind.

My future is in your hands.

Michael Ciarlo

------------------------------ Email 858 ------------------------------

From: zjstrunk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Zach Strunk (  writes:

Dear FCC Chairman, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 859 ------------------------------

From: jason.adlman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
·         The internet should be considered a utility.

·         There is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans.

·         All internet providers should be treated equally.
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The FCC is doing a miserable job of protecting Americans and I am very disappointed in what I have read in the news
this morning. There is still time and opportunity for you to be a champion we need. Please don’t let us down again.

Jason Adlman

------------------------------ Email 860 ------------------------------

From: jreich106
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Julie Reich (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,
I am completely against your proposal to create a two tier (more in the future?) internet system, allowing companies to
charge different rates for different quality services. There is no question in my mind that the internet functions as a
country-wide utility, like electricity. Your proposal is designed to benefit internet and cable companies by increasing
their revenue. It provides no benefits to consumers, especially since the internet providers have already been granted
monopolies . I think your proposal is outrageous and further evidence that this country is being run by corporations and
for corporations. Please take a stand for the consumer, not your paymasters.

Julie Reich
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 861 ------------------------------

From: wreichbach
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.
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Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Regards,

W Reichbach

------------------------------ Email 862 ------------------------------

From: ccmagrane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Christopher C Magrane

------------------------------ Email 863 ------------------------------

From: jeffrey.esquibel
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 8:55
Subject: New Internet Rules
I am so disappointed in the FCCs handling of this, but I am not surprised it takes a lot for me to bother sending out an
email like this but sometimes it has to be done.
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It should not be standard practice for websites/people/anything to have to pay money to a service provider to get their
content out to consumers. This creates a barrier to entry and only promotes the haves over the have nots yet again.
People keep wondering why the gap between the rich and the poor keeps widening but if they paid attention to things
like this it would not be a surprise.

Disappointed but not Surprised Citizen

Jeffrey Esquibel,

South Milwaukee, Wisconsin.

------------------------------ Email 864 ------------------------------

From: akilburn67
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:58
Subject: FCC - Net Neutrality

Tom,

Should you be taking the time to read this email, I thank you

As of this day, this morning, I am a better person

When I am able, and have the proper tools in place, I will be no longer a consumer of home or mobile based internet
communications - and will be an advocate for others to do so as well

Crazy, I know, especially with our generation taking selfies and trending as if it were second nature

But today is different, today the FCC came out and said that the world wide marketplace, also known as the internet,
was being chopped up and sold off - all for the benefit of a select few

One could take the time to talk about infrastructure and "data crunches", but both you and I know the answers to any of
those questions have been bought and paid for through extensive lobbying efforts - your hands are tied!

This day next year, I aim to be more connected to the world than ever, spending more time outdoors and connecting
with actual people - hopefully prompting others to do the same

Our fine crew at the FCC did this by taking the worlds most innovative product, tying cement blocks to it, and sending it
 for a swim

From the bottom of my heart, thank you for destroying the internet

- Andrew
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--

Andrew Kilburn
16 South Street
Marlborough, MA, 01752
(508) 395-0856

mailto

------------------------------ Email 865 ------------------------------

From: paulrmolina
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Paul Molina (  writes:

Hello,

I should start off by saying that I became a naturalized citizen of this great country back in 2007. I love this country and
I am immensely proud to be able to say that I'm an American. After reading that the FCC would allow ISP's to charge
sites for higher-priority connections to customers for "commercially reasonable" prices I was very much shocked. I
couldn't believe that the FCC would actually allow something like this to happen in the first place. Passing something
like this ultimately grants the current ISPs more power over their customers and over the internet itself and is just both
unethical and morally wrong.

Access to the Internet is not something which should be taken so lightly. The Internet is the lifeblood of the next
generation and probably the most impactful thing to be created in the past two centuries. It connects us, teaches us,
entertains us and protects us. This is the United States, the greatest country on earth and the very country which created
the Internet in the first place, not the ISPs. Giving away the keys to the internet to private institutions is just about the
most Un-American thing one can do to the Internet.

This is an email that I am writing both to you and the rest of your colleagues at the FCC to say that if I could physically
be at the FCC’s offices, you would find the embarrassing sight of me on my knees begging you to protect America and
to protect its people. Please, don’t allow for discrimination on the Internet. Thank you for your time.

Best regards,
Paul Molina

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 866 ------------------------------

From: theodore.lano
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:58
Subject: ! Important !
It doesn't matter what I write, because you're not going to read this.  Even if you do, you're not going to be persuaded by
 folks like me.  I am just a citizen with little political influence.  I don't have a controlling stake in a large company, and
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I cannot guarantee you a high-paying job when you decide to step down as FCC Chairman.  You may not see people
like me as powerful or worth a damn, but I'm representative of millions of Americans who are very engaged and
informed when it comes to internet policy.  We know when we're being misled and are very aware how often words are
twisted and promises broken when it comes to American politics.  There's a reason why so many of us are so
disillusioned with the system.

Of course, this email is regarding your decision to mislead to the American public.  Net neutrality.  We know what it
means, and you're really bending the truth on its definition.  Let the thousands of emails you've received bear witness to
the fact that a lot of us know when we're being marginalized.  We know that corporate lobbyists are putting their profits
ahead of public interest.  We know that you will listen to the guys with the most money.  We know that if you play ball
with them now, you'll be rewarded for your compliance later on.

Grow a damn backbone and do what is right.  Please don't be another one of those policymakers that we all see as part
of the problem.  I have nothing new to tell you that you haven't heard, but it doesn't matter, because you're not going to
listen anyway.  Your new proposals for "Net Neutrality" are opposite to the very definition of it and should be thrown
out.

Sincerely,

Theodore Lano

------------------------------ Email 867 ------------------------------

From: ricecj07
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 868 ------------------------------

From: ahamrah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thank you

Aaron Hamrah
IT Analyst
Tysons Help Desk

Office: 703-854-6805

Help Desk: 703-854-5400

www.gannett.com<http://www.gannett.com/>

------------------------------ Email 869 ------------------------------

From: markmesiya
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 8:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I understand your committee's planning to propose new rules in regards to what our nation's telcos will be allowed to do
in regards to the internet. Please understand the plans you wish to push forward are in NO way supporting a fair and
equal internet. I don't know how much you actually know about the technology you're in charge of overseeing but if you
 knew anything you'd realize these changes are in no way helping the common people. These plans will only allow for
the largest of companies to make even more money whilst crippling anything else. The basic services you use every day
are being threatened!

Your plans claim to require a minimum level of service that is equal to all. You should know better than this. Telco's
will twist and butcher this into providing a completely useless service unless several parties pay extra.

We are the laughing stock of the internet now courtesy of your committee. Even Brazil is pushing for real net neutrality.
 Please correct this before you go down in history as the man who destroyed the internet. Unless of course you want to
be a villain, then by all means proceed.

Sincerely,
Mark Berberoglu
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------------------------------ Email 870 ------------------------------

From: lucasbreen21
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be near impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I beg you, please do the right thing.

With deep concern,

Lucas Breen

------------------------------ Email 871 ------------------------------

From: blog.malsies
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mallory DuPuy (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

It has come to my attention that you will soon be voting to allow ISPs to implement "fast lanes" for Internet traffic and
favor certain web sites and content creators.  Perhaps a free and open Internet isn't that important to you, but it is
immensely important to the rest of us in a country which values free speech and equality.

I'm not sure why it is that you entered public service, but if that reason was to pass laws that favor large corporations,
then you do not deserve to be in your current position.  This favorable treatment of ISPs does not benefit the people of
this country, and it will limit our ability to access information and express our own views.  A move like this is the
antithesis of what a public servant like yourself should be supporting.

I'm not sure what kickbacks you'll be getting or what promises have been made to you in exchange for drafting this bill
and getting it passed.  If it does pass, however, you are promised to be remembered in history as a villain and a coward
who acted in his own interests instead of those of the people.

Or you could turn this around and become a defender of net neutrality.  Don't be one more corporate-controlled puppet,
Mr. Wheeler.  Our government does not need any more of those.
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Thank you for your time and consideration.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 872 ------------------------------

From: cveselis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:00
Subject: Shame on you
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with
regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.

It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be
 nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades aspects of our
lives from education to innovations we can't even fathom yet.

I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Clinton Veselis
M.D candidate DUCoM 2015

------------------------------ Email 873 ------------------------------

From: jab265
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Brockner (  writes:

The new proposed rules for tiered service by large ISPs are an affront to both consumers and a free and open society.
Costs will increase for popular services such as Netflix as theirs increased costs get pushed to the consumer. At the same
 time innovation on the internet will be stifled as newcomers are not able to afford priority distribution. Additionally, the
 large ISPs are now able to act as gatekeepers to prevent information and network traffic from getting through, giving
them an unprecedented amount of power. As we all know power is always abused, always.
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In addition to stifling competition, these proposed rules come with inept checks and controls. As we have seen so far
government agencies have been gutted and infiltrated so as to approve regulations and mergers that are a detriment to
consumers and t the competition necessary for a free market. I have no doubt that large ISPs like Verizon will simply
have the FCC rubber stamp every and all request they make, as you do now.

I would urge you do what is best for the country as a whole and not what is in the best interest for Verizon and Comcast.
 Look out for the consumer and the public needs, not for the needs of the .1%. This rule will ruin our countries
competitiveness in system development and network innovation. If you want other countries to take the technological
lead in the next century then I guess this is a good start.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 874 ------------------------------

From: mewolcott412
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mary Wolcott (  writes:

Mr Wheeler,
  You are a traitor to the internet. Restore Net Neutrality Now!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 875 ------------------------------

From: btucker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:01
Subject: Re: Comcast & TWC - Net Neutrality
“Truth is like the sun. You can shut it out for a time, but it ain’t going away.”

Stand on the right side of history.

--

B R Y A N  T U C K E R

C O R P O R A T E   B U S I N E S S   D E V E L O P M E N T
| AMP PLATFORM<http://t.sigopn02.com/link?
url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.amplifinity.com%2Fplatform&ukey=agxzfnNpZ25hbHNjcnhyGAsSC1VzZXJQcm9maWx
lGICAgLDb-r0KDA&k=c106846e-c242-4f21-8a39-f9f527a596e4> | ORACLE PARTNER<http://t.sigopn02.com/link?
url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.cnbc.com%2Fid%2F101510172&ukey=agxzfnNpZ25hbHNjcnhyGAsSC1VzZXJQcm9ma
WxlGICAgLDb-r0KDA&k=b105fec9-5929-4707-a624-f422abdc1d81> | LEVERAGE
ADVOCATES<http://t.sigopn02.com/link?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.fastcompany.com%2F3026280%2Fhow-to-
really-transform-loyal-customers-into-brand-
advocates&ukey=agxzfnNpZ25hbHNjcnhyGAsSC1VzZXJQcm9maWxlGICAgLDb-r0KDA&k=520b3c62-c684-4b0e-
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d2c8-a420f5ff16a7> |

E: mailto:
P: 734.660.2563
L: LINKEDIN<http://t.sigopn02.com/link?
url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.linkedin.com%2Fin%2Fbryandtucker&ukey=agxzfnNpZ25hbHNjcnhyGAsSC1VzZXJQc
m9maWxlGICAgLDb-r0KDA&k=f172d399-7f50-4dae-ee2a-888ef7508512>
 <http://t.sigopn03.com/img.gif?ukey=agxzfnNpZ25hbHNjcnhyGAsSC1VzZXJQcm9maWxlGICAgLDb-
r0KDA&key=b2c87f22-8c4c-47a2-d9fc-ef43fed1fde5>

------------------------------ Email 876 ------------------------------

From: chipper-07
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Carlos Cobo (  writes:

Dear Tom Wheeler,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Carlos
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 877 ------------------------------

From: timothyfwebster
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:02
Subject: FCC destroying net neutrality
Good morning Tom,

I understand the FCC is considering the total destruction of net neutrality by allowing ISPs to charge websites for
premium access speeds.

This is criminal. Imagine if your electric company charged you more money to have more power to your home. Oh, you
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 want to turn on THREE lights at once? That's extra.

This is extortion to the highest degree. Allowing this to occur will stain your name and legacy as the one human who
allowed our free and open Internet to be destroyed by the power of money and greed.

Take a stand. I implore you. The future of the Internet, the freedom of our expression, and the continued success of the
United States as a global leader hang in the balance. We need free markets. We need innovation. We need small mom
and pop websites to have a fighting chance against the oligarchs.

Help us thrive.

Best,
Timothy F Webster Jr., Esq.
413-297-9726

Sent from my mobile device. Please excuse typographical or grammatical errors.

------------------------------ Email 878 ------------------------------

From: buddingtona
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:03
Subject: Please don't kill Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades.

Please don't make the wrong decision.

------------------------------ Email 879 ------------------------------

From: tunacubes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:03
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
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lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 880 ------------------------------

From: chris
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:03
Subject: You Have an Opportunity, Please Don't Squander It!
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Christopher Homer Esq.

------------------------------ Email 881 ------------------------------

From: ablessf0
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:03
Subject: Net Neutrality - Your job as a Fed
Mr. Wheeler,

While I believe you won't have time to read this email, I hope you get the chance to take in, in some way, the many
other voices that I'm sure are filling your inbox and voicemail.

I'm writing to simply appeal to you: please do what you can to resist the monopolization of America's access to media.
You must know what it's like to purchase a cable subscription. It's expensive, complicated, and worst of all, ultimately
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choice-less. If you support competition that benefits the consumer rather than the industry you'll be doing your duty as a
member of the Fed to work FOR the people, not the industry. A population with access to a competitive media are more
educated and more likely to become/remain productive members of our society.

Please, do what you can to expand competition, encourage startup companies, defend net neutrality, and serve your
ultimate boss--the American people. There is a special place in hell for Comcast's and Time Warner Cable's customer
service as well as for those who use their place of power for their own gain. Exhibit stewardship, sir.

My hopeful regards,
Fielding Ables

------------------------------ Email 882 ------------------------------

From: eric.frizzell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Eric Frizzell (  writes:

I am just writing you on behalf of the net neutrality rules that are being decided upon soon.  I just wanted to say that in
terms of the consumer public, it is pretty clear what to do.
1. do not allow ISPs to alter or favor any content to be delivered
2. do not allow ISPs to charge certain sites more for speedier service to customers
3. calling all ISPs "common carriers" and enforcing the current rules for such would go a long way into making the
above 2 needs workable.

on a slightly related topic, Block the Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger.  that whole deal is just a terrible idea for
customers.  both providers have terrible customer service and lower end of quality of service, allowing them to combine
will not make things better.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 883 ------------------------------

From: waynemichaelwhite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Wayne White (  writes:

I have read countless examples of why net neutrality is important some of them are, to maintain consistent internet
speed for every business and consumer, the internet is a basic service like electricity allowing anyone to start a business
or access information and eliminating the ability for large corporations to control the flow of information. The list
continues to grow for reasons why net neutrality is important; however the reasons to kill net neutrality are few. And,
these few reasons are centered on wealth and control. Please do not allow large corporations to dictate how the laws in
this country are formed. We the people desire more from our elected representatives and you are one of them. Please do
not allow the merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable, this decision would be the first of many that will handicap the
 majority of people in this country and continue increasing the socioeconomic gap.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 884 ------------------------------

From: mischif
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:06
Subject: Maintain true net neutrality to protect the freedom of information  in the United States.

True net neutrality means the free exchange of information between people and organizations. Information is key to a
society's well being. One of the most effective tactics of an invading military is to inhibit the flow of information in a
population; this includes which information is shared and by who. Today we see this war being waged on American
citizens. Recently the FCC has moved to redefine "net neutrality" to mean that corporations and organizations can pay
to have their information heard, or worse, the message of their competitors silenced. We as a nation must settle for
nothing less than complete neutrality in our communication channels. This is not a request, but a demand by the citizens
 of this nation. No bandwidth modifications of information based on content or its source.

------------------------------ Email 885 ------------------------------

From: lefty.thrower
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andy Edison (  writes:

Mr Chairman, I am sad to see the current reports coming out that seem to fly in the face of net neutrality. Please don't
allow the ISP's to put a toll for access. And please go and do what should have been done a long time ago and make
internet a common carrier product to protect the internet for the future.
------------------------------------------------------------
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 886 ------------------------------

From: tyler.sellhorn
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:06
Subject: Say No to "Commercially Reasonable" rules on ISPs
Dear FCC Executives,
Please do not implement the FCC rules that will allow content companies to pay Internet service providers "for special
access to consumers." Under these new rules, ISPs could charge certain sites or services for preferential traffic treatment
 if the ISPs' discrimination is "commercially reasonable."

Net Neutrality and the internet as we know it would end. This would expand tge connectivity gap between rich and poor
 in America.

By having ISPs picking winners and losers on the internet, there would be a chilling effect on internet innovation. Please
 keep the internet open to innovation.

Tyler Sellhorn

------------------------------ Email 887 ------------------------------
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From: pamela.sanders
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:07
Subject: net neutrality
So here is another example that corporate America wins out over the needs of the public concerns what we need to do
now is make certain that the next president or legislature removes you from your position quickly with little or no
neutrality.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is
for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential
and privileged information or otherwise be protected by law. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail
and destroy all copies of the original message.

------------------------------ Email 888 ------------------------------

From: dkpistilli
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:07
Subject: The Death of Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 889 ------------------------------

From: skywarpgold
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:07
Subject: Giving ISPs Gate-keeping Abilities is a Mistake
Good morning,
I saw in the news this morning that the FCC is planning on allowing ISPs to charge content providers in order to let
them use more bandwidth.  This is a horrible idea, because it will allow said ISPs to determine what their customers can
and can't see on the Internet. For example, if these rules were in place when content providers like Twitter or Facebook
first started, they would not have the capital available to them to pay the ISPs to get their brand out to new potential
customers, and no one would even have known about them, and they would likely have had to shut down before they
ever had a chance to succeed.  In another example, if Amazon is able to pay the new fees to the ISPs, but Netflix isn't,
then Netflix as a service becomes unusable, and will eventually fail, not because of consumer choice, but because the
ISPs were allowed to exclude them from getting to the consumer.
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This idea is anti-consumer, and should be stopped at all costs.

Sincerely,
HT Gold
IT Professional

mailto

------------------------------ Email 890 ------------------------------

From: fernandeztc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:09
Subject: Please Stop Ruining the Internet
Dear Mr. Tom Wheeler,

Please consider stepping down from your position as Chairman of the FCC if you do not believe you can do what is
right for the American people. It is obvious that you have a conflict of interest from being a former cable lobbyist. But
you should prove that I am wrong and that you have the interest of the American people first and not the cable
companies.

The Internet is now under threat, because of these false “net neutrality” rules. You should have classified these
companies as common carriers, because they are.

You have affectively killed what was been the most innovative medium of this century. Do you want to be remembered
as the freedom destroyer, the man who destroyed the Internet? I suggest that you reconsider placing broadband
providers as common carriers.

The other issue that may come up from this is censorship. Should cable companies have the ability to censor the Internet
 to the consumer?

I also pose another question. Why do the broadband providers need this? Why should they be able to charge Netflix
more, because people want to use Netflix and not their service? It is obvious that they need to fix their product. Why are
 you rewarding their bad behavior? Are you against capitalism? Are you against a free market?

Please reconsider making broadband providers a common carrier.

Timothy Fernandez

------------------------------ Email 891 ------------------------------

From: terry.c.mele
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Terence Mele (  writes:

I'm sorry sir, but your new rules are not what the old rules were.  Not even close.  You must do your job to restore equal
traffic on the net.  Net Neutrality.  It's about fairness on the net.  We shouldn't discriminate against a black or minority
person.  It should be on the same online with smaller sites, or startups or bloggers.

Government can work in this area and it has for many years.  ISP's should be forbidden from throttling Internet traffic in
 favor of one content provider.
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It should be against the federal law.  Make it happen.
------------------------------------------------------------
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------------------------------ Email 892 ------------------------------

From: michael.gerhart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Michael Gerhart
1244 Oaklawn Drive
Latrobe, PA 15650
US

------------------------------ Email 893 ------------------------------

From: prwiley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I am very concerned about recent reports of the FFC's willingness to create a "fast lane" on the internet for certain
businesses.

As a small business person whose business depends on an open internet, I fear that I could be put out of business if
largely monopolistic ISPs require become free to establish unequal tiers of service.

Peter Wiley
301 South 21st Street
Lewisburg, PA 17837
US

------------------------------ Email 894 ------------------------------

From: gboylan11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:10
Subject: Do NOT Change Net Neutrality
Do NOT pass new rules allowing for "fast lanes" on the Internet.

Net Neutrality is vital to the Internet remaining a place where start-up companies and independent media can compete
against the big corporations. Establishing these fast lanes will kill that almost immediately.

Glen Boylan
Johns Creek, GA

------------------------------ Email 895 ------------------------------
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From: martena.laurent
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Martena Laurent (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Regards,

Laurent
------------------------------------------------------------
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------------------------------ Email 896 ------------------------------

From: jcunningham
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:12
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Justin Cunningham (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
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------------------------------ Email 897 ------------------------------

From: jeremy.winchester
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:12
Subject: Bring Back Net Neutrality

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a net positive.  This issue is very important to me and will be my number one
consideration at the polls.

Respectfully,

Jeremy Winchester

Advisor, Audit & IT Controls

7200 Cardinal Place, Dublin, OH 43017

614.652.1825 dir | 614.553.9126 fax

_________________________________________________

This message is for the designated recipient only and may contain privileged, proprietary
or otherwise private information. If you have received it in error, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the original. Any other use of the email by you is prohibited.

Dansk - Deutsch - Espanol - Francais - Italiano - Japanese - Nederlands - Norsk - Portuguese - Chinese
Svenska: www.cardinalhealth.com/legal/email

------------------------------ Email 898 ------------------------------

From: j_knox123a2hotmail.com
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:12
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
john knox (j_knox123a2hotmail.com) writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades., I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 899 ------------------------------

From: sethducati1098
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:13
Subject: Net neutrality
You remind me of the scientist that testified for 30 years on behalf of the lead petroleum industry. You will go down in
history as a shameful human being. You are poisoning the future of the entire human race in exchange for money.
Money is not more important than our species, our civilization comes first. For shame sir!

Regards,

Tax payer, citizen of freedom and  justice.

Seth Gold.

------------------------------ Email 900 ------------------------------

From: jwinchester 10
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jeremy Winchester (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
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companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a net positive.  This issue is very important to me and will be my number one
consideration at the polls.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 901 ------------------------------

From: tbillhulbert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 902 ------------------------------

From: stephen.polgardy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Stephen Polgardy (  writes:

I will not presume to know you, I just want to offer some perspective.

Whatever you may have been promised in wealth, it's not enough for what you are being asked to do. This is not for
some noble, idealistic reason, but because of how human psychology works.

Even if you were offered the conbined wealth of Bill Gates and Ingvar Kamprad, you would quickly get used to your
new level of wealth. Sure, you'd be very happy. The rush might last for several days, but after that you would feel just as
 well as you do now.
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Whatever you have been promised, it is not enough for what you have been asked to do.

You are not just being asked to help a corporation ensure its monopoly, you are being asked to tarnish your name and
that of your children for decades. Allowing net-neutrality to become a thing of the past will leave you unwilling to admit
 who you are at social gatherings, it will leave your children and your grandchildren unwilling to admit they are related
to you because of the social stigma attached. Your name will join the ranks of everyone that ever threatened freedom,
both for Americans and for the world at large. Osama Bin Laden, Fred Phelps or Stalin, these are the people that you
will be listed alongside - maybe not in as great extent, but anyone who bothers to find information about you or your
children will quickly learn that you sold freedom out for a short rush.

If you were, on the other hand, to reject their offers, and keep the net clean, you would quickly become a big fish in a
small pond - not many stand up for net neutrality. If you exposed the practices that would have led you and others to kill
 it, you would gain widespread fame over the net and stand alongside others who defended freedom in their days, both
socially and in history books.

If you're unsure what you would happen afterwards, don't forget that you would spontaneously generate hundreds of
thousands of allies worldwide, that you could ask for aid from any of your current peers that would feel slighted because
 of your actions. In fact, you'd even have a list of emails from all the others that have sent messages to you, from whom
you could ask for aid.

Ultimately, I can only hope that some of this has made you rethink your plans. Remember that our legacy is the only
thing that is left behind when we are gone.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 903 ------------------------------

From: daniel.chace
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:13
Subject: Do not move forward with special-access internet rules for providers
Commissioners,

Please do not move forward with enacting Internet rules that allow internet service providers to charge content providers
 "special access."

This will most likely drive costs up for consumers while stifling smaller and new businesses chances at competition.

The network that users receive their data on should be indescriminite of the source, destination, or content and provide
equal access for all users-- rich or poor. This communication medium is too important to let private companies
determine what is and isn't best for the public.

Thank you for your consideration,
Daniel Chace.
Salem, MA

------------------------------ Email 904 ------------------------------

From: sean
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler:
The proposed rules advanced by your agency with respect to network neutrality on the Internet are a complete disgrace.
As a citizen of this country, I rely on the FCC to protect my interests, not those of Comcast and Verizon. If you
capitulate to those companies by advancing the rules in their current form, you are showing yourself to be a toothless
corporate shill, and your agency to be nothing more than an impotent mockery of its intended role.

I urge you to immediately reconsider your position and draft rules that will protect true network neutrality so that the
Internet as we know it does not cease to exist.

Yours,
Sean Conley

------------------------------ Email 905 ------------------------------

From: bobbyrejek
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Internet Fast Lane Concerns
Dear FCC Commissioner,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

-Robert Rejek

------------------------------ Email 906 ------------------------------

From: kewagi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

please don't kill the internet. Leave net neutrality alone.

Sincerely,
kewagi

------------------------------ Email 907 ------------------------------

From: jack.mott
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Recent change in net neutrality is unacceptable.
There are to close approximation no American citizens who are happy about this, only a select few corporations. Your
decision to end net neutrality is a violation of the very principles of your job.  You are a public servant and you are
failing to do what the people want, and making the world a worse place in the process.

I implore you to reverse this decision and bring net neutrality back. You all have the opportunity to go down in history
as heroes but are currently on the path to being villains.  No amount of money is worth that. Do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 908 ------------------------------

From: kodoshin
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm glad to see the FCC has now completely kowtowed to content providers. Never has the corruption in the system
been more apparent, allowing industry insiders to set regulations for companies they used to work for, what could
possibly go wrong? Just a complete violation of the public trust.

------------------------------ Email 909 ------------------------------

From: hulb0030
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 910 ------------------------------

From: twewy12315
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject:
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 911 ------------------------------

From: joe.eustace
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 912 ------------------------------

From: j knox123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
john knox (  writes:
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Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades., I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 913 ------------------------------

From: jvenema
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jerod Venema (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed, preference, etc.

This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is frustrating to me, as a small business owner, to see
the FCC paving the way for large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market
capitalism and communication.

I regret to see you and the FCC taking this stance. I'm sure you have many personal contacts who wish to influence your
 decision in one way or another, but I urge you to look at the innovation and economic prosperity an open and *equal*
internet has driven.

It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations, and by placing corporate interests, ahead of the general public's, you are doing irrevocable harm to our
nation.

Please reconsider your plans, and stand up for something other than corporate greed.

Best regards,

Jerod Venema
Small Business Owner
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 914 ------------------------------
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm appalled by your decision on this, and want you to immediately change your mind.

--Nancy Castleman

------------------------------ Email 917 ------------------------------

From: yogarhythms
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Tom,
I'm a hospice nurse in Los Angeles, each day I spend time with families discussing medical tragedy with patients and
loved ones.
Our families use caring bridge . org to a web site to let the friends and know about the health of our patients. This web
service allows the coworkers, and friends to learn the latest information about patient and not tie up the phone or tire out
 the loved ones with long phone calls.
Tom, please reverse your course and insure continued net neutrality.
Tom, you have the power to do the right thing for all of the people not just the big companies.
Tom, I'm depending on you to do the right thing.
Thank you,
Love Christopher N O'Loughlin RN BSN PHN

Christopher O'Loughlin
7215 Hillside Ave #43
los Angeles, CA 90046
US

------------------------------ Email 918 ------------------------------

From: robclark496
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am disgusted that you proposed new rules that will allow internet providers to offer faster connections into customers'
homes for companies who are willing to pay for it. Since a handful of companies control the vast majority of internet
access in the United States, it is imperative that the concept of net neutrality is enforced. This is especially true when the
 companies that control internet access also provide the services that compete with those hurt by your proposed rule
change. I suppose it isn't surprising since you were a lobbyist for the cable and wireless industries that you would turn
your back on the American public. Your rule proposal will do nothing but hurt consumers already stuck with limited
choices when it comes to obtaining internet access.

Sincerely,
Rob Clark

------------------------------ Email 919 ------------------------------

From: mk8ef
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 9:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Best,

Marko
--
Marko Krkeljas

mailto:
540.206.9116

------------------------------ Email 920 ------------------------------

From: fusion2004
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:17
Subject: A free & open Internet and the future of the world.
I sincerely believe that software and the internet is slowly going to rule the world. It already does in some aspects. The
reason that this is happening is because originally small companies like Facebook and Twitter opened their business on
neutral network internet, and didn't have to pay telecom companies fees to get their content to users faster. The next
Facebook or Twitter or Google could be out there now, and the rules that news organizations are reporting that you are
going to introduce today could utterly destroy them.

I fear that your decisions are ruled by allegiances to large telecom corporations and their money. I fear that your
decisions are based on what is best for them, not on what is best for the citizens of the United States and the rest of the
world. I ask that you abandon the idea of finding even a compromise, and reclassify broadband as a telecommunications
 service.

As an independent agency of the government of the country I am a citizen of, and as a forward-thinking human being
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who cares for all mankind, I demand that you immediately implement true network neutrality.

Thanks for your time,
Mark Oleson

------------------------------ Email 921 ------------------------------

From: djmerricks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:17
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Domnique Merricks (  writes:

I think it is deplorable how you all are being lapdogs to big buisness and politicians. The internet was started for
spreading information. It is a tool for communicating ideas and sharing information. However if you go along with this
vote to allow isps to give preferential treatment to big companies acting as a toll booth. This is not the intent of the
internet. Please due your job and regulate the internet for the way it was intended. Net Neutrality for all citizens.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 922 ------------------------------

From: charles
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net Neutrality is important to ensure all people, regardless of income, are able to access the extraordinary information
available on the internet.

Do not implement programs or policies that degrade this asset.

Charles Killmer
Sartell MN

------------------------------ Email 923 ------------------------------

From: j.watters0
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:17
Subject: Our trust has been bought and sold
The only word for the actions the FCC is taking is deplorable. There is no more integrity, the FCC has sold out to
corporate interests and told every U.S. citizen to "fuck off".

I longed and dreamed for the day true net neutrality would come to fruition, it seems you had other plans. I often hoped
for the power to be out of corporate hands. I had thought there were commissions that didn't bend over to the almighty
dollar. I was taught as a child of America's greatness. Oh how far we have fallen, and you seem all to eager to pull the
floor out from under us.

President Obama promised to bring us net neutrality. The FCC was supposed to stand on principles. What can cause
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both the president and the commission that is supposed to guard us from just changing their minds? Why do you betray
us? Why are you on the side of money instead of the side of the U.S. citizens? Why are you doing this to us? Why are
you helping millionaires screw us?

------------------------------ Email 924 ------------------------------

From: henriew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:18
Subject: Stop the gutting of net nuetrality
I know you probably plan on becomming a comcast lobbyist like all the former fcc chairmen, but until you do you still
work for the people. Stop blantantly trying to screw us over, this is ridiculous. Its sickening how corrupt our government
 has become, dont add to the corruption

------------------------------ Email 925 ------------------------------

From: jwmitche
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:18
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Imagine if the water company could detect if you were using their water for a specific brand of sink and charge more for
 it. Does that sound ridiculous? So does this.

Extremely disappointed to read of the FCC's decision to reverse course on net neutrality and abandon the American
public. Who does your organization really represent?

------------------------------ Email 926 ------------------------------

From: jimethn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:18
Subject: The importance of net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As a government official it is your duty to make decisions to the
benefit of the masses that created and fund your position. Your loyalty
is not to the corporations which you are charged with regulating.

I don't see any way allowing Fast Lanes benefits the general consumer,
the protection of which is your job. In fact, I believe Fast Lanes
benefits the service provider at the cost of the consumer. No, it's
worse than that: Allowing Fast Lanes transforms the role of an ISP. They
are no longer a service provider, but rather become gatekeepers of a
valuable public resource and an inalienable human right: communication.

It would certainly be very profitable to tax certain kinds of
communication, whether written or spoken, or to tax certain subjects of
conversation. However, it is neither right nor consistent with the
founding ideals of our country, nor consistent with the founding statute
of your agency. Regulation is FOR the people, not AGAINST them.

Thank you,
Jonathan
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------------------------------ Email 927 ------------------------------

From: cbuechel3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
STOP FUCKING UP THE INTERNET.

------------------------------ Email 928 ------------------------------

From: isaackittle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:18
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Isaac Kittle (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 929 ------------------------------

From: brianorrjr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:19
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brian Orr

Portland, OR 97222
US

------------------------------ Email 930 ------------------------------
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From: chris
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher Homer Esq. (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

You have an unprecedented opportunity to prove that you are capable of benefitting the public good, please do not
squander it. For the good of the country and the internet I implore you to change your position.

I have recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 931 ------------------------------

From: billy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:19
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

In regards to the recent moves to create "fast lanes" for the highest bidder - this will kill innovation. I am a small
business who relies on the internet. Most of the revenue I generate is from foreign clients, meaning I bring money to our
 country.

These moves will hurt myself and many others. It'll erode our ability to compete on a level playing field.

Do what's best for all, not just for the big guys.

Regards,

William Gorman

------------------------------ Email 932 ------------------------------

From: zrecraigslist
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:19
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Subject: <|3
Listen up here crotch stain!
Quit fucking with the internet, and do your fucking job. Grow a pair, or let somebody with competence take your place.
?

------------------------------ Email 933 ------------------------------

From: justinmcelroy
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:20
Subject: Please preserve net neutrality
Hello Commissioners,

My name is Justin McElroy, and I write on the internet. I grew up in West Virginia, which I don't have to tell you is a
pretty economically disadvantaged state. Luckily, the internet proved a great equalizer for me, and allowed me to pursue
 my dream job writing about video games and even founding my own site called Polygon with Vox Media.

I would have never had that chance if I hadn't had the free access to the internet that I enjoyed. Wearing down net
neutrality makes the internet less equal, turning one of the few places everyone has equal access into yet another fast
lane for those who can afford to pay for it.

I'm begging you, preserve net neutrality.

Thank you for your time,

Justin McElroy
304-208-4167
Huntington, WV

------------------------------ Email 934 ------------------------------

From: alexander.the.arnold
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:20
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alexander Kenneth Arnold (  writes:

Sir, you have a duty to this nation. Last time I checked, a nation was the sum of all its people, and not just the
organizations they created. Ending net neutrality will service only specific corporations, and while I am sure you are
well aware of that, you may not fully understand the amount of backlash, both politically and economically, your
actions will generate. Yes, I do know you know there will be some, but you are underestimating the sheer magnitude
Please do not stop fighting for net neutrality, for both yourself and your countrymen.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 935 ------------------------------

From: onemirai
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:20
Subject: net neutrality
I must strongly urge all of you to kill the net neutrality elimination rules. Free and open internet to all is a right,
especially since we are already paying colossally inflated prices and the new merger between TWC and Comcast
destroys any level of competition in the industry. It will ruin any level of dotcom startup sites from budding into their
own sites as they will gain lower priority and shove customers/participants out.

In addition, the subscription model we are already slowly inching towards - including Netflix, Twitch.tv streams,
Amazon, Disney, Hulu, HBO - as advertising becomes less profitable will also create more paywalls for bigger
businesses, and that buck is passed to consumers.

This will only drive up prices and there is literally no reason - the way internet is structured, none of this is necessary.
It's not helpful to businesses, it's destructive and costly to the consumers and will actively piss everyone off once they
find out.

When everyone finds out what's going on - especially since internet could easily be cheap and everywhere - it's going to
be all the worse for everyone in the end.

------------------------------ Email 936 ------------------------------

From: condour
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Condouris (  writes:

Net Neutrality is very important to me. Please don't allow providers to tier access.

Thanks,
Michael Condouris
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 937 ------------------------------

From: forbisjunk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dan (  writes:

Please, vote for "net neutrality."  This something that us Americans need to preserve the voice against big corporations.
I don't have any money to give you or any high class vacation give aways to offer, all I have is hope.  Hope that you and
 the FCC will make the right choice for us, the common man, the people that put you in power.  Do it for us.

Thanks,
Dan G.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 938 ------------------------------

From: korndog99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:21
Subject: Comcast-TWC merger and Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 939 ------------------------------

From: rrdt09
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:22
Subject: Time Warner merge

What you are planning to do will literally kill net neutrality. Having the common folk pay more money to an already
wealthy group of companies is not the just way to do business. You are allowing a monopoly to further the gap between
the already stressed middle class and the clearly well off upper class. Please, for the sake of freedom and justice, stop
this foolish plan.

------------------------------ Email 940 ------------------------------

From: jtoner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:23
Subject: Net Neutrality and "Fast Lanes"
Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
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 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.

Do the right thing.

Sincerely,

--
J.T. Toner
Director of Billing Services
(610) 524-6480
www.ChiroAbility.com<http://www.ChiroAbility.com>

This transmission may contain privileged and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or
entity named above. If you receive this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone and return
the original message to us via email.  If you are not the intended recipient or the employee responsible to deliver to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that the review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication
 is prohibited.

------------------------------ Email 941 ------------------------------

From: adam.osman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Adam Osman

------------------------------ Email 942 ------------------------------

From: tlyczko
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:23
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Subject: Please KEEP Net Neutrality
Why do you care more about Big Business Corporations and Wall Street than about regular everyday American
people??

------------------------------ Email 943 ------------------------------

From: csdorman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Colin Dorman (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 944 ------------------------------

From: waynewirfs
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:25
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Wayne Wirfs (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am a very concerned U.S. citizen who strongly urges you to trash this idea that companies will be able to pay for "fast
lanes" on the Internet (and eventually be required, to maintain a successful business model).  Net neutrality should be
considered a fundamental necessity for all people.  Doing away with it will irreparably damage entrepreneurship,
consumers, and any company already in business that doesn't have deep pockets.

There are many other issues that need to be debated as well, such as the all too close relationships between high-level
FCC positions held by former lobbyists or executives of major media companies, the proposed merger of Comcast and
Time Warner Cable (an absolute horrible idea in mine and many others minds), and outdated profanity laws in regards
to prime time television.
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All those big issues aside, carriers and ISPs can’t discriminate against different types of traffic on their networks.  Please
 be a champion of net neutrality, not its executioner.

Respectfully,

Wayne Wirfs

Cc: Mignon Clyburn, Jessica Rosenworcel, Ajit Pai, Michael O’Rielly
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 945 ------------------------------

From: nseewald1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:25
Subject: Proposed ISP Regulations
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I write to you in regards to the rumored proposed rule for broadband providers that has been circulating from the Wall
Street Journal. I am concerned that these regulations, which offer ISPs the ability to selectively speed up and degrade
traffic according to corporate and financial interests, will dramatically change the internet as we know it. I believe that
this is in flagrant disregard of consumer interest, and promotes a culture in which internet providers can set arbitrarily
(and restrictively) high prices.

As a graduate student, a fast, reliable internet connection is absolutely critical to me. It is not a luxury, it is a utility.
Without a strong connection, I cannot work. I also have a relatively small income. Allowing Comcast or another ISP to
decide that some websites and services should be faster than others (due simply to a series of negotiations and payouts),
will dramatically affect me. ?Yes, it is sometimes nice that Netflix is now quite fast, but due only to capitulation to
corporate demands. It also comes at the cost of my worrying over a potential price increase to cover these fees.

I believe strongly in an Open Internet, one that is not regulated by corporate interests but instead by the public that built
it. Allowing "commercially reasonable" deals for traffic prioritization will send the message that corporate interests are
more important than public ones, and it is your job to prevent that.

I ask that you reconsider your position, and that ISPs be classified as common carriers. The internet is vital, and, in
2014, it is absolutely a utility.

Very respectfully yours,
Nick Seewald

--

Nick Seewald
University of Notre Dame | Class of 2013 | B.S., Mathematics
University of Michigan School of Public Health | Class of 2015 | M.S. Candidate, Biostatistics

mailto:  | 586.713.7468

------------------------------ Email 946 ------------------------------

From: venomwwa
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 9:27
Subject:
Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.
Sincerely,

------------------------------ Email 947 ------------------------------

From: csdorman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
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companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--

Colin Dorman

3740 Chatham Road
Louisville, KY 40218
(205)862-5557

------------------------------ Email 948 ------------------------------

From: daunt007
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
I just read about your new proposal. I think your plan to end net neutrality is utter bullshit. You have a massive conflict
of interest, and I'd like to see you either get out of the back pocket of ISP's or step down as FCC chairman.

Don't kill Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 949 ------------------------------

From: andrewmiller0
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I hope this letter finds you well. Just kidding, I know it does. You've applied a metric ton of WD-40 to the FCC's
revolving door.

These new proposed rules about net neutrality are absolutely appalling. The fact that an educated person(which all of
you supposedly are) tasked with 'promoting competition, innovation and investment in broadband services and facilities'
 and 'supporting the nation's economy by ensuring an appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the
communications revolution' (taken verbatim from fcc.gov<http://fcc.gov>) is astounding.

There have been recent affronts to net neutrality, including rather egregious one's by Mr. Pai's friends and former
colleagues at Verizon, to which the FCC has not responded in an encouraging manner. But none of these instances
foreshadowed the moronic policies that were reported yesterday. I truly hope that you fellows have a change of heart. I
would like to think that my strongly worded email brimming with rage is enough to sway you from the cushy jobs you'll
 transition into after you're tenure destroying mankind's greatest accomplishment, but I know it won't. Therefore, my
only hope is that you outlive your children.

Have a good day.
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Andrew Miller

------------------------------ Email 950 ------------------------------

From: backberner26
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:28
Subject: Net Neutrality.
I want you guys to really consider what you are doing with your "Faster Speeds" proposal. What you are doing is
allowing companies like comcast, verizon, and the other internet companies to pick winners and losers on the internet.
Giving them power over what we can view or click or read on the internet. I feel like this will be a grave injustice. I feel
you should revise your Supreme Court attempt to make it more specific or general, whatever you were told to fix last
time. This Should Happen.

-Chris Berner
A Concerned Internet User

------------------------------ Email 951 ------------------------------

From: venomwwa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:28
Subject: Internet Fast Lane

Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
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should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.

sincerely,
Archie Helphenstine

------------------------------ Email 952 ------------------------------

From: bretcb+fcc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:28
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Bret Craig-Browne (bretcb+  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed when consumers connect to their site(s) and/or service(s). This is akin to having allowed corporate
entities to have paid for a higher quality telephone connection. It is essentially allowing providers to stifle competition
and enact punitive or vindictive measures against other organizations, should they see fit.  I find it appalling that
allowing such barriers to a free market and capitalism could even be considered.

I believe that by voting in favour of allowing "fast lanes", essentially for the end of net neutrality you would be doing
irrevocable harm to our nation and our freedom to communicate equally with whomever we choose, no matter which
provider we choose to broker that communication.  It is unlikely that ending net neutrality would be a positive change
for anyone other than major corporations, and will almost certainly be a negative change for consumers, the average
voting public, who I believe will find themselves corralled and censored subject to the whims of their internet provider
and without recourse.

I believe "fast lanes" will be a terrible mistake, putting control of freedom of access to information into the hands of
organizations strongly incentivized to twist, hide, and/or manipulate it for their own purposes.

I strongly urge you to vote against "fast lanes", and for continued net neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 953 ------------------------------

From: icornish89
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

It has come to my attention that you and the FCC are proposing a set of rules that makes it completely legal for a big
Internet provider to charge companies differently for access to the web. This is EXACTLY what you and the FCC said
you were fighting against in court.
I would like to ask you why you feel now it is OK as opposed to when it was in court. Why did you change your mind
so drastically? EVERYONE deserves equal access to the internet. All that can come of these rules is that I as a
consumer could end up paying MUCH higher costs. New Internet start up companies could be essentially shut out if
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these rules go through. Please do not set these rules. Make rules that help everyone, not hurt them. Make sure that the
Internet is usable by everyone, not just large corporations. It's was named the WORLD Wide Web for a reason.

Sincerly,
Ian Cornish
An avid Internet user.

------------------------------ Email 954 ------------------------------

From: mtmalone
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:29
Subject: FCC Proposed Internet Regulations
Dear FCC Commissioners,

Over the past few years, I have been watching the progress of your attempts to regulate internet service providers (ISP).
The current attempt falls significantly short of encouraging an open internet that is available to all. Currently, I pay my
ISP extra money for faster download and upload speeds, yet they now also charge one of the download services I use,
Netflix, to allow them to transmit their content at faster speeds. This ability by the ISPs to charge more money for
access to the internet will seriously discourage innovation and small to mid-sized businesses from using the internet and
reduce the internet to a commercial entity instead of an open forum for the dissemination of information to all.

Please modify your proposed regulations so they provide for a more nuetral effect on the internet.

Thank you,

Mark T. Malone
HM: 651-699-2619
420 Cleveland Ave. S.
St. Paul, MN 55105

------------------------------ Email 955 ------------------------------

From: tracehelms
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:29
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Chairman and Commissioners,

Ending net neutrality will take it's toll on small businesses and start-ups who won't be able to afford the same
preferential treatment of larger companies with more money. Hurting these small companies will also hurt job growth
since they collectively employ so many people.

In essence, this will hurt innovation, entrepreneurship, job growth, and discriminate against small companies. Being
employed by a tech start-up, we make our money from web sites, and we don't have the money to give to ISPs for "fast
lanes". These new rules will hurt me and my company directly, along with any other companies like mine.
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I strongly oppose you ending net neutrality.

Trace Helms

------------------------------ Email 956 ------------------------------

From: brown3jh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:29
Subject: Recent Changes in Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.
Sincerely,

Jason Brown
Private Citizen of the United States
Defender of the Constitution
Defender of Personal Liberty and Choice

------------------------------ Email 957 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: gerald.c.lane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:30
Subject: Just Say No to ISP backed 'Fast lane'
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please reconsider allowing an internet 'fast lane' instead of a free and open internet.

Net neutrality is critical to ensure cash strapped startups have a level playing field when competing against tech giants
who have capital to buy unlimited bandwidth. Internet 'fast lanes' will do nothing but hurt small businesses.

For the sake of a healthy internet for generations to come, please push for net neutrality at all costs... the internet is too
important not to.

Sincerely,

A concerned internet user/ tech startup owner
Jerry Lane

------------------------------ Email 958 ------------------------------

From: jpwasson13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Thanks for providing his email. If any of you want some sort of idea of what to write, here is what I wrote as an
example:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was, until now, the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as
a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

A concerned internet user.

------------------------------ Email 959 ------------------------------

From: bendlhash
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 9:31
Subject: Net Neutrality rule changes
Psst, you might want to at least TRY to not look so bought and paid for by the industry you are supposed to
REGULATE and PROTECT US from. You personally are a disgrace and you have no honor or morals if you would sell
 out your own countryman to some company you worked for.

When the shooting starts and the country is in flames just know it was people like you who caused it and people like you
 who will be removed from it when we take back our country from you corrupt crooked people. I personally am glad
you are pulling the wool off the dumb public's eyes to how corrupt their representatives really are, thank you for
accelerating the revolution and making it clear to slow people. We ARE going to start making you all pay for the
damage you have done to our country.

Bryan Michael Enders

------------------------------ Email 960 ------------------------------

From: myxzyp1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:31
Subject: FCC net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 961 ------------------------------

From: adam1031
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:33
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 962 ------------------------------

From: s.lanatta
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sergio Lanatta (  writes:

Please do not allow net neutrality to be perverted! It's the last bastion of forward thinking! We already have an
oligopoly. It's your job to serve us not corporations. They will always find a way to make more money, but you are there
 to help the people still have a voice and freedom. Stop the merger of twc and Comcast and stop the fast lane thievery.
We already are the laughing stock of the rest of the world. Please make it stop.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 963 ------------------------------

From: manning.josh
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:33
Subject: Please Do Not Allow Internet "Fast Lanes"
Dear FCC Commissioners,

As the regulating communications body, the FCC must ensure real net neutrality. A "fast lane" inherently destroys this
concept, even if the recent proposal insists on a certain baseline of service and a to-be-determined standard for when
these fast lanes are commercially reasonable. The proposal may claim to disallow discrimination, but in sanctioning
preferential treatment over the flow of ideas, the FCC would destroy the central idea that has made the internet so
vibrant.

Your job is particularly important in this matter because consumers are powerless. If this most recent development
makes us afraid, if we see these fast lanes as a fundamental breach of trust, our only choice is between sucking it up and
leaving the internet altogether. We cannot choose alternate ISPs with better practices, since alternate ISPs are not
available to most Americans. This is unlikely to change. The costs of establishing a new ISP are astronomical due to
earlier supreme court decisions. Furthermore, existing ISPs continue to fight any change that would make alternate
options available for consumers.

Cable companies have invested massively in building out the current infrastructure. But they built that infrastructure on
dollars coming from people who trusted in the free flow of ideas (both on the content producer side and the content
consumer side), a concept so powerful that the internet rapidly became a necessity for daily life. The internet is now our
best tool to find jobs, do our jobs, stay informed, have a voice in our government, manage our money, shop, promote a
business, entertain ourselves, stay in touch with friends and family, and more.
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In the short term, creating fast lanes could make some of these jobs easier, but this view is absurdly myopic. Dozens
(hundreds? thousands?) of crucial services that exist today would not have stood a chance if fast lanes had existed at
their conception. The internet is one of the few markets where the barrier to entry is low, but fast lanes have the
potential to change that. Adopting fast lanes is an indicator that we think the internet has reached it's highest capabilities,
 that nobody who isn't backed by major corporate interests will create another groundbreaking service, and that it's no
longer worth fostering an innovative environment.

I do not believe this, so I implore you: please maintain a free flow of information uncoupled from corporate interest.
Please do not allow internet fast lanes.

Regards,
Joshua Manning

------------------------------ Email 964 ------------------------------

From: joeybirger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 965 ------------------------------

From: batdanknight
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:34
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality!
Dear FCC

Please do not remove Net Neutrality, it's a very important system that keeps small businesses running and the internet a
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happy place.

I have seen zero positive benefits from removing Net Neutrality.

Thank you
Daniel.

------------------------------ Email 966 ------------------------------

From: thelastdni
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:35
Subject: New Open Internet Rules
I've heard that your department has put forward a proposal to allow ISP's to charge companies for preferential treatment
on internet service. This is a very poor decision. Companies will have to pay more for internet service, and they will
pass that extra cost to us, the consumers, to maintain profits. The increased cost of internet providers will cause many
low income citizens to not be able to realistically afford many internet services. This in tern will make them less
connected to the rest of the world, taking away many opportunities that could improve their state of living. The gap
between the rich and the poor is an increasing problem in America. High economic disparity is a hallmark of  third
world countries and dictatorships. That doesn't seem like a good road to head down. The fact that ISP's can charge
different rates for different companies is just plain discrimination. It gives richer companies a huge advantage and hurts
startups and small businesses, who don't have the funds for "preferential treatment." The internet was made to bring
people together, these rules will kill net diversity and make the internet a "rich people thing". This is unacceptable and I
highly doubt the majority of the public will agree with these new rules.

Sincerely,

A concerned American

------------------------------ Email 967 ------------------------------

From: williamsrach.l
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Commissioner,

I am contacting you to express my concern for any changes to Net Neutrality. The internet can serve as an extraordinary
 communication tool, particularly for letting minority voices be heard or giving individuals the opportunity to start a
small business. If access to these websites depends on money, with those who can invest more getting to move into a
faster lane, so to speak, these advantages will disappear.

Access to information should not depend on income. Changes to the net neutrality rules open to many doors for
inequality and discrimination. Please, reconsider enacting any changes to net neutrality.

Thank you for your time.

Best regards,
Rachel L. Williams

------------------------------ Email 968 ------------------------------
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   The proposed rule changes to allow certain entities greater ability to
provide content quicker is an affront to very the ideas of net
neutrality and the free market. There CANNOT be any discrimination in
the way content is delivered from the web. Neutrality must be
maintained to allow competition, innovation, and open lines of
communication. Expecting one of the largest companies in america to
maintain "commercially fair" rates is a laughable farce. When
considering that very same company has again and again garnered the
title of "Worst Company in America" the assumptions of fairness are
more of a cruel joke.

  The segregation of the net into multiple speeds of delivery is
anti-competition, and blatantly in favor of large corporations. In the
spirit of the free market, innovation, and the future blossoming of
easily accessible information and education, I humbly ask that you
reconsider the new rulings. KEEP THE NET OPEN AND FREE.

Thank you for your time.
Cheers,

           ~Brian
             madeinwv.com
             facebook.com/MadeInWV
             twitter.com/MadeInWV

------------------------------ Email 972 ------------------------------

From: mduncanau
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:37
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Thomas Morgan Duncan (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,  I am writing to you to plead with you to push for full net neutrality.  Allowing ISPs to decide what traffic
can pass through their lines is deplorable, especially considering the fact that the FCC allowed them to force out
competing ISPs in the early 2000's.  Now, the idea of allowing companies with deeper pockets to pay for "fast lanes"
goes against the idea of the American dream, where a small company with a new idea can end up being a fortune 500
company.  How do you propose that small company pay for fast lanes?  Do not push this idea.  Do not allow Comcast
and the like to have say on what information passes through their lines.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 973 ------------------------------

From: jimethn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:37
Subject: Fast Lanes
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

It's shameful that you would hide behind the appeals court's decision as
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an excuse for your agency's behavior. The FCC creates regulations,
whereas the court determines constitutionality. There is a stark
difference between something not being unconstitutional, and that thing
being right or subject to (de)regulation. To put it another way: just
because the constitution does not strictly forbid internet fast lanes
(as determined by the appeals court), does not mean that the FCC should
also not. In fact, as a regulatory agency the FCC's power is not limited
to enforcement of the constitution; rather, the FCC was founded to make
decisions to the benefit of the people that fall outside the scope of
the bill of rights.

These special rights are being likened to "fast lanes on a freeway", but
this analogy is inaccurate. Although the internet uses pipes, it is not
like a freeway at all. It's a medium of communication, like air or
paper. "Fast Lanes" should no more be allowed on the internet than they
should be in day to day conversation.

Can you imagine a future where an auditor stands in every bar, every
public space, and even at every post office and within your home,
monitoring what you say, and should the subject stray toward a certain
area a fee is applied on the spot? This is the kind of future this move
is creating.

Analogy aside, killing net neutrality will allow cable companies to
charge more for the same service. It's well-documented that cable
companies have been stagnating for years, charging consumers higher
rates for little improvement in service. They already enjoy a virtual
monopoly on internet service in most areas, and this lack of competition
has allowed them to grow fat and lazy. This move further entrenches
their monopoly, allowing them to not only extort the customers, but also
the content providers.

Internet service is not a newspaper, it's a form of communication like
art or dance or speech. For humanity to prosper communication must
remain free and open. If you would prefer to sell out the American
people for a few extra percentage points of corporate profit, then you
will continue with this move.

Thank you for the good work you are doing at the Federal Communications
Commission.

Jonathan Lynch

------------------------------ Email 974 ------------------------------

From: auntyschildcare
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:37
Subject: Internet Freedom!
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
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commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

April Hall
Small business owner and concerned citizen.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 975 ------------------------------

From: wlcarriv
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:38
Subject: Net Neutrality must be preserved
The internet is a national and global resource which helps very much to level playing fields between rich and poor,
strong and weak, urban and rural, by providing access to services and information. It should be considered a public good
 and I say it is in the national interest to treat it so. It follows that Net Neutrality must be preserved.

I am sure that your commission is receiving great pressure from large commercial interests who want to remove the
level playing field aspect of neutrality. They value profit over national interests. Please do not vote to harm our country
and end Net Neutrality.

William Carr

543 W Belmont Ave #1E
Chicago, IL 60657

------------------------------ Email 976 ------------------------------

From: a20261
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:38
Subject: Preserve Net-Neutrality
Comissioners,

You must abandon any rule change that allows "pay for access" to exist. The internet should remain an open and level
playing field for consumers and content providers alike.

I strongly urge you to reconsider the proposed rule changes that have been cited by the New York
Times<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html?_r=0>,
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Mashable<http://mashable.com/2014/04/23/fcc-proposal-net-neutrality/?utm_cid=mash-com-Tw-main-link>, and
Public Knowledge<http://www.publicknowledge.org/news-blog/press-release/public-knowledge-statement-on-updated-
net-neutrality-rules>, and instead reaffirm a commitment to open access for all users, and non-discrimanatory data
delivery from all content providers by all ISPs.

A rule change, such as the one proposed, would severely limit small startup companies to compete with established,
entrenched businesses. We won't see a new Twitter, or the next Facebook because startups will be priced out by existing
 companies. The future of the web, must be allowed to develop on the strength of product, not depth of wallet.

Thank you for taking the time to read this note from a concerned citizen and internet-user. I hope that I, and others like
me, can impress upon you exactly how vital net-neutrality is to our future.

-Tom Endicott

------------------------------ Email 977 ------------------------------

From: maaritmiller
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:39
Subject: re: Net Neutrality
Mr Wheeler--

For generations, the quality that's set our country apart from so many others is that our principles support the right of
free access to information at any income level, any business size, and every walk of life to every single citizen who's
willing to put in the time.

By removing net neutrality, this will change. Smaller companies and start-ups won't have a chance when they're
competing against larger, more established enterprises. The next Facebook or Twitter will die on the vine instead of
realizing fruition.

Anyone with enough dollar power can shove unsavory messages down the public's throat and easily choke out any voice
 of dissent. What happens if a white supremacist, for example, is voted head of Disney? What content will our children
be forced to see? What lessons will they be forced to learn? Worse, where can their parents turn to show those kids that
this is just one man's opinions, kids-- you choose for yourself what's right. Here are some alternatives you can learn
about.

Except access to those alternatives will no longer exist.

Diversity is the very foundation of our country, and is undeniably one of the essential elements that makes us stronger.
Look at countries like Iraq or Egypt where diversity is actively squashed out, and you'll have a glimpse of the direction
we're headed if net neutrality is similarly stifled: stunted growth, nonexistent innovation. Trapped, unhappy citizens
with no place in the global economy. Frankly, we're better than that.

I urge you to reconsider your stance on net neutrality, and weigh the larger issues that are at hand.

Thank you for your time,

Maarit Miller
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------------------------------ Email 978 ------------------------------

From: benjamin.s.dunkel
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:39
Subject: Net Neutrality

 <https://t.yesware.com/t/cb4ba103ec1971f90dc2188a4958b7cc1d004109/4c7b5a1be45e736d4aadd40c7c46d02d/spacer
.gif>
<http://t.yesware.com/t/cb4ba103ec1971f90dc2188a4958b7cc1d004109/4c7b5a1be45e736d4aadd40c7c46d02d/spacer.
gif> Stop. Just stop. You are making your love of the big broadcasters and allegiance to lobbyists and money all too
obvious. Please listen to the people: no one wants this. I live in an area where Comcast is already my only option and
now you want to make it worse. It's bad enough that I'm paying more for less speed than people in fucking South Korea.
 And they have no data caps...

Just know that consumers are more aware than ever and now is not the time to fuck this shit up.

Regards,

Ben

------------------------------ Email 979 ------------------------------

From: trixie2188
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:40
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Melissa (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades.

I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against
corporate control of the internet.

Thank you,
--Melissa
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 980 ------------------------------
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From: emailgrt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for equal & open media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.

Gary Thacker
1280 West Peachtree ST
Atlanta, GA 30309
US

------------------------------ Email 981 ------------------------------

From: tgrif123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:41
Subject: ISP ease of entry
My response to your new strategy for measuring the behavior of ISP providers is that the FCC is shirking its
responsibility. The federal governments is supposed to protect the people, not facilitate corporate profits and their
efforts to generate multiple streams of revenue. I urge you and your department to promote ease of entry into the
uncompetitive broadband market. Innovations like that of Aereo should be promoted.

T. Grif

------------------------------ Email 982 ------------------------------

From: stefan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:41
Subject: Fastlane (tm)
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

imagine if the water company could detect if you were using their water for a specific brand of sink and charge more for
 it. Does that sound ridiculous? So does this.

Make a push for ISPs to be acknowledged as common carriers instead. Corporations already wield more than enough
power, especially in your country, time to turn them down a notch.

Greetings from Germany,
Stefan

------------------------------ Email 983 ------------------------------

From: cassidy1027
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:41
Subject: net nutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler,
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 I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect. I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case
basis, but I worry the commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these
cases and I fear large companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists
might have over this process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Cassidy Hobbs

------------------------------ Email 984 ------------------------------

From: tedshaw12
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr.Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.
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Sincerely,

Ted Shaw

------------------------------ Email 985 ------------------------------

From: pretence
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:41
Subject: Net
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 986 ------------------------------

From: cimerians
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:42
Subject: Net neutrality
The proposals I read along the lines of this quote are troublesome:

""..that broadband providers would be required to offer a baseline level of service to their subscribers, along with the
ability to enter into individual negotiations with content providers."

Respectfully, I would like to add my vote as a citizen that I am against such proposals as they are a form of
discrimination.

--George Albanis
Buffalo Grove, IL.
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------------------------------ Email 987 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
John L Tonsick (  writes:

I can't say I was surprised to read about your proposal for "Net Neutrality" in this morning's Los Angeles Times.  I was,
however, disgusted.  Money wins again.  You should be ashamed.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 988 ------------------------------

From: zempc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chris Zemp (  writes:

Let me preface my chain letter with the following:
I do not have much faith in your office; the revolving door between government (consumer protection agency's such as
yourself) and the corporate environment open the flood gates to corruption on an unprecedented scale, especially
regarding the issue before you: net neutrality. Surely you are aware; the questions is will you take a stand for the public
good, or will you succumb to money and smooth-talking?

Dear FCC Commissioner,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

You may go down in history as the asshole who ruined the internet. Do the right thing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 989 ------------------------------

From: lukegail
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Hello,

My name is Luke Gaillard. I am a 35 year old registered nurse living in Vermont. Undoing net neutrality is bad for
America. Please do what is right for the American people. Thank you.

Sincerely ,

Luke Gaillard

------------------------------ Email 990 ------------------------------

From: gormashnit
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:43
Subject: Concern about ISP content control
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I hope you have time for one more keyboard political activist e-mailing you against the FCC killing net neutrality.

The FCCs plans which allow Internet Service Providers (ISPs) to "Fast lane" certain websites can only result in a
personal loss for the average citizen. The internet is the greatest invention of the 20th century and has led to some of the
greatest moments of the early 21st century. Egypt protests being mobilized through twitter, Edward Snowden exposing
the wrong doings of the NSA, open sourced schematics being built for use on in-home 3D printers are bringing us so
close to living in a real future age. These things are in danger of being lost if content control of the internet is taken from
 the public and given to the ISPs. Including a pay wall to "broadcast" your website will change the nature of the internet
from one where I can personally connect to almost any person, service, or idea in the world to one where I can only
access approved sponsors.

Conversely, I DO understand companies need to get payed. maintaining the service lines, website/DNS crawlers and
large scale network switches takes a lot of money. But I am already paying them for that. The ISPs desire to have
content control isn't about "making ends meet", it isn't even about "charging what the market will bear", this is solely
about changing the very nature of the internet.

I wouldn't feel the need to write you personally about this issue if I could vote with my wallet. If we had a free market in
 America, I could simply use a competitor to Comcast, Verizon, AT&T and Time Warner. However the oligopoly that
exists continues to unfairly kill competitive services or any alternative. Putting in legal preventatives to lay cable lines
or use existing public cable poles has ensured that literally no new competitor could arise for the past decade. It will be
years or even possibly another decade before a competitor like OuterNet<https://www.outernet.is/> or Google
Fibre<https://fiber.google.com/about/> will become a reliable alternative to circumvent the oligopoly. In the meantime I
 am only left with one choice, "play ball" with ISPs having content control or have no internet service.

And a choice is all I really want. I don't want to have to write to either a commissioner or representative for something
as mundane as internet service. This should be a non-issue but, as detailed above, it really is.

Thank you for your time,

-Brian Berryhill
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------------------------------ Email 991 ------------------------------

From: kvndiesel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 992 ------------------------------

From: devon64327
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Devon Dickson (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 993 ------------------------------

From: bryanabrothers
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:43
Subject: Please do not let Net Neutrality die
Please do the right thing, for the people. A 'fast lane' for the internet and a Comcast/TWC merger will not benefit
anyone who does not work for Comcast.

"A society grows great when old men plant trees in whose shade they know they shall never sit."

--
Thanks,

Bryan Brothers

------------------------------ Email 994 ------------------------------

From: bskok82
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:43
Subject: If I put "Net Neutrality" in the subject line, do you have a canned  response ready to go?
Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.
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We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,

Brian Skok

------------------------------ Email 995 ------------------------------

From: twenty7w
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:44
Subject: Keep the internet free
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--
-cody-

------------------------------ Email 996 ------------------------------

From: dan.acosta-kane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I hope that this is one of many emails you have been receiving regarding net neutrality and the roll the FCC plays in it.
While I don’t want to repeat the long arguments which I’m sure you’ve heard time and again, I do want to express my
disappointment in the FCC’s plan to allow “fast lanes”.  Net neutrality is extremely important to me, and I believe we
should take strong steps to make it stay that way.

Thanks,
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Dan Acosta-Kane

  _____

IMPORTANT: The information contained in this email and/or its attachments is confidential. If you are not the intended
 recipient, please notify the sender immediately by reply and immediately delete this message and all its attachments.
Any review, use, reproduction, disclosure or dissemination of this message or any attachment by an unintended recipient
 is strictly prohibited. Neither this message nor any attachment is intended as or should be construed as an offer,
solicitation or recommendation to buy or sell any security or other financial instrument. Neither the sender, his or her
employer nor any of their respective affiliates makes any warranties as to the completeness or accuracy of any of the
information contained herein or that this message or any of its attachments is free of viruses.

------------------------------ Email 997 ------------------------------

From: ms.amber.schroeder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:44
Subject: We Want Net Neutrality!
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 998 ------------------------------

From: briver321
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:44
Subject: Don't Throw out NET NEUTRALITY!!!!
Just what the subject line says.  We've lost enough of America to corporate interests.  The internet is for the people.  It's
been monetized enough.  Keep it the way it is please.

------------------------------ Email 999 ------------------------------
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From: apshipley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alden P. Shipley (  writes:

As a broadcaster for 45 years I have watched the FCC dismantle one of the finest businesses in the world. It is time for
you to return to a watchdog position instead of complicating the internet. You ruined the Broadcast business by allowing
 ownership of more than one station per market. Kindly leave the internet alone, Chairman. You have a hidden agenda
and I do not want to see you change one thing about the way the internet currently operates. LEAVE IT ALONE,SIR
YOU ARE JUST PLAIN WRONG. I intend to start a grass root email campaign if you do not listen to what the people
want instead of your cohorts in the cable business.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,000 ------------------------------

From: riddlec
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:45
Subject: FCC Stance

Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
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should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.
Sincerely,

Chris Riddle

Network Administrator

St. Francis Hospital, Inc.

2122 Manchester Expressway

Columbus, Georgia  31904

Ph: 706.321.6995

  _____

Confidentiality Notice:
This email and any files transmitted with it may contain confidential and /or proprietary information in the possession of
 St. Francis Hospital, Inc. and is intended only for the individual or entity to whom addressed. This email may contain
information that is held to be privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. This
information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any unauthorized access, dissemination, distribution or copying of any information from
this email is strictly prohibited, and may subject you to criminal and/or civil liability. If you have received this email in
error, please notify the sender by reply email and then delete this email and its attachments from your computer. Thank
you.

------------------------------ Email 1,001 ------------------------------

From: slow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andrew (  writes:

This is my first time communicating directly with a government representative, and that is because I have never felt so
blatantly betrayed as I did this morning when I read about your intention to submit to Comcast in their destruction of the
 vital principle of net neutrality. I urge you to do everything in your power to restore an open and equal internet.
Otherwise, the next generation of American businesses will be snuffed out before they even exist.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 1,002 ------------------------------

From: robert.snakard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,003 ------------------------------

From: cbranha1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:46
Subject: Net neutrality
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,004 ------------------------------

From: burton.barbara
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:46
Subject: TOTALLY OPPOSED TO NEW RULES EFFECTIVELY ENDING NET NEUTRALITY

------------------------------ Email 1,005 ------------------------------
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From: las list
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 1,006 ------------------------------

From: natroupe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:48
Subject: Net Neutrality Hearing
Hello,

My name is, Nathan Troupe, and I'm a resident of Iowa. The government only cares about me at two separate times, the
Iowa caucus and tax season. And the only reason it cares about me then, is because it wants something from me. The
other days of the year, I'm worth nothing to you/it.

I email today, to please make the Internet neutral. Favoring on the side of Verizon, Comcast,  and etc, proves the
government cares more about money and corporations, then it does its people. In no way does dismantling net neutrality
 benefit the citizen of the US.  These corporations can say they can make deals with Netflix and other streaming services
 to provide a better experience for us. The thing is, our experience now is great. And all this "better" experience means,
is more profit for already successful companies and in turn, increasing fees for us consumers, because the services we
love to use have to spend more money to be able to make sure we continue receive an enjoyable experience. Money that
 they could be spending to expand their service, rather than keep it afloat. All because Internet Companies want more
money. More money for no real labor.

Please, side with the citizens of this country.

Thank you,

Nathan Troupe

------------------------------ Email 1,007 ------------------------------

From: mikael.kerr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:49
Subject: Why are you killing the internet?
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Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I'm just writing to let you know that I am furious about the FCC's latest stance on net neutrality. You are effectively
killing the internet for the general public and even more so for small business like mine. I truly hope you reconsider this
position.

This is a sad day for one of the last bastions of freedom and equality in the United States.

------------------------------ Email 1,008 ------------------------------

From: t0adstyle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Hess (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,009 ------------------------------

From: drewdunn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Good morning,

After reading news reports on the latest rules proposals on Net Neutrality, I'm deeply disturbed by the actions you've
taken. You all are public advocates, charged with protecting this nation from the negative actions of corporate interests.
In this age of the internet, that requires a free and impartial
internet.

Your rule proposal will drive a massive and irreparable hole through that pillar of freedom. ISPs will be able to
discriminate against content providers. They'll steer consumers to the content providers that the ISP has chosen. It'll
stifle innovation and creativity; the two traits that make the internet the amazing force that it is currently.

You have a duty to protect the public from this outcome. Withdraw your rule proposal. Know that we stand with you in
defending the internet from corporate interests. We will fight alongside you for a free and neutral internet.

Andrew Dunn



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android<https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>

------------------------------ Email 1,010 ------------------------------

From: briver321
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:50
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nick Mentio (  writes:

Preserve NET NEUTRALITY.  Don't give the world's internet to corporations that will destroy the free flow of
information.

This matters to Americans.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,011 ------------------------------

From: mkjrwj
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:50
Subject: Changes to rules for ISPs
I just read about the new rules you have drafted regarding the so called net neutrality of the internet.  Everything I read
about this makes it clear that your plan favors the ISP at the expense of the individual and the smaller start ups.  You
know enough about the internet to know the effect this will have and to what extent this will poison the well for
entrepreneurs and smaller internet sites and businesses.  How in good conscience can you do this.

 I get it.  Comcast and Verizon have the money the power and influence for you and other parts of the government that
the individuals can't have, but you are intelligent and moral people.  You don't have to turn a blind eye to this, or worse
assist them.  Why can't you be the type of government official that is looking out for the people with the smallest voice
and the biggest need?

I've no doubt this will pass.  There is too much money, power and influence happening on this issue for it to be any
other way.  But it's sad you do not have the character to stand up against it.

Michael Johnson

------------------------------ Email 1,012 ------------------------------

From: charwwill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality - Oppose proposal to allow web fast lanes
Dear Chairman Wheeler and Commissioners,

I was alarmed to read the recent report in the New York Times  (link below) about the new proposal to allow internet
providers to sell web "fast lanes." This proposal would directly threaten net neutrality. It is vital to protect net neutrality
so that there is equal access to all information and services by all citizens.
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I wholeheartedly urge you to reject the new proposal and to protect net neutrality.

Thank you for your time and work,
Charlotte Williams
Ithaca, NY

http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html?
emc=edit_th_20140424&nl=todaysheadlines&nlid=50267956&_r=0

------------------------------ Email 1,013 ------------------------------

From: steven.moore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Steven Moore (  writes:

I really do not know how to phrase this, I feel startled by what I have recently read.

Is it true the FCC is going to allow ISP's further control over the internet and content they have no investment in
creating? Why should an ISP be allowed to profit from the work of others? Why should they be capable of holding that
content hostage?

They provide such a minimal product to the end-user, troublesome experience and make considerable profits without
any attempt at innovating their technology as it stands.

Now it seems these few companies are going to have a greater control over the efforts of others, and be allowed and
support by the government and all of the public's supposed oversight bodies in their continued efforts.

The FCC should exist to protect the greater interest of the individual, of those that do not know or understand how these
changes will affect them.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,014 ------------------------------

From: matthewjspeck
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:52
Subject: net neutrality
please don't pass this awful law. It will only hurt the common people.
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------------------------------ Email 1,015 ------------------------------

From: luke.m.donnelly
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:52
Subject:
Pretty sure that Mr.Wheeler won't read this as he is too busy counting his money he has gotten from killing a free
internet, but to whoever does read this your boss is one messed up dude. As in comically evil, bond villain level evil, I
am actually surprised he doesn't have a goatee that's how evil he is.

------------------------------ Email 1,016 ------------------------------

From: anthony.w.cesari
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Anthony Cesari (  writes:

All bits and bytes are equal. 5mpbs to Netlfix is no different than 5mbps to Dropbox.  The newly proposed FCC
regulations are deeply flawed at the technical level not to mention at the consumer rights level.  This is a disgrace and
basically funnels money hand over fist into the pockets of the new mega-monopoly of TWC/Comcast with zero benefit
to the consumer. You are making double billing of internet content legal and placing tech start up companies in a
shallow grave. You should be ashamed.

Regards,
Anthony Cesari
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,017 ------------------------------

From: joshuawest82
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Your proposed rules are an act of betrayal of trust with the american people, You need to resign. Go be the lobbyist you
are trying to be.

------------------------------ Email 1,018 ------------------------------

From: maximevero
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Rev. Louis Newton (  writes:

The article says it all.  Great work.
http://www.motherjones.com/kevin-drum/2014/04/net-neutrality-finally-dies-ripe-old-age-of-45
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 1,019 ------------------------------

From: biohazarde
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:56
Subject: Net Neutrality and its Affects
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 1,020 ------------------------------

From: nwnorton
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
I demand that Congress protect freedom and openness on the Internet by passing legislation to protect network
neutrality.

The Internet is our most democratic medium.  It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate.  Network neutrality is the guiding principle that has allowed for these advancements.

Now, for-profit interests want to violate the principle of network neutrality in order to increase their own profit margins,
 which will in turn drive the already massive wedge between the poor and privileged even deeper when these entities
pass on higher costs to consumers.  They must not be allowed to destroy the free and open culture of the web, one of the
 few things left that all walks of life can enjoy openly, evenly, and fairly.

I strongly urge you and your colleagues in Congress to support robust net neutrality legislation that prohibits network
operators from blocking, impeding or interfering with any lawful Internet traffic or prioritizing any content or services.

-Nathan Norton

------------------------------ Email 1,021 ------------------------------

From: e.nilss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Mr. Wheeler,
Net neutrality is vital to freedom.  Around the world you see governments shutting down the internet to attempt to
control their populations.  Killing net neutrality is the first step on a slippery slope to censorship and corporate
monopolies on the internet.  Big corporations already have enough power over the small, independent ones. Having any
kind of cap or speed limit placed on internet speed for those who can't pay a premium is ridiculous.  It is clear what
happens in other countries when the internet is threatened.  People will find ways around it. This is the first step to
angering an already angry and disenfranchised populace. Net neutrality must be maintained.

Sincerely,
Eric Nilsson

------------------------------ Email 1,022 ------------------------------

From: alexkirby8
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alex kirby (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades.I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,023 ------------------------------

From: omar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:57
Subject: Recent FCC Action on Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Omar Bennani

------------------------------ Email 1,024 ------------------------------

From: writefriend3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,025 ------------------------------

From: schr8er
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet is and must remain a PUBLIC UTILITY.

To abandon net neutrality is to abandon democracy.

Don Schroeder
11594 Morrison Street
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US

------------------------------ Email 1,026 ------------------------------

From: captainrathgar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Sir,

Please protect net neutrality.

My name is Richard Brush and I am an active duty sailor in our nation's Navy.  As a fellow servant of our union, I am
dedicated to protect our constitutional rights online and offline as a network analyst.

It has come to my attention that larger Internet Service Providers have been making every effort to justify "fast lanes" of
 internet bandwidth for specific services.  I don't know why you decided to follow this logic in your recent draft, but I
can not agree with this.

Protecting our nation from monopolies is just as important as protecting a company's right to expansion.  What needs to
be realized now with so much fiber infrastructure ladening our cities is that internet service needs to soon be identified
as a utility.  It has become intrinsic to how our society communicates and functions on every level from businesses to
residences.  Allowing any privately owned company to control the rate of information flow is an outdated concept and
should be put behind us.

Please don't be a part of slowing down our country's progress in the coming Internet Age.

Sincerely and Respectfully,
CTN2 Richard Brush

------------------------------ Email 1,027 ------------------------------

From: kevin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--
Kevin Cackler
Tech Daddies, LLC
501-205-1512
http://www.techdaddies.com

------------------------------ Email 1,028 ------------------------------
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From: kevin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,029 ------------------------------

From: jkrause
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Jeff

------------------------------
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Jeff Krause

Director of Operations

440-945-6330 x112

440-724-2720 mobile

mailto

Hughes-Primeau Controls, Inc.

Engineered Flow Solutions

www.hpcflow.com<http://www.hpcflow.com/>

EFFECTIVE 9/16/13

Please update your address book to reflect our new email and web address. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 1,030 ------------------------------

From: prshanahan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Patrick Shanahan (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,031 ------------------------------
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From: leefranke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:58
Subject: Your reversal on Net Neutrality
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, reversing your stance on Net Neutrality. It is unclear
whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you
or the FCC has become corrupted by money and influence from the
Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

The fight for Net Neutrality and access to broadband in general is
strikingly similar to the fight for delivering electricity to the
American people in the 1930s and it will end no differently. The
difference now is that the players in that earlier drama are mostly
forgotten and now the internet never forgets.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is
filled with men who chose to do good despite the hardships. You can
kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common
carriers like they should have been classified a decade ago. You have
the power to fix the errors of those who came before you. Or you can
choose to to side against the American people and we will ensure the
very vehicle that you sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in
history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will make
you example of the sad, weak person that you ended up being. You, and
by direct connection your family and legacy, will be branded as such
for as long as the internet exists.

I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies,
just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you
are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer
sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies
desire with regards to net neutrality.

thank you,

lee

------------------------------ Email 1,032 ------------------------------

From: captainkip8606
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 1,033 ------------------------------

From: gosnell
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 9:59
Subject: Stop. Think.
All,

I think of Comcast, AT&T, Windstream et. al. as utilities. I see the Internet as being as essential as electricity for living
today. No one can blame these companies for wanting to enhance their revenues, but we cannot allow them to do it at
the cost of Net Neutrality. In that event, anyone can be silenced if the carrier does not have a business interest in having
them heard.

Just like we can't have telephone carriers determine at what quality who can call whom, we can't have ISPs throttling
traffic to suit themselves.

Preserving, nay! Enforcing Net Neutrality is our only hope of insuring the value of the Internet for ourselves, the rest of
the world, and posterity.

Caleb Gosnell
Hanover College, Systems Administrator

mailto:

812-866-6834

------------------------------ Email 1,034 ------------------------------

From: sjmikalonis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:59
Subject: Fast Lane
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
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commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--
- Samuel Jonas Mikalonis -

------------------------------ Email 1,035 ------------------------------

From: sgtpeppersband9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 9:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Marcelo Garcia (  writes:

Please do not propose enacting "fast lanes" and making companies like Amazon and Netflix have to pay these money-
hungry pigs like Comcast, Time Warner Cable, AT&T, and Verizon more money to have the same access as any other
company. The deal Netflix penned with Comcast is proof this is happening and now I, the customer has to grin and bear
Netflix raising their price. This is everything net neutrality is not. I am not the only one that feels this way. I would like
to share a few sites that informed me of what your commission is planning on proposing. The first is from The
Consumerist http://consumerist.com/2014/04/23/fcc-makes-mockery-of-net-neutrality-with-proposal-to-allow-internet-
fast-lanes/ and one from The Verge http://www.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5644858/dear-fcc-why-do-you-hate-
consumers.

I did see that you also confirmed these reports were wrong http://www.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5645984/fcc-chairman-
says-reports-of-net-neutralitys-death-are-flat-out-wrong and I truly hope that is so. I am a bit apprehensive due to the
FCC's last time in court where there was really no fight on the commission's part to contend against the technicality of
how current ISPs are viewed. In these times, the internet must no longer be considered a luxury but a utility because of
everyone's dependence on it. I am someone that uses the internet to handle my finances and pretty much fix everything
that I can find on Google. I pay a very high premium for fast internet even because there is no competition where I live.
When my connection doesn't work my ISP, TWC, doesn't take care of it in a timely manner because they know there is
no other ISP I can go to.

I'm just a concerned citizen using my voice and hope the organization that is supposed to protect me, the consumer from
 the greed of these providers comes through. Thank you for your time
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,036 ------------------------------

From: koggit
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:00
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Tom,

This "fast lanes"  proposal reeks of corporate influence - it doesn't stand to reason how anyone other than a corporate
lobbyist could even humor the idea of destroying net neutrality.

If this goes through, it is the end of the golden age if the internet in America.

We should be moving toward a world in which the internet is an open public utility, not replicating the antiquated mess
that is cable television.  Cable TV is a luxury entertainment medium, the internet is a communication tool enabling rapid
 societal and technological progress.  The internet should not be the ISPs to control.

I hope you come to your senses.

Sincerely Upset,

Jared Rene Clement
Software Engineer
from Seattle, WA

------------------------------ Email 1,037 ------------------------------

From: tony.goldenstein
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Your stance on Net Neutrality is atrocious, no one is struggling to make money hand over fist in that industry the way it
is, and now you're going to make it easier for the companies while costing the consumers more?

Please understand that you're making an extremely unpopular decision to appease a few corporate giants and virtually
no one else. You think this is going to help the little companies? Please, the giants will make more money faster and just
 buy them. They will disappear either way, this will only hasten the process.

The internet provides the ability to bring people together, share information and knowledge in a way we've never had
before, and you're going to make that more difficult for people, especially the people that need it the most. The internet
is a great service, and the more people we can allow to have it the better. THIS decision against Net Neutrality will not
serve to improve the country, but only as another mechanism to create a greater divide between the ultra-wealthy and
the rest of us.

Please reconsider.

Thank you.

--

Tony Goldenstein
218-791-1926

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 1,038 ------------------------------
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From: marcusnorris75
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:00
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioner,

 I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 1,039 ------------------------------

From: casey.simonetta
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,040 ------------------------------

From: aj.sturm10
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:01
Subject: FCC and Net Neutrality
Tom,

It truly sickens me that you are going to go ahead with the allowing of "fast lanes" on the internet. The beauty of the
internet is that it is an open place where small companies or even ambitious and industrious individuals can make a
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name for themselves, but when ISPs are allowed to start throttling websites and data at will, that may very well
disappear.

On the FCC's "What We Do" page<https://www.fcc.gov/what-we-do> the bullet points all indicate that your number
one roll should be promoting competition and generally creating an environment where the biggest company/person in
the room can't crush the little guy before he's on his feet. This is clearly not what you and the FCC are doing though. In
fact, you're doing quite the opposite.

You may try to distance yourself from the situation by saying that you are only allowing more freedom to the companies
 with the cables, but they, as a private company are going to do what ever they can to make money. Once they are
allowed to segregate traffic between fast and slow lanes, you can bet that there is going to be a premium price on those
fast lane slots. It is your job as the regulating body of the United States of America to set rules in place that prevent this
kind of thing.

Chances are, you couldn't care less about this email or all the other ones you'll be receiving. Heck, you probably have
some secretary that screens them and you won't even see this, but if you do, please consider making amends. The world
deserves it.

Regards,
Alan Jacob Sturm
Cincinnati, Ohio

------------------------------ Email 1,041 ------------------------------

From: b.elberson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairmain Wheeler,

I demand that the FCC protects freedom and openness on the Internet by halting this effort to destroy net neutrality

The Internet is our most democratic medium.  It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate.  Network neutrality is the guiding principle that has allowed for these advancements.

Now, for-profit interests want to violate the principle of network neutrality in order to increase their own profit margins.
  They must not be allowed to destroy the free and open culture of the web.

I strongly urge you and your colleagues in the FCC to support robust net neutrality legislation that prohibits network
operators from blocking, impeding or interfering with any lawful Internet traffic or prioritizing any content or services.

Sincerely,
Ben Elberson

------------------------------ Email 1,042 ------------------------------

From: mr.j.l.peterson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:01
Subject: How is something this wildly unpopular still being pushed through?
America's "free market" was supposed to be about completion.  If net neutrality dies, there may never be another
Netflix, Amazon, or ebay.  All of these companies started from nothing using the web as there vehicle to push their
products.  ISP's now want to charge for more speed because they can't (or don't want to invest the capital to improve
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their network) provide the speed that we the customer pay them for.  Its disgusting that Meredith Baker moved from
FCC commissioner to Comcast gov. affairs by clearly favoring cable companies.  The only reason I can think the FCC
would allow net neutrality to die would be to secure higher pay jobs for themselves after they leave the FCC. I have yet
to see anyone (ANYONE!) tell me how killing net neutrality would be good for anyone outside the offices of Comcast,
AT&T, TWC, or Verizon.  They are doing just fine.  Instead of investing money to catch up to Google fiber, I guess its
better business to buy off the FCC.  I'm sorry for the harsh tone because claiming people have been bought off who are
supposed to be looking out for the peoples interest is harsh but how else are we supposed to interpret this? If it looks
like a duck, quacks like a duck, isn't it a duck?  I'm sure Ms Baker is sleeping well at night thanks to her new salary, I
hope you have a little more respect for yourself and the office you are in.

JP

------------------------------ Email 1,043 ------------------------------

From: cunderscoreg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to express my display at your board's decision to allow prioritized access and speeds for certain entities on
the Internet. The Internet was founded upon a dream of equal access, for all users. To allow ISPs to essentially play
favorites, the board will choke innovation and kill the independent spirit that made the Internet what it is today. Further,
it would disincentivise improvement of broadband infrastructure (if companies can make sufficient money from the
infrastructure already there, why improve it?), increase cost of entry into the business marketplace (how would new
players, who don't have the capital to gain priority access, compete with already established players?), as well as
increase costs for users everywhere (costs for service will be passed down to the consumer, who will be hard pressed to
build a competing product due to the second point).

Many have tried to convince you of these things and failed. So I ask you: what evidence do you require? Under what
circumstances would you be willing to admit that net neutrality is the best option? Give me the criteria, and I shall
produce them for you.

 Chris Gaetano

------------------------------ Email 1,044 ------------------------------

From: eoincampbell98
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:01
Subject: Killing Net Neutrality
Dear Mr.Wheeler,
I am writing to you to protest against proposed rules regarding ISPs being allowed to charge different rates for faster
connection speeds.

These rules will inevitably raise the cost of content produced by major companies such as Disney or Netflix, in order to
make the same profit as they did before. However, many ordinary people, who aren't chairmen of large companies, will
struggle to meet these new prices. The government seem to forget that prices are rising everywhere, while people's
wages decrease. Since I have yet to see an important figure actually care about the 99%, I shall inform you of what may
happen to corporations.
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The inflation associated with this new proposal shall turn consumers away from purchasing anything associated with
these companies. Therefore, they will lose money which will mean you yourself will come under attack from the CEOs.
You need to realise that you must look to the future and instead not try to make money for the moment.

The introduction of these changes will also make it much harder to develop more companies online. There will never be
a new Facebook or Twitter and many other companies will find it impossible to compete against ones that already make
billions of dollars a year. As we become ever more connected online, companies use the Internet to sell products and
reach out to customers. They will now start to loose these customers and so will be forced to close down. This will
increase unemployment rates and will ensure the world will be run by 5 or 6 individuals. I tell you to look at the bigger
picture for once and do something for the PEOPLE, not large businesses.

I would advise you to take these arguments to heart and do what is best for the people. I know for a fact that I am not the
 only one that feels this way. Many Anons are dissatisfied with these changes. Expect them.

Yours sincerely,
Eoin Campbell.

------------------------------ Email 1,045 ------------------------------

From: choekstra
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Allowing ISPs to charge for preferential treatment is a travesty and is the beginning of the end to the internet as we
know it. I can not believe that this is still an issue after the HUGE backlash against SOPA and the likes. These sort of
rulings are not taken with the citizens in mind and it saddens me that these sort of rulings can be entertained or even
passed!

------------------------------ Email 1,046 ------------------------------

From: mail
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:03
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler,

I just signed Zach Moore's petition "Tom Wheeler: Maintain Net Neutrality<http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-
wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>" on Change.org.

Maintain Net Neutrality by stopping the "Fast Lane" policies being proposed by the FCC.

Sincerely,
Kelli June Campbell, California

  _____
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There are now 3 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Zach Moore by
clicking here:
http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b<http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>

 <http://api.mixpanel.com/track?
data=eyJldmVudCI6Im9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzIjp7ImVtYWlsX25hbWUiOiJmaWZ0eSIsImlkIjoi
dXNlcl85MDYwNTM5OCIsImNpdHkiOiIiLCJzdGF0ZSI6IiIsInppcGNvZGUiOiIiLCJjb3VudHJ5X2NvZGUiOiJVUy
IsImluY29tcGxldGVfYWRkcmVzcyI6dHJ1ZSwic2lnbnVwX2RhdGUiOiIyMDE0LTA0LTI0IiwibG9naW5fY291bnQi
OjEsInRvdGFsX2FjdGlvbnMiOjAsImNvbm5lY3RlZF90b19mYWNlYm9vaz8iOmZhbHNlLCJzaWdudXBfY29udGV
4dCI6InNpZ251cCIsImRpc3RpbmN0X2lkIjoiZDVhYzZlMjItZWQxZi00MzZjLThkYWItMjk3ZGFkNGJjZjlkIiwidG9
rZW4iOiIzMGFhMjZhMWQ2ZTkzYWUxNThkZmJkYzE2YjQ5MzMxMiJ9fQ==&ip=1&img=1>
<http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=Yca7J0IwWiyvnccfVPFtAPXm-
2FM0hXO4JQyS3pFOh66PFcyi4Htfp4ygVdj1bNZtc7azfA1SbkCEjpMsVdeMy3gsn0RACkHTsu2mSImP8DhoXJDNs
Mo2N1W47Q-2FS0l2h3wcRaGMrVy3TxeCZwiGBc3AvxVr005Rs1L8HxR9OSq2M23o6kpn13RceTg-
2FJUWVzaBWn6c488n8WU-2B6-2F84wX2xaFwxIT7af5WtyH5F-2BuT7nReTBzvvT6-2BCEQvM1az-
2B6IOoO1DIJfEwA-2BQaGsF9QHAZ6VAmEHRrnmJB7NI8-2Ff6wCk-3D>

------------------------------ Email 1,047 ------------------------------

From: isaiah.cisneroz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:03
Subject: Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thanks,

Isaiah Cisneroz

------------------------------ Email 1,048 ------------------------------

From: synhero
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:03
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Subject: Tom: Someone has to stand up for the Average American
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 1,049 ------------------------------

From: slayman898
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:03
Subject: New FCC proposal
Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Steven Layman and you have never met me and you probably never will. That being said you are a very
important person to me right now. You are one of a view voices that I have to protect my interests in the Internet. I do
not have enough money to be loud enough in the political spheres to enact any change, all I can do is write this letter
and vote my conscience.

I am a programmer by trade and if I ever hope to reach my ambitions I need the Internet to be free. I need the same
ecosystem to exist that allowed Mark Zuckerberg create Facebook and Larry Page and Sergey Brin to create Google. I
am just starting out now and I have my ambitions but in the face of the new rules I fear that my ability to create a
successful product is severely limited.

The media is already controlled by special interests, that is a battle that was lost a long time ago. One that I have
accepted begrudgingly. The beauty of the current internet is that start up media groups like The Young Turks can have a
 voice and reach their audience. Their message would be filtered and changed to fit the vision of the corporate media
structure if they were a part of the CNNs of the world.

I implore you to rethink this proposal and stand for the people of America. I know that their lobbyists are persuasive and
 I would be foolish to believe that a nice position is not waiting for you when your time as Commissioner is over. I must
 humbly ask as one of the people that you were charged to protect to revise your proposed rules to classify ISPs as
Common Carriers. This is the only way that we can ensure a free and prosperous Internet for the Future.
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Thank you for taking the time to read this email.

Sincerely,

Steven Layman

Baton Rouge, Louisiana

------------------------------ Email 1,050 ------------------------------

From: justinc4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is ridiculous.   I have worked in tech my entire professional career and the only thing Comcast has done is abuse
market position.   It charges me an absurd amount of money for slow, unreliable service and now increases the cost of
my Netflix service because Comcast's paying customers want THEIR content to make it through Comcast networks?

What kind of idiocy would make a government panel look at the existing behavior of America's slow, unreliable and
expensive service and think that giving them more power to block innovation is a good idea?

Sincerely,
Justin Carlson

Justin Carlson

VA

------------------------------ Email 1,051 ------------------------------

From: guitarbass95
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:04
Subject: Net Neutrality and the Comcast/Timewarner merger
From reading about your relation to these companies and your
apparent apathy for the American people and their critically important,
last vestige of free speech, I am emailing to request that you change
your stance for the good of the country rather than the good of
monopolies and your own selfish interests. If you believe at all in the
principals of this nation, then you will put aside your own selfish,
anti-American ways and do your job and help the American people.

------------------------------ Email 1,052 ------------------------------

From: brendan.parrott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:05
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Subject: Shame on you
Tom,

By altering net neutrality rules, you are granting unnecessary power to companies that are literally monopolies in many
areas. This is not the first step and don't claim otherwise. Their intent is to "cable-ize" the internet and become the
gatekeepers for content. You are responsible for opening this door.

You are serving the lobbyists who line the pockets of public servants. THAT is who you serve. Shame on you for NOT
doing your job and moving to force this bitter pill on the public.  Break them up and give us choices. We have the worst
internet service among all industrialized nations. Now you are trying to give them more power.

Shame on you

------------------------------ Email 1,053 ------------------------------

From: bart.bechtel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--
Bartholomew B Bechtel

mailto:
(251) 517-4294

------------------------------ Email 1,054 ------------------------------

From: mandopixie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Who do you think you are?
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for the corporate cunts' domination of the Internet.
 We demand net neutrality.

Paul Statman
214 A Bicknell Avenue
A`
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US

------------------------------ Email 1,055 ------------------------------

From: cjparker426
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom,

I am emailing you today because I was shocked to hear that FCC is deciding to completely reverse its position on net
neutrality. I find this decision deplorable and I am completely disappointed that the FCC is no longer standing up for
consumers, small business', and the fundamental nature of the internet. The internet needs to remain open and you need
to continue to fight against the largest internet companies fighting to wall off the internet.

Do not change your position on this and maintain work towards net neutrality and defining the internet as a common
carrier

Thank you,

An Adamant and concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 1,056 ------------------------------

From: bradlyely
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brad Ely (  writes:

Allowing the ISPs to sell premium access to companies is like allowing the transit authority to extort money from
businesses in exchange for repairing the roads leading to their businesses. They are not building more lanes “fast lanes”
what they are doing is throttling those who don’t pay. Its racketeering!  Access to the internet should be a public utility
not yet another avenue for big businesses to advertise and sell goods.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,057 ------------------------------

From: purchases
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
It doesn't seem to matter what party is in power, stooges like you represent the moneyed plutocrats at the expense of the
middle class.

Arthur Aptakin

------------------------------ Email 1,058 ------------------------------

From: dadadata
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:07
Subject: Do NOT End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and Federal Communications Commission members,

We want net neutrality and electronic common carriers.

craig odonnell
Box 66
kennedyville, MD 21645
US

------------------------------ Email 1,059 ------------------------------

From: mightyzombie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Wes Harrell (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, forcing companies to pay or have access to
their website and services thottled to unusability. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
 I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, much like former FCC commissioner Meredith
Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Comcast's Senior VP of Governmental Affairs. I know you are likely
being well paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies
desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm. It is inconceivable that you
believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out
the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the
issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact
on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for what is right. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the "fast lane" and classify internet service providers as common carriers as should have been
done a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, and we, as the people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to
abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify that, though you made kings
of yourselves, history will make traitors and cowards of you all.
------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,060 ------------------------------

From: skyharps
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:08
Subject: You Are A Cunt
Stay the fuck away from the internet you fat, old, greedy government cunts.

------------------------------ Email 1,061 ------------------------------

From: mic.rudnick
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:08
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I'm an engineer working for Harris and living with my family of four in the Rochester NY area.

Please act to maintain our democratic media/internet.

It appears you may be speaking platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet,

I want net neutrality maintained.

Mike Rudnick
20 Cambric Cir
Pittsford, NY 14534
US

------------------------------ Email 1,062 ------------------------------

From: mcgarrymusic
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:08
Subject: You may not End net neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

How dare you.  Net neutrality is not going away no matter what underhanded maneuvers you and your corporate thugs
try.  You are trying to deny the public their rights and it's not going to fly.  This is way bigger than you seem to realize.
Net neutrality is here to stay.
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. WE
WILL HAVE NET NEUTRALITY.

A McGarry
75 Hillcrest Avenue
Rye Brook, NY 10573
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US

------------------------------ Email 1,063 ------------------------------

From: alan.mclemore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We the People want Net Neutrality!

Alan McLemore
3580 Calder Ave.
Beaumont, TX 77706
US

------------------------------ Email 1,064 ------------------------------

From: schnoocer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:10
Subject: Do the right thing.  Stop the greed.
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Edmund

------------------------------ Email 1,065 ------------------------------

From: nplakun
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
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commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Do the job you're being paid to do and protect net neutrality.

Sincerely,

A taxpayer.

--
noah.

------------------------------ Email 1,066 ------------------------------

From: futurenotwritten
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action, not platitudes as smokescreens for even greater corporate domination of the Internet. We want net
neutrality.

Jay Becker
1055 w
Chicago, IL 60647
US

------------------------------ Email 1,067 ------------------------------

From: gundamgp01x
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 10:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am  sad to say with a heavy heart I am not pleased that you have announced your ‘new open internet rules ‘ allowing
special access to consumers.

This internet is a free one that should allow no matter how big or small the person it the right to have the same
broadband internet as everyone else and with this proposal you are officially allowing companies like Comcast and time
 Warner the right to overcharge people to get the same bandwidth there paying now or block the bandwidth of those
they do not like at all.

Free speech on the internet with previous net neutrality laws was the last and final right of the american public and the
last haven for free speech in this corporate controlled world, but now you are giving up after you said previously you
would of FOUGHT to the nail to keep it.

I used to trust you, stand by you, and even if there were some things I did not approve of the FCC over the years you
were still by us on net neutrality, but now you just abandon the ship before it sinks and  leave use at the mercy of the
sharks ready to wait till the ship sinks to feast on our flesh and suffer from there brutal murderous rampage of our basic
human rights to free speech.

If it wasn’t for conditions that is keeping me in this country I would of left long ago to Canada, but sadly I cannot. All I
have to say I am very ashame of you all. So go ahead and keep on with this path. You are only opening yourself to the
volley of myself and millions more  unhappy people all around the united states and the world of your choice. I do hope
your inboxes are ready for the fire that will reign down on your emails from the millions who now loathe your decision
to let Comcast, time warner, and other shackle them destroying their final portal of free speech

Sincerely,
Michael Tirado
No longer a Fan of the FCC.

Michael Tirado
2500 east main street
Belleville, IL 62221
US

------------------------------ Email 1,068 ------------------------------

From: robantes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:11
Subject: Sale of Comcast to TWC
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
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claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Rob Antes

------------------------------ Email 1,069 ------------------------------

From: marybethmacneil
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We need an open and democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Mary MacNeil
59 Manomet Point Road
Plymouth, MA 02360
United States

------------------------------ Email 1,070 ------------------------------

From: kvpollack
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:12
Subject: This is not Net Neutrality
This is a double-sided market. How do we expect anything less from a former cable lobbyist?

Reinstate net neutrality.

--

Kurt V. Pollack

610.329.6338

------------------------------ Email 1,071 ------------------------------

From: cbugg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We would like to see progress towards a democratic media, not smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.
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We want net neutrality. It is right for all people to have an equal chance to access any and all sites on a word wide
platform.

The founder of the modern internet has stated that net neutrality is needed and he is worried that if the FCC's plan goes
through, it will cause issues for other countries as they grow and ramp up on the internet. It will hurt business,
commerce and information sharing.

Chris Bugg
206 Meacham Street
Fort Mill, SC 29715
US

------------------------------ Email 1,072 ------------------------------

From: ksamsel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality. The internet belongs to the people, not to corporations.

Keith Samsel
155 28th Ave North
Saint Petersburg, FL 33704
US

------------------------------ Email 1,073 ------------------------------

From: dbklafter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
To allow large corporate to dominate the internet and set up a two class system is a dereliction of your duty to protect
the public interest. Do not sully your reputation, along with that of the administration you serve, by being the FCC
group that sold our patrimony ror a few campaign contributions, or promises of future jobs, or whatever. You should be
better than that!

David Klafter
63 Winthrop Rd
Brookline, MA 02445
US

------------------------------ Email 1,074 ------------------------------

From: bbozone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporatBe domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.

Billie Bozone
21 OLD PELHAM RD
BELCHERTOWN, MA 01007
US

------------------------------ Email 1,075 ------------------------------

From: srt19170
To:

Jessica.Rosenworcel@fcc.
gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing you today to express my strong opposition to the proposed "fast lane" Internet rules.  The Internet is a
critical infrastructure utility, and the proposed rules would inevitably harm the economy and the public good.

-- Scott Turner

------------------------------ Email 1,076 ------------------------------

From: ross.e.barber
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ross Evan Barber (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing today to protest the recent decision to abandon net neutrality. In allowing for those with far more
substantial resources to eliminate competition and eventually screen content to users, you are enabling the literal and
tangible destruction of freedom. Surely you understand how freedom distinguishes America from the rest of the world if
 you work in the United States Government. This decision would easily provide the capability for larger companies to
financially muscle their way into data transportation conduits . It would also facilitate a strong foundation on which
Internet monopolies can become a reality, obviously a severe detriment to end users, but certain benefit for the
government entities who oppose net neutrality.

I turn to you. You who holds the future of freedom on the World Wide Web in your hands. If this freedom is taken
away, our government is destroying what those before us worked so hard to obtain, and died to defend.

From a soldier in the Army National Guard, and private sector employee of a small ISP,

-Ross Evan Barber

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,077 ------------------------------
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From: boxblli2011
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:14
Subject: FCC "fast lanes"
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

This is a friendly reminder that you work for the american public, not corporate interests. How dare you even think to
put your own personal and financial interests over those of the people who you have been called to serve. Your actions
to further Comcast's internet monopoly absolutely disgust me.

You should be ashamed of yourself for choosing to line your own pockets rather than protect people from being forced
to pay ridiculous amounts of money for shoddy service because they have no other options. You will single-handedly
set back internet technology and development by decades through your actions.

It is not too late, choose to do the job you have been called to do and protect the american people from internet
monopolies by refusing to allow net neutrality to be repealed.

Remember your oath to the american people

------------------------------ Email 1,078 ------------------------------

From: shocks250
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:14
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

Leave the internet open to everyone. Please keep access equal for all and abandon your current plan to make it a pay-
for-access scheme.

Robert Heltzel

------------------------------ Email 1,079 ------------------------------

From: dgoldsmith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The Internet is a public utility, like water or natural gas. Users should pay according to how much capacity they use, and
 that includes both clients and services. No one should have to pay extra to get acceptable performance, as that will lead
to only large corporations and wealthy individuals having acceptable performance.

The Internet is innovative because it is a level playing field, and new entrants can grow rapidly. Ending net neutrality
will allow the creation of barriers to entry for new companies with new ideas. Please reinstate net neutrality and do not
approve "fast lanes."

Deborah Goldsmith
55 Roberts Rd Unit E
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US

------------------------------ Email 1,080 ------------------------------
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From: rollandsmith.87
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:14
Subject: RE: Fast lanes
Tom “18-wheeler” Wheeler:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow “fast lanes” within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is a dangerous decision to allow
large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism and the unfettered
exchange of information. I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I
know it is in your best interests to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. It is inconceivable
 that you believe ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone without an army of high powered
lobbyists at their disposal. You are selling out the public good. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh
impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades.

Also, I’ve attached my resume. I’m tired of working 60 hours a week for $34,000/yr. Help a brother out.

Rolland Smith

------------------------------ Email 1,081 ------------------------------

From: rmarmo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:14
Subject: Concerns about Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am a 26 year old living in Michigan, working for a Hosted Services Provider.  We provide infrastructure, servers
website hosting and disaster recovery, as a service to small and medium businesses around west Michigan.  I've never
taken a particular interest in politics before now, but the situation regarding the recent changes to the FCC's Net
Neutrality laws are setting a truly worrisome direction for our country. The internet is arguably the greatest creation of
my lifetime, a tool for the free exchange of ideas among anyone. Somehow, though, along the way, the United States
has fallen leaps and bounds behind other countries in the world, particularly those in Europe. Why is this being allowed
to happen? I know I’m not the only person to wonder if our policy makers understand the gravity of the situation.
Comcast, Verizon, and AT&T have created an environment that is completely against the spirit of the internet.

To understand why I am so passionate about the issue of Net Neutrality, let me explain. Just today I read that the FCC
plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is the
first step towards destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporations to control what
was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. The ISPs claim that this is a cost of business; that
companies should pay for the bandwidth they use. They already do! This is charging twice for the same service, and the
cost will undoubtedly be passed right along to the consumer. No one in their right mind should support these rulings, but
 somehow, Net Neutrality is still eroding away.

As a hosting services provider, we use a ton of bandwidth in data that comes to us from our customers.  We already pay
a very high price for our connection in the datacenter, let alone what we pay for our connection at our office.  If we were
 to have to start paying more to Comcast on one end and US Signal on the other, and in turn relaying those costs to our
customers, there would only be one outcome.  We can’t compete with these same services offered by Microsoft if ISP’s
are allowed to start charging tolls for faster lanes and better access.
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If I may be so arrogant as to cite my youth as a point of expertise on this matter, let me add this: I do not believe that
many older Americans, including much of Congress and the House of Representatives, understand exactly what is being
 given up by allowing the destruction of the FCC’s Net Neutrality rules. I mean no disrespect when I say this: The best
advice I can offer to anyone making rulings on technological issues is to listen to your kids. Listen to other young
Americans. This is more than just higher costs for Netflix; it’s a direct barrier to entry for any company or individual
wishing to do business online. With the destruction of Net Neutrality comes the end of the last decade of technological
innovation. There is a wealth of voter support to be had for any elected official who takes a pro-Net Neutrality stand.

Thank you very much for your time, Mr. Wheeler,

Rob Marmo

Infrastructure Engineer

N-Vint Services

Work Phone: 616-222-4341

------------------------------ Email 1,082 ------------------------------

From: dilemmadrummer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:15
Subject: Regarding net neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to your nation and encouraging
others to do the same when they could be using their position to help and empower the people. For a nation that claims
to be all about opportunity for the poor you will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up
their own businesses online and choking all but the largest of companies, forcing monopolies and destroying any chance
 at a fair market. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the public good to line
your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will
have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I sincerely hope you realise the consequences your actions will have on
 what millions of people around the world consider to be the most significant technological breakthrough of the 20th
century.

Sincerely, a concerned human being.

------------------------------ Email 1,083 ------------------------------
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From: bgeorge13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is what prevents us from censorship. If individuals cannot afford to pay for open avenues for all kinds of
ISPs, a censorship for the poor is created. Our country was founded on freedom, why create a system where knowledge
isn't free?

Equal access for all. I will not stand for this.

-Bethany

Bethany George
Ithaca College
Ithaca, NY 14850
US

------------------------------ Email 1,084 ------------------------------

From: arthur.macewan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

A democratic media and system of communications is an essential foundation for a democratic society.  This means that
 the internet must be net neutral.

Please act to preserve net neutrality and democracy.

Arthur MacEwan
35 William Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
US

------------------------------ Email 1,085 ------------------------------

From: endlessferrets
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate or other private domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality. And whether or not you realize it, all entities - including the corporations for whom
you lobbied - need net neutrality to avoid stagnation and failure.

Catherine Bell
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your street
Amherst, MA 01002
US

------------------------------ Email 1,086 ------------------------------

From: zladislaw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission:

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate/fascist domination of the Internet.
We want net neutrality. Your jobs are to guard the public, not to help to further corrupt our government buy providing
increased corporate abuses. Please, protect the public and do your job. Thank you1

Steven Bard
28 King St., #24
New York, NY 10014
US

------------------------------ Email 1,087 ------------------------------

From: josh lubarr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet has revolutionized our society *because* of Net Neutrality. If its structure is changed, then the direct and
unfettered access to sites will be changed to one that requires payment for access, since only the big players will be able
to pay to speed their content; it will also punish consumers, who will then likely have to pay additional fees to view
content, strictly based on profit motives of the ISPs. Don't change this -- we need Net Neutrality.

Josh Lubarr
P.O. Box 74
Belmont, MA 02478
US

------------------------------ Email 1,088 ------------------------------

From: siegalg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:17
Subject: Re: FCC's latest Fast Lanes Policy
Chairman Wheeler,

The FCC's recent decision for internet 'fast lanes' puts rising startups at risk. You are eating away at future potential for
our young creatives but lobbying from companies that already make substantial profits. ISPs can now make rising
companies 'pay the piper' before they can reach solid ground. ISPs can now filter content to their liking. No self-
respecting citizen would believe the half-hearted claims that Verizon has made regarding neutrality if they are free from
the government's eye.
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Online innovation is one of the few remaining distinctly American industries. Thanks for making it just a little harder in
this country.

Yours,

Gabe

------------------------------ Email 1,089 ------------------------------

From: andrew.list
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

The FCC should be standing up for principles of a fair and open Internet for all.  Small companies wanting to do
business on the Internet have changed the economy as we know it.  Open access for all content, not paid bandwidth to
the highest bidder, is the only way to keep this economic engine alive for all users.  Allowing large corporations with
deep pockets to own the bandwidth and generate huge revenues for a small number of bohemoths is not only unfair, but
it is bad for our economy and our citizens.  Do not place your lobbyist interests above what you know is the right thing
to do.  Ensure the FCC stands for net neutrality.

Andrew List
43 Wakefield Street
Reading, MA 01867
US

------------------------------ Email 1,090 ------------------------------

From: chasemccants
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:17
Subject: I urge you to change your mind...
Hey Tom,

I have to say, I was extremely disappointed to see that the FCC plans to push forward with these so-called “fast lanes”
of the internet. In world where some have more rights than others, the internet was the digital land of equality. Everyone
 had a voice and everyone had equal access. If I created a small time website, I was given the same right of way as some
 very large corporations. You are working to destroy that. You are going to minimize the success of future online
startups unless they have the money for those fast lanes. The United States should be a beacon of equality, free speech,
and this thought that no person or company is better than another. What example are we creating for the rest of the
world?

Your actions have consequences that stretch far beyond our borders and beyond our lifetime. Remember that. This may
seem like a great idea for the companies that have no doubt lobbied for this to happen. But what happens when you and
I die…what will the internet look like for our children? This internet where some content is preferred and others
suppressed?
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I will say that at some point, this will come back to you if this pushes forward. The Internet is ingrained in all of our
lives and remember the result of SOPA. But instead of it coming back to a few congressmen, it’ll come back to you. I
don’t have the money that Disney has. I don’t have the influence of NBC or Comcast. But you and I are people under
the same flag. We are flesh and bone and should be more important than the will of these larger companies. I urge you,
work for me and people like me. Work for companies like Facebook back in 2004 or YouTube in 2006. I urge you to
change your mind. Best wishes…

________________________________________________
Chase EuJene McCants
190 W. Pacemont Road
Columbus, OH  43202
Phone No: 614-353-4443
Sent from iCloud

------------------------------ Email 1,091 ------------------------------

From: joemagruder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want open access to the Internet, i.e., I want net neutrality.

Joe Magruder
1625 Curtis Street
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

------------------------------ Email 1,092 ------------------------------

From: jonthomm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:18
Subject: Net Neutrality and the TWC / ComCast merger
Mr. Wheeler,
Stop going to bat for big business. Your new idea for "net neutrality"
i.e. creating fast lanes is a terrible one. That's like letting the
water company charge you extra money for having a Kohler brand sink
instead of a Moen brand one. You are supposed to be responsible to the
American People, not corporations. The corporations are responsible to
their stock holders, not the American People.

Also, the Time Warner Cable / Comcast merger would be detrimental to
the American people. The two worst cable companies in America joining
forces will ultimately lead to higher prices and terrible service and
probably a good amount of job loss.

Please, think of the American people, the ones your are responsible
to. Don't feed us a line about "this will give them improved
methods..." "more man power..." "better position to service..." Stop
all the lies. Use your heart and serve the American public, not the
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private entity.

This is my 2nd email to you.

Jon Thomm

------------------------------ Email 1,093 ------------------------------

From: leebartellnyc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want ACTIONS for democratic media, not PLATITUDES  as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet.

We want net neutrality, end of story!

Thanks for your time and consideration.

Lee Bartell
7 East 14th St., #927
#927
New York City, NY 10003
US

------------------------------ Email 1,094 ------------------------------

From: hthomson8
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Herbert Hugo Thomson (  writes:

Dear Charimen,

I'm writing you today in regards to the FCC allowing "fast lanes"for certain companies who are willing to pay for higher
 speed.  This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet.  It is shameful and disgusting notion to establish this
 kind of control purely for covet means.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you'd be doing IRREVOCABLE harm to our nation.  Our nation claims to
provide opportunity for the poor, yet by doing this we as a nation will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance
for people to start small businesses online.  The internet will load much slower for any site that's not paying the cable
companies that consumers will be less likely (if at all) to visit these sites.  It's not hard to see that ending net neutrality
will have ANY POSITIVE change for ANYONE besides major corporations.  Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC,
it will be virtually impossible to revisit the issue.  Your actions will have massive repercussions for decades.  I doubt
what I'm saying will have any impact on you, but if you vote to end net neutrality you will be proving yet again, that in
America, opportunity depends entirely on how much money you make a year.  Makes me ashamed to be American.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 1,098 ------------------------------

From: kattmanduu
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for an open and democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality. We do not want governments doing any censorship or controlling of the internet and
the dtat available or the access to if by others. A totally open and free internet is how we become a free world with
totally open communications between all peoples.

Richard Nordland
121 N Parnell
Ruidoso Downs, NM 88346
US

------------------------------ Email 1,099 ------------------------------

From: phillipsmjordan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

The American dream is often thought of as a notion that if you have a great idea and a respectable work ethic, you can
have success in this nation, and henceforth, the world. A platform like the Internet is wonderful because of its lack of
overhead; one can bring his or her idea to the masses with ease, AND ALL IDEAS ARE EQUAL. By severely
damaging net neutrality concepts, you are perpetuating the rich getting richer and the average small business owner or
entrepreneur having an uphill battle against monied interests. I know your background and motivations, but PLEASE
consider what you are doing to destroy the most open and influential innovation platform to ever exist.

------------------------------ Email 1,100 ------------------------------

From: jsandin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:20
Subject: Why is the FCC planning new Internet rules that will gut Net  Neutrality?
To all:

The FCC is inviting ISPs to pick winners and losers online. The very essence of a "commercial reasonableness"
standard is discrimination. And the core of net neutrality is non discrimination. This is not net neutrality. This standard
allows ISPs to impose a new price of entry for innovation on the Internet. When the Commission used a commercial
reasonableness standard for wireless data roaming, it explicitly found that it may be commercially reasonable for a
broadband ISP to charge an edge provider higher rates because its service is competitively threatening.

Please rethink this.

John Sandin
KC0QWE
Merriam, KS

------------------------------ Email 1,101 ------------------------------
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From: marquisdan77
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:20
Subject: Fuck you
Hope you got a lot of money for selling our internet to Comcast you sack of shit.

------------------------------ Email 1,102 ------------------------------

From: lindh.aaron
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:20
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Aaron Lindh (  writes:

From the perspective of ordinary citizens, your new plan openly panders to the interests of AT&T and Comcast. Please,
as someone working in the tech industry, we need an open and neutral internet. For the good of our economy and
citizens, classify the internet as a utility. It's the right thing to do and you know it.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.0
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,103 ------------------------------

From: mwmayo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the the Federal Communications Commission:
We want action for democratic media, not back-room deals when bringing any desired content to consumers' homes. We
 deserve true net neutrality.

Matthew Mayo
2316 Winepol Loop
San Jose, CA 95125
US

------------------------------ Email 1,104 ------------------------------

From: dorierduluth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

 The citizens  want and deserve net neutrality.  This will help keep media democratic by not granting corporations to
dominate the internet.

Thank you for considering keeping the internet open.  Communications deserve a fair playing field.
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Sincerely,

Doretta Reisenweber
111 Garden Street
Dulut, MN 55812
US

------------------------------ Email 1,105 ------------------------------

From: btran
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:21
Subject: Internet "Fast Lane" will kill American Innovation
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please do not back down from the enforcement of net neutrality. How would you like your commute to be in the
morning if most of the highway lanes were fenced off and you were unable to use them because you did not have
enough money? The concept of preferential treatment of internet traffic with those with more money and resources is
unequal and wrong.

What if Google, when it was ran out of a garage, had to raise capital to fund all the traffic it generated before it even had
 all of these resources? YouTube? FaceBook? Amazon?

The end of net neutrality will be the end of e-innovation in America.

Regards,

-Bryan

------------------------------ Email 1,106 ------------------------------

From: abbiemcmillen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We already have slow service in the rural parts of this once-great nation.  Killing net neutrality will make it so much
worse for those of us who care about deep issues rather than the superficial blandishments by major corporations.
Please do not take this one toehold we have into the civilized discourse of this dying republic.  Keep net neutrality
intact!

Abbie McMillen
21 Carver Field Rd
Harborside, ME 04642
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,107 ------------------------------

From: kimoconnornyc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:21
Subject: PLEASE DO NOT ABANDON NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
I am writing to urge you not to abandon net neutrality.  Allowing “fast lanes” will only end up hurting consumers, small
businesses and start ups.  You will single handedly damage our economy for years to come if you allow this.

Sincerely,
 Kim O'Connor

------------------------------ Email 1,108 ------------------------------

From: patricktoy
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am writing in regards to the the proposed new rules for ISPs.  In an industry where advertised speeds are often
significantly slower than in reality, I am scared of the practice that would allow the richer sites to pay to be faster than
others.  The internet has been such a disruptive and innovative economic sector because it is a level playing field.  By
passing these rules you will stop any new sites and business from being able to take on the big boys.  If these rules were
in place a decade ago, there would be no Amazon, no Netflix, no Facebook, and no Google some of the most valuable
and important companies in our country.  A free and open internet allows for people to pursue the American Dream no
matter their location, their education, and the size of their bank account.  Your job is to protect that, not infringe upon it.
  These rules will show you are on the wrong side of history.

Thoughtfully,

Patrick Toy

------------------------------ Email 1,109 ------------------------------

From: s.wilber
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:21
Subject: The future of the internet

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Kindly do not kill the last frontier of mass free speech by allowing the corporations to buy up the internet for their own
propaganda and profit.

Corporations have already bought up everything else: the newspapers, the television channels, the cable channels, and
the radio stations. They use them to propagandize ceaselessly in favor of the oligarchic, corporatocratic, military-
industrial, 1% domination of our economy and politics. Look at the nightmare that is the Fox-Limbaugh Lie Machine!

We need your action to preserve the internet as the last truly free mass medium.
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The future of democracy is in your hands. Money is NOT speech! Don't mess up here.

Stewart Wilber
1923A 15th St
San Francisco, CA 94114
US

------------------------------ Email 1,110 ------------------------------

From: dave.hodgson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:22
Subject: Pay to Play on the Internet?  NO !!!!
Mr. Chairman:

Why is the Federal Communications Commission insisting upon, yet again, revisiting what ought to be a settled
question? There is no reason, no justification for allowing internet service providers to charge content companies extra
for preferential treatment.

This change will raise prices for consumers and skew content delivery in favor of those will the money to pay for it.
Content providers willing and able to pay for it (i.e., the Fortune 500) will get more bandwidth from the ISPs, favoring
their content regardless of consumer preference. Those unable or unwilling to pay the fees (i.e., me and millions like
me) will be last on the priority list for having our content distributed. This is fair? Reasonable? Sensible? Democratic?
Constitutional?

There is no advantage to anyone other than big buck corporations for scrapping the existing rules. The internet should
be neutral. Discussion over. Despite what five Supreme Court justices say, money does not equal speech and NO ONE
should be able to pay to give their content preferential treatment on the internet. The ISPs are making plenty of money
under the existing rules; if they “need” more then let them raise everyone’s rates a little (like any utility) rather than
collect a fee to provide unnecessary and unwarranted preferential treatment to the few.

David Hodgson
368 Burlington Road
St. Paul, MN  55119

------------------------------ Email 1,111 ------------------------------

From: meathelix
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:22
Subject: Not Acceptable
Re: Net Neutrality

We read the news. We see these changes and yet have no idea how to stop the machine that's already in motion. We
know these decisions are fueled by money and ambition and that ultimately we the consumers, the citizens are the ones
that will pay the price.

And this isn't just a literal price tag. Sure, costs will probably rise for everything, for cable, for gaming services and
Netflix, etc. But the other, higher price is the freedom of information the internet has afforded us up to this point.

You, the FCC, are appointed to keep what's happening now from happening. I know there's history of people in power
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being former lobbyists for the companies they're supposed to be regulating now, but everyone has to drop these short-
sighted motivations and look at the bigger picture. And maybe there aren't subversive motives at play here. Either way,
a better job has to be done. Extrapolate exactly how this will play out given corporations' tendencies to extract profit
wherever they can. It's not a pretty picture.

------------------------------ Email 1,112 ------------------------------

From: jfierberg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:22
Subject: my feelings on Net Neutrality
Tom,
I don’t consider myself to be a reactionary man. I believe in the good of people, in the good intentions every politician
in D.C. has to make the country, the world, a better place for this and every subsequent generation. Its this belief that
often if not always keeps me out of public debate or outcry at political possibilities. That is why this letter writing is so
foreign to me. I’m a 24 year old working in IT. Fresh out of college from Film School, I was able to land a job support
my growing family and continue to grow as a freelancer in the industry I truly wish to be in. Net Neutrality allows me
the ability to access the worlds most incredible, powerful tool to better myself, and to advertise who I am. I want a free
and competitive internet for my children and theres. That means that if I pay an ISP for internet access, and I also pay
another for a content or information service as well, I shouldn’t have to then pay my ISP more money to use it. This will
 fundamentally shift the balance of power from a even playing field of internet access, to an unbalanced society where
livings can’t be made, and boundaries can’t be pushed. The internet will not longer be a gathering place of culture or a
melting pot of opinions, but a bland, and wealth controlled shell of what it is now, and what it can and should evolve
into over the next several decades. Please, I plead with you, understand net neutrality and its far reaching effects. Use
the good that is inherent in you, and the good intentions you act upon to reach out to the experts far smarter than I to
ensure your changes and decisions do not ruin the future of this amazing community and culture with price fixing and
peering.

Thank you for your time and humble consideration.

--
Jeff Fierberg
Sent with Airmail

------------------------------ Email 1,113 ------------------------------

From: bartwalls42
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler and Co.,

     My name is Charles Walls and I believe that the proposal issued by Mr. Wheeler yesterday would detrimentally
change the internet. I believe that should the FCC policy change, that the possiblility for it to switch back is negligible,
even if it is proven that  the policy does not work. Net neutrality has been an issue since the earliest days of the internet,
and although this proposal might not be a drastic shift, I believe it is a step in the wrong direction.
     I do not expect you to read this email. I expect it to get lost among thousands you recieve today, once the widespread
 users of the internet have access to these addresses. However, I wish there to be a calm arguement among all of the
blind hate you may get.

Sincerely,
-Charles Walls

------------------------------ Email 1,114 ------------------------------
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From: flinflanflon
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:23
Subject: Same access to all people, please
It is bad enough paying for various and mostly artificial speed caps on internet connections, but for our country's sake,
don't introduce the ability to put a premium level on access to costumers. We've essentially lost the competition that's
supposed to be central to our country's economy, look at health care and cell phone providers, the illusion of choice and
the extortion of customers. This is already taking place with internet access speeds, but I fear we are on a slippery path,
and we are beginning a new and terrible slip. Keep the net neutral.

Stuart

------------------------------ Email 1,115 ------------------------------

From: george
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:23
Subject: Listen to The People, not the money!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

George Kamburoff
533 westover lane
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
US

------------------------------ Email 1,116 ------------------------------

From: cpgorelik
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Please do the right thing.

Charles Gorelik (Concerned Citizen)

------------------------------ Email 1,117 ------------------------------

From: perrygovier
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr Wheeler, Commissioners, 

This is a mistake:
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html

Please reverse this decision immediately, before America looses its lead in IT competitiveness and innovation.  Your
decision does not represent the will or best interest of the industry or the American public.  It represents a short term
gain for a few major companies. The FCC is tasked with serving American society, not the largest corporations and their
 lobbyists.  It is my opinion that should this go unchanged, the FCC will have lost its legitimacy as an American
regulating body. 

Mr Wheeler, I implore you to put aside your past as a lobbyist and do your patriotic duty to serve the American people. 
Commissioners, please, do what you know is right for this country. 

Regards,

Perry Govier
@perrygovier
Minneapolis, MN

------------------------------ Email 1,118 ------------------------------

From: annettekingsbury
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:23
Subject: Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Annette Kingsbury
545 Grampianb
Lake Orion, MI 48362
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,119 ------------------------------

From: rhaustin43
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I deplore your attempt to extort the American public for access to public goods. Providers of the pipe should not be
allowed to decide who gets through based on how much they pay. The internet is the most important invention of the
last century and I will not stand by idly while you sell it off to middle men.

Richard Austin
7867 godolphin dr
Springfield, VA 22153
US

------------------------------ Email 1,120 ------------------------------

From: thebuglady
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is essential if our society is not to become ever more dominated by rich oligarchs, leaving the rest of us
with little convenient access to information, jobs, and other services which we depend on the Internet for.  Giving the
big corporations permission to charge as much as they want for terrible service for the rest of us is the worst idea ever.
You can prevent this.

Linda Wiener
1055 Mansion Ridge Rd.
Santa Fe, NM 87501
US

------------------------------ Email 1,121 ------------------------------

From: rocstar629
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:24
Subject: Remember that YOU work for ME!
Can you imagine a scenario in which your water company could detect what brand of faucet you were using in your
sink, and then charge you more for using that faucet vs. the “preferred brand”?  That sounds crazy right?  So does this
BS.  The internet should be a free market.  DO NOT ALLOW Comcast and other big corporations to line your own
pocket in exchange for my freedom.  IF YOU DO remember I am a voter, as are the rest of the internet users in this
country.

------------------------------ Email 1,122 ------------------------------

From: gary.paduana
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:25
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Subject: net neutrality
Your views (paid, intrinsic, or otherwise) make me sad.  Can you please consider the desires of the consumer instead of
the desires of those who stand to profit from your actions? mmmkay thanks

------------------------------ Email 1,123 ------------------------------

From: ashlucas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good Morning Chairman Wheeler,

I believe there are two sides to every story.  Why do you think allowing selective internet throttling is in the best interest
 of the people?  It really seems to set up an anti-competition environment and encourage/enable censorship from the
ISPs.  But I try to have faith in our public officials' decisions, and I am curious as to your reasoning behind this.  Is there
 a benefit to come out of it that isn't clear to the American public?  Because from the outside it looks really bad.

Thanks for your time,

Asher Lucas

------------------------------ Email 1,124 ------------------------------

From: amritpalsingh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Amrit (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,125 ------------------------------

From: robertsodman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Robert Sodman (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,126 ------------------------------

From: josephpellingra
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:26
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioner Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I hope you will think critically on the matter and place the real interests of American citizens and the public at large
ahead of your personal interests. If you allow Net Neutrality to die, you will be doing irrevocable harm to our nation.
For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance
for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't
paying cable companies a premium fee, that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.

It is inconceivable that your chairman Tom Wheeler believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for
anyone besides major corporations.He is selling out the public good to line his own pockets. Once net neutrality is
ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. You and your colleagues actions will have huge
repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but if you side with Tom Wheeler,
you should be ashamed of what you will be doing.

I hope that hearing from an average citizen might have some sway on your judgement. Please do what is right, and make
 sure Net Neutrality is kept and enforced.
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Best

Joe Pellingra

------------------------------ Email 1,127 ------------------------------

From: djl2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet is not just another communications channel.  According to academic experts, it is the single most important
 technological invention in human history.  We should be investing in a faster, safer and especially more private (by
default) Internet, and stop wasting time with proposals to undo all that the Internet has done, and yet will do for the
world, by being an open resource for all to use with equal opportunity.  Giving corporations preferential treatment vis-a-
vis "pay to play," would have the effect of throttling everyone else.  It could also be used and easily construed as
censorship, a major enemy of the free world.

Vigilance is needed.  We must stand up for net neutrality.

Dan Ling
326 Middle Grove Rd.
Middle Grove, NY 12850
US

------------------------------ Email 1,128 ------------------------------

From: lonelongboarder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:27
Subject: Net Neutrality Objection
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
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freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Thank you for your time,

Brian (a tax paying American) Johnson

------------------------------ Email 1,129 ------------------------------

From: bre358
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:27
Subject: Mr Wheeler tear down this paywall, don't put more up!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality, TRUE net neutrality with one simple rule: internet service providers can only function as "dumb pipes"
where no consumer or content provider can be throttled or given preferential treatment to.

Allowing an internet "fast lane" for those who can pay spits in the face of an open web and sets a terrible example for
the rest of the world. This is definitely not " boffo".

Brian Edwards
503 Conner Creek Dr
Fishers, IN 46038
US

------------------------------ Email 1,130 ------------------------------

From: seancolliermail
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:27
Subject: If you could not sell off the internet to the rich and powerful,  that would really help out.
Allow me to add to the flood of sensible humans contacting you today to point out that the "proposals" (read: deranged
money-grabbing assaults on all that is good in the world) you've forwarded as of late regarding the internet could only
have been made with no knowledge of how the internet — or, for that matter, anything — actually works.

You are trading short-term profit gains for a half-dozen very, very, very rich companies for, oh, I don't know, the future
of education and technological advancement, which will be obliterated under your new system.

The FCC has long stood as an enemy of the free exchange of ideas, but until now, you weren't explicitly standing in
opposition to progress. Tell me — should the electric company give preferential power to the manufacturers of the
appliances its in bed with? Should the water company send the good water to the rich neighborhoods?

Everything you think is wrong.
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------------------------------ Email 1,131 ------------------------------

From: jvalor88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:27
Subject: FCC Decision on Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation and its consumers.
For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance
for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't
paying cable companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable
that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are
selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have
much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

John

------------------------------ Email 1,132 ------------------------------

From: mdmejia2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Manuel Mejia (  writes:

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
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freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,133 ------------------------------

From: aholland
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
this decision is  atravesty that will only reinforce the gap in this country between the very wealthy and the rest of us.
Access to, and the ability to participate in culture should not be predicated on ability to pay.
Would you allow this for phone conversations, or for Television?
I have already paid for my bandwidth.  to allow ISPs to double-dip because some of the content I want to see comes
from successful businesses is pure rent-extraciton and a tax on innovation.

all data online should be treated the same.

Adam Holland

------------------------------ Email 1,134 ------------------------------

From: bbong718
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Disgrace! Net Neutrality will prevail!
You sir are a disgrace to let the Net Neutrality flank, but what can we expect from Corporate Lobbyists who just looks
for the good of Corporations, I hope we make enough fuss around it to make you step down.

I guess Comcast did pay you enough to turn away from fighting for the good of the country and be a corporate shill.

Good riddance.

Tom

------------------------------ Email 1,135 ------------------------------

From: b.wright77
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: RE Net Neutrality
Net Neutrality is important to everything I do, every day.  The web is my job, my hobby and my passion.  If you gut Net
 Neutrality your stifling innovation if favor of the few at the cost of the many.  Please, Please stand with the people.
Please stand up for a free, equal and fair internet for all.

Please do what is right and say yes to full and true Net Neutrality for all.
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--
Brendan Wright

THIS EMAIL MESSAGE IS FOR THE SOLE USE OF THE INTENDED RECIPIENT AND MAY CONTAIN
CONFIDENTIAL, AND PRIVILEGED INFORMATION. ANY UNAUTHORIZED REVIEW, USE, DISCLOSURE
OR DISTRIBUTION IS PROHIBITED. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, PLEASE CONTACT
THE SENDER BY REPLY EMAIL AND DESTROY ALL COPIES OF THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE.

------------------------------ Email 1,136 ------------------------------

From: kbzeese
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kevin Zeese

------------------------------ Email 1,137 ------------------------------

From: brandonpisoni101
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Career ender
With buzz from the Net Neutrality controversy still in your ear you can be certain approving the TWC - Comcast
merger will mark the end of your public career.

You can't have it all Tom, take the money they gave you and walk into the Hall of Shame or do the right thing and
uphold the Clayton Antitrust Act.
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Tax payer

------------------------------ Email 1,138 ------------------------------

From: roc5137
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: DON'T DESTROY THE INTERNET!
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have. Please, stand up for the good of us and the use of the
 Internet!

Thank you,

Ryan C

Resident of Pennsylvania

------------------------------ Email 1,139 ------------------------------

From: jpatton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media and net neutrality is critical.
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Jo Patton

Chicago, IL 60637
US

------------------------------ Email 1,140 ------------------------------

From: irifi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens and dog and pony shows for corporate domination
 of the Internet. We absolutely require net neutrality.

Seeing as how Brazil now leads US in their Net Neutrality, and other nations are proceeding in many directions that put
US to shame, lead, and stop grabbing at corporate cash and greed!

Dennis Ely
122 Central ave.
Los Gatos, CA 95030
US

------------------------------ Email 1,141 ------------------------------

From: patvo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am outraged at the idea of making information available to the highest bidder. Another step in the widening gap
between the wealthy one percent and the rest of us. Please reconsider.

Pat Van Osdol

------------------------------ Email 1,142 ------------------------------

From: darren maclennan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality...
I strongly urge you to reconsider the destruction of net neutrality in favor of providing tiered service to the general
public. The Internet is a priceless resource, and I do not believe that its interests are served by creating multiple levels of
 service - one to the rich, another to the poor.

Thank you for your time,

Darren MacLennan

------------------------------ Email 1,143 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: marshall2003
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Do Not Betray Us and End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marshall Dinowitz
2656 Belmont Canyon Rd.
Belmont, CA 94002
US

------------------------------ Email 1,144 ------------------------------

From: max.grady
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to you simply to express my concerns that the FCC has decided to give up on the idea of net neutrality by
allowing the implementation of so called 'fast-lane' technology.

I would like to give a simple analogy as to why this idea doesn't make sense.

Imagine if the water company the provides the water to your house and your entire neighborhood suddenly had the
ability to detect what you were actually using their water for. Then they decided to charge a higher utility  rate to anyone
 who wanted to make non-Lipton brand tea with their water. Suddenly your only choice for tea is either pay for non-
lipton brand tea, and then pay the water company for the ability to make non-lipton brand tea... or just cave in and only
drink Lipton brand tea for the rest of your life. One generally does not have the ability to switch water companies -
which further complicates the issue.

That scenario seems ridiculous.

So to is the idea of 'fast-lane' technology on the internet.

Thanks for your time,
Maxwell Grady
University of New Hampshire
Dept. of Physics

--
Síocháin agus Grá

------------------------------ Email 1,145 ------------------------------

From: marrq
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would like to register my complaint against your proposed new rules
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abandoning net neutrality.  Admittedly, they're not being released unitl
May, however the expressed intent has been to go hands off and allow ISP's
to seek more profit at the expense of consumers while hiding the price
hikes in the subscription fees for other services.

For instance, consider Netflix and Comcast.  It's widely known that
Netflix has started paying Comcast (who is seeking to purchase Time
Warner).  Now, netflix will be raising it's rate for new customer's, while
at the same point, comcast posted a 30% increase in it's first quarter
profits (not just revenue).

Clearing (given the profits), Comcast had the money to expand it's network
capacity.  Comcast's users were the ones requesting all of the bandwidth;
Comcast was the one stubbonly refusing to meet this need.

The end result of this is effectively a hidden price hike, via Netflix,
for very profitable broadband providers (whom often already have a
monopoly over a region, and can charge whatever they want).  And your
proposed rules would make incidents like this more common place.
Futhermore, it would encourage ISP's not to upgrade their networks.

I agree with many others that ISP's should be viewed as common carriers.
Please reconsider.

Sincerely,
Marrq Ellenbecker
(U.S. Citizen)

------------------------------ Email 1,146 ------------------------------

From: clyngaas1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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This truly matters, think about the future and the nation.

Chris Lyngaas

------------------------------ Email 1,147 ------------------------------

From: ryan.chop33
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: DON'T DESTROY THE INTERNET!
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have. Please, stand up for the good of us and the use of the
 Internet!

Thank you,

Ryan C

Resident of Pennsylvania

------------------------------ Email 1,148 ------------------------------

From: jonathanbarnes29
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To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Please Continue to Allow Net Neutrality
Dear Sirs & Madams of the FCC,

My name is Jonathan Barnes and I have grown up using the internet and, in turn, seen it grow from a novelty to an
essential service for civilization.

Until now, the internet has been a meritocracy where ideas and services are treated equally and the public is allowed to
patronize them freely and without restriction.  This model has allowed an explosion in the exchange of information, the
quality of entertainment, and the universality of ideas.  By creating a system where common services used by the masses
 are charged and regulated differently than others, the aforementioned model of meritocracy would be destroyed and
consumers would be left holding the proverbial bag; paying more for what costs the same.

The United States does not charge drivers who use highways more than those who do not.  In the same vein the FCC
should not allow those who maintain the roads and highways of the internet to charge different rates to content providers
 simply on the basis that internet users frequent those services more.  It's ridiculous and another way that large
corporations are aiming to wring more money out of the public and create a system where the financially privileged
have another domain of dominance.

Please reconsider your stance and allow Net Neutrality to stand.  Millions of Americans are begging you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Barnes

------------------------------ Email 1,149 ------------------------------

From: mdpnhp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Margaret Flowers

------------------------------ Email 1,150 ------------------------------

From: ah1717
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media.  We want net neutrality !

Anne Haas

Ann Arbor, MI 48103
US

------------------------------ Email 1,151 ------------------------------

From: gdewan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:30
Subject: More corporate cronyism

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You'll all be fine. You'll take the payoffs and the kickbacks and the rest of us?  We'll be back to paying too much for
dial up level service.
When you were younger was this what you had in mind?  Corporate lackeys colluding to drain a few more dropsof
blood out of the rest of us.

We're now 37th in the world in web speed service and cost.

Why do you think that is?

Try looking in the mirror

The web should be a public utility, a common carrier.  We paid to create and develop it through DARPA.  Now you're
turning it into another cash machine for the 1%.

You disgust me. You really do.

Geoffrey dewan
8118 Hollywood Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90069
US

------------------------------ Email 1,152 ------------------------------

From: vvuono01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:30
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Subject: Proposed Net Neutrality Change
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I am writing about the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and "fast lane" internet connections. I
believe that allowing ISPs to accept money from entities and to change the way users receive internet content would put
too much power into the hands of the already rich and powerful.

As it stands, the internet is a free and open market of ideas and technology. Everyone has the opportunity to be heard
equally by their peers and this has fostered a thriving community, and amazing and innovative technological
developments. By allowing large companies to be heard louder than they already are, you threaten the existence and
viability of smaller internet operations.

By allowing ISPs to select which companies get high speed data connections and which ones don't, you protect the
interests of huge conglomerates and wealthy CEOs, rather than the users, the common people, our government was
designed to protect. I know the FCC argues that each proposed "fast lane" client will be evaluated on a case-by-case
basis, but I worry the commission does not have the man power or resources to adequately and promptly address these
cases and I fear large companies and ISPs will take advantage of this fact. I'm also concerned with the power lobbyists
might have over this process.

In conclusion, I believe that allowing ISPs to allow "fast lane" privileges is a bad decision as I find large companies and
ISPs in general irresponsible with this ability. I'm also concerned about the commission's ability to deal with these
requests in an accurate, timely, and just fashion. Please do not let the golden age of the internet wane on your watch.
Keep the world wide web open and free.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Vince Vuono

------------------------------ Email 1,153 ------------------------------

From: rchop33
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:30
Subject: DON'T DESTROY THE INTERNET!
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have. Please, stand up for the good of us and the use of the
 Internet!

Thank you,
Ryan C
Resident of Pennsylvania
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------------------------------ Email 1,154 ------------------------------

From: dennisruhlin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:30
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dennis Ruhlin (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner,

I read recently the FCC is planning to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing companies to pay to receive
"additional speed". This is a step to utterly destroying the freedom of the internet in order to raise profits for
corporations such as Verizon, Comcast, TWC, etc. These large corporate entities will directly control what was until
now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for ANYONE we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online, to access various news outlets, and to educate themselves. Voting against net neutrality will
drastically reduce the public's ability to educate themselves by finding information from various sources across the
internet. The internet will not function as is in it's current state, and will work on a much slower scale due to throttling of
 networks and speeds by large corporations, essentially EXTORTION against consumers and business owners who are
already paying for access. This is, at it's base COERCION, pure and simple.

It's staggeringly inconceivable to believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
 corporations. With various countries across the globe enacting legislation favoring net neutrality, such as Brazil,
France, Belgium, The Netherlands, Chile, Israel, and many more, it's appalling that America is trailing behind in
freedom of information.

Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but I
strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet. Please do your part in keeping
the internet open and free for everyone, not another media outlet to be controlled by other.

Thank you for your time.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,155 ------------------------------

From: howard.hassman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:30
Subject: DO NOT END NET NEUTRALITY

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:  TALK IS CHEAP, FOR ACTIONS
DO SPEAK LOUDER THAN WORDS.  WE DEMAND A LEVEL PLAYING FIELD.

Howard B. Hassman
9 Auburn Road
Parsippany, NJ 07054
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,156 ------------------------------

From: pby6
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:31
Subject: Mr. President, hands off Edward Snowden

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Manford Samuelsen
1050 W 10th St
San Pedro, CA 90731
US

------------------------------ Email 1,157 ------------------------------

From: mccartys02
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:31
Subject: Please change the FCC's stance on net neutrality.
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to creating an uneven playing field for new internet start-up companies, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
 I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker
went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well
paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with
regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations looking to line their
pockets. I can only conclude that you are selling out the public good to line your own pockets as well. Once net
neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative
repercussions for decades.  Please don't allow this to happen.

Sincerely,
Shane McCarty
Des Moines, Iowa

------------------------------ Email 1,158 ------------------------------
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From: kaminsp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:31
Subject: Fukushima Crisis Is Now

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
The internet is not yours to parcel out to corporate interests!

Keith Thompson
284 Pelham Blvd
St. Paul, MN 55104
US

------------------------------ Email 1,159 ------------------------------

From: gavin20
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Right now, ISPs are racing to keep up with the growing popularity of bandwidth-heavy content, not just from Netflix,
but from every pay-TV operator, Amazon, Google, Apple, countless smaller streaming services, online gaming, video
teleconferencing, audio streaming, and more. But adding a fast lane takes away much of the incentive to make future
innovations available to consumers at large.
The idea of net neutrality meant that ISPs are motivated to provide the best service for as many customers and content
providers as possible. But if there is big money to be made off of deep-pocketed media companies trying to outperform
each other online, that’s where the focus will go.
If fast lanes are approved, those content companies unwilling or unable to pay extra for improved delivery will be stuck
with the status quo, while those who can part with the cash will see the benefits that everyone would have enjoyed had
true neutrality been established.

Gavin Lipscomb

GA 30044
US

------------------------------ Email 1,160 ------------------------------

From: arellanoda.andres
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Arellano (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,
With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.
But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
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been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.
Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.
You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,161 ------------------------------

From: ccchartley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:32
Subject: Please Support Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the   Federal Communications Commission,
Please support net neutrality.  An open access network is essential to the health of the network and to assure equal
access regardless of financial status.

Alan Hartley

------------------------------ Email 1,162 ------------------------------

From: 1107miss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You're on the verge of creating a slippery slope, and you're going to cause yourself a whole host of lawsuits.  Can the
FCC afford it?  Is this how you want to spend your time and money?  Angering a whole bunch of hackers?  Trust me.
You don't want to get those freaks upset.

Thora Birch

Thora Birch
P.O.Box 691576
West Hollywood, CA 90069
US

------------------------------ Email 1,163 ------------------------------

From: murlock
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:32
Subject: Again, Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

Americans need and deserve an Internet that is free of toll roads, fast lanes and what would be in effect: censorship, a
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result of being under the control of corporate or governmental dominance. American need net neutrality.

Your drafted rules would end net neutrality. Big corporations would pay for faster delivery of their content, making it
difficult for smaller operations to compete.

Your proposed rules would induce "continual congestion" by money-driven companies that would undermine your
naive intentions.

This means the FCC's proposed rules will actually produce a strong incentive for ISPs to create congestion through
artificial scarcity.

Action to ensure democratic media is needed, not smokescreens that would lead to corporate domination of the Internet.

Ross Lockridge
12 Waldo St
Cerrillos, NM 87010
US

------------------------------ Email 1,164 ------------------------------

From: boognish3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want support of democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality. If you do not keep the whole internet available to everyone, we will know that you only care about
big corporations--and not about the vast majority of American citizens.

Erin Cleere
195 Gazo Ave
Burlington, VT 05408
US

------------------------------ Email 1,165 ------------------------------

From: sam.capogrossi
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: A non-neutral Internet is no Internet worth using.
Your plan would allow big business to stifle innovation and drive startups out of the country. It's a foolish idea that
needs to be abandoned immediately, the FCC exists to STOP monopolistic behavior like this.

------------------------------ Email 1,166 ------------------------------

From: cavujim
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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There are enough Corporate Stooges running Federal agencies.  Don't cast yourself in that light.  Keep the intenet open.

JAMES MACKAY

FL 33604
US

------------------------------ Email 1,167 ------------------------------

From: commerce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Damn civility. What did they buy you for? You know that preserving net neutrality is the right thing to do. Politely
rehearsing the arguments in an email that will never be read, since it is not wrapped in money, is pointless.

William Alam
550 S. Carr Ave. #1A
Lafayette, CO 80026
US

------------------------------ Email 1,168 ------------------------------

From: lonelongboarder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Johnson (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,169 ------------------------------

From: virtualanne



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Did you forget the 1,000,000 signatures?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Do you think we're not serious?  Do you think we won't fight to preserve the little bit of democracy we have left?
THINK AGAIN.

Anne Taliaferro
17755 Shady Lane
Monmouth, OR 97361
US

------------------------------ Email 1,170 ------------------------------

From: anthony.tomaso
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Maintain the level playing field of the internet
I hope that both your e-mail provider and mine have paid sufficient funds to your ISP so that you can receive and
respond to this e-mail promptly, since you seem to think that:
    Under the new rules, service providers may not block or discriminate against specific websites, but they can charge
certain sites or     services for preferential traffic treatment if the ISPs' discrimination is "commercially reasonable."

From the New York Times:<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html?_r=0>

   The new rules, according to the people briefed on them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate
separately with each content company – like Netflix, Amazon, Disney or Google – and charge different companies
different amounts for priority service. That, of course, could increase costs for content companies, which would then
have an incentive to pass on those costs to consumers as part of their subscription prices.
   Proponents of net neutrality have feared that such a framework would empower large, wealthy companies and prevent
small start-ups, which might otherwise be the next Twitter or Facebook, for example, from gaining any traction in the
market.

   T.J. Tomaso

------------------------------ Email 1,171 ------------------------------

From: commanderbalok
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the FCC,
I support net neutrality, not large corporate control of this vital public resource. Please support net neutrality. Thank you
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 for listening.

Paul Beyard

MD 21102
US

------------------------------ Email 1,172 ------------------------------

From: nickaaronb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Net Neutrality in the news
I am deeply concerned over the state of neutrality that seems to be threatened currently, and what effect it will have on
Americans as well as the legality of this in the first place. Please respond.

------------------------------ Email 1,173 ------------------------------

From: ifedianyaegbunam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

What the FCC is allowing to happen to net neutrality is disgraceful and completely reprehensible.

Please, stand up for the principles that made the internet a bastion of innovation and change.

Please be on the right side of history.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,174 ------------------------------

From: gotojom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Monopoly and private media control is not good for citizens or business.

Tom Fitzgibbon

Southampton, NY 11968
US

------------------------------ Email 1,175 ------------------------------

From: greg kaplan
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 10:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr Wheeler,

I may not be able to write volumes or eloquently about this subject but I can’t sit here only watch. Don’t allow the Time
warner and Comcast merger and the new open internet rules would terrible for the America. You can’t let this happen.
The internet is a utility, like water. Allowing internet providers to give preferential treatment to services is like allowing
the water utility company to decide if people should more to run a bath vs a shower or pay more for water used to make
coffee vs tea. Why do you think it’s reasonable to let internet providers decide how I use my internet connection? I’ve
witnessed Comcast’s treatment of Netflix data first hand. You are not only encouraging this but also allowing a
company that is already know to do this to become a giant. This perturbs me.

I plead you to listen to your critics and not destroy net neutrality.

Greg

------------------------------ Email 1,176 ------------------------------

From: jjhogle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
As a user, as a librarian, as a teacher, I want to see reasonable access and price-of-access and -delivery available to all.

The end of net neutrality will mean discrimination in favor of communication giants and those corporations who can
pay the demurrage.  What will it do to innovation, to competition?

Thanks for your attention to this.

-  John Hogle

John Hogle
3119 El Sobrante St.
Santa Clara, CA 95051
US

------------------------------ Email 1,177 ------------------------------

From: jowalker153
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jordan Walker (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
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neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,178 ------------------------------

From: ryan.mail.email
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:34
Subject: Internet is a utility, you are no regulator.
I know there is nothing I can say that will change your mind. You don't get to be where you are and retain your
cognitive zest, your capacity to consider alternatives. I know that you probably won't even be reading this. However, I
want you to know that the death of net neutrality will be mentioned in history classes as a defining failure of the
American regulatory regime.

--
Ryan Williams

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 1,179 ------------------------------

From: beachroad1505
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

There should not be winners and losers in regard to access of the Internet - favoritism should not go to the highest
bidder. Please maintain net neutrality.

James Carley
14 Morgan Lane
Keene, NH 03431
US

------------------------------ Email 1,180 ------------------------------

From: solouisiegel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for open and democratic media - not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality.

Sol Siegel
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8940 Krewstown Rd
Apt 211
Philadelphia, PA 19115
US

------------------------------ Email 1,181 ------------------------------

From: ekraw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:36
Subject: FCC "Net Neutrality" Ruling
Hi Tom,

My name is Eric, I am currently a Computer Science and Engineering major at the University of Michigan, and I am
writing to you today to express my concerns with the concept of "Net Neutrality" and the future of a democratic,
decentralized, and open internet.

My concern is that by allowing Internet Service Providers the legal ability to discriminate user access to websites, this
will not only force consumers to pay ridiculous monopolized prices for popular services like netflix and google, but
would politicize the entire internet. Should any ISP decide they want a particular party to win an election, or say they
want to cover up some large fiasco, they have the legal ability to deny consumer access to any website that does not
align with their views. This is a very troubling concept.

Furthermore, allowing providers to give preferential treatment to content traffic is also unethical. Allowing for any one
site to have priority over another is not conducive to an egalitarian internet. While I admire the efforts to prevent ISP's
from blocking or throttling certain websites, allowing ISP's to provide special treatment (at a cost) to content providers
would essentially allow a roundabout way of throttling other websites. You can't have it both ways: If you believe that
ISP's should not discriminate which consumers get to access which sites, then there should be no preferential treatment
for certain sites.

The internet was founded on the concept that every person, regardless of who they were, could access and contribute to
the internet. By adding discriminatory policies at the most basic level of the internet, the FCC would be destroying the
ideals that made the internet such a great resource for humanity. I urge you to consider the ramifications of allowing
ISP's to control the internet to this extent, and return them to common carrier status.

Thank you
Eric Krawczyk

------------------------------ Email 1,182 ------------------------------

From: robert.romig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:36
Subject: The recent FCC ruling on Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
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claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,183 ------------------------------

From: abely0913
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Matthew Abely

------------------------------ Email 1,184 ------------------------------

From: swtaub
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Federal Government is not a commercial enterprise, it exists for the benefit of the public.

ACT IT!

Stev Taub
4799 silver creek dr
Greensboro, NC 27410
US

------------------------------ Email 1,185 ------------------------------
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From: john
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

John Paton

------------------------------ Email 1,186 ------------------------------

From: lukester461
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:37
Subject: Please support net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing you as a young person who grew up with a deep fondness and appreciation for the Internet. I realize you
must be under an incredible amount of pressure from powerful interests in regards to net neutrality. Surely this makes
your job as the head of the FCC a difficult one. However, there is no excuse for allowing net neutrality to be attacked
and dismantled by big telecom.

The FCC is not omnipotent on the issue, but it is one of the most important platforms for educating the American people
 and advocating sound policy. Please use your influence and exposure for the benefit of the Internet as a community of
individuals. If you do, young people such as myself and the Internet at large will take notice. The resulting benefits to
you will far exceed those of acquiescence to big telecom, et. al.

Sincerely,

A Citizen

------------------------------ Email 1,187 ------------------------------

From: rarodrig6
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:37
Subject: Rumored net neutrality rule changes
Under no circumstances is allowing ISPs the ability to charge companies for preferential treatment a good idea. Its an
awful idea. It is the exact opposite of the very basis of net neutrality. It is the first step on a slippery slope where only
the privileged companies and individuals have access to using/creating the best services. Internet in 2014 is now a
utility, every bit equal to power & water. My laundry should not cost me more than a shower. The sooner you force the
ISPs to understand this the sooner they will be forced to compete on their actual products such as quality of service,
speed, and coverage area instead of monopolizing a market.

That's assuming that there is actual competition for internet in a given area. The reason you should go ahead and put a
stop to this Comcast - Time Warner merger while you're at it..

Thank you for reading.

Concerned Citizen,
Rick Rodriguez

------------------------------ Email 1,188 ------------------------------

From: clyngaas1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:38
Subject: Net Neutrality and the consequences on your legacy
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, we, as the
people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you
sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will make
traitors and cowards of you all. You, and by direct connection your family and legacy, will be branded the Benedict
Arnold of the 21st century.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have. Do the right thing.

Chris Lyngaas

------------------------------ Email 1,189 ------------------------------

From: benarthur.diamond
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Chairman,

I would just like to say that the recent news about the FCC's plans to further undermine net neutrality by allowing "fast
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lanes" for ISPs is a blatant move favoring corporations over the public and has made me completely lose faith in your
organization. The internet is the most important innovation since electricity, yet you wish to allow corporations with
near-monopolies to manipulate it however they please so they may further embezzle the public with their ridiculous
rates and fees. I have extremely little hope that this will reach anyone important, but if it does, all I'm saying is this:
Please, I implore you, do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 1,190 ------------------------------

From: donaldejones
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:38
Subject: Net Neutrality is essential to free speech, democracy, and our  economy

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Internet access is essential for participation--let alone succeeding--in the modern world on both the individual and
business level. And yet internet access continues to be monopolistic (two companies, but they don't actually compete).
When so few companies have all the control over the internet, their control needs to be reduced not increased. The end
of internet neutrality is one more step to the death of the American economy and the hope for individuals and small
business to make progress in a world that dramatically skewed to allow only the largest corporation to succeed. Most
seriously, when the internet is the way that people get and distribute information, the end of net neutrality is the end of
free speech and democracy.

Donald Jones
2500 Enfield Rd #1
Austin, TX 78703
US

------------------------------ Email 1,191 ------------------------------

From: il17progressive
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:38
Subject: Internet belong to ALL - Equally

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

No Internet service provider should be able to meter different sources at different costs!

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Oppedahl

IL 61201
US

------------------------------ Email 1,192 ------------------------------

From: marnold81
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:38
Subject: Recent FCC proposal
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Mr Wheeler,

I am appalled at the recent turn of events from your administration, and your recent proposal to allow internet providers
such as Comcast, Time Warner, and Verizon to use so called internet "fast lanes".  I am not sure that you fully
understand the impact that this move will have on not only the internet as we know it, but to our country.  Or, maybe the
 under-the-table deals from Comcast's lobbyists are enough to make you and your administration not care.  Nevertheless,
 this affects every American and their ability to receive what has become a fundamental human right - an open and
politicization-free internet.

This deal allows ISPs such as Comcast, the ability to charge content providers for streaming traffic or delivering data
through their service.  Providers such as Netflix have already been subject to this mafia style shakedown, which
occurred just a few weeks ago when they had to pay purported millions to Comcast just to provide customers with video
 streams that didn't buffer every few seconds.  "Well, that increases the bill for the provider, not the average American.",
 you might be saying.  WRONG.  When Comcast, TWC, Verizon, and the other decreasingly few large ISPs begin to
charge every provider, then these fees will be passed on from the content provider to the consumer.  This is exactly what
 Netflix is doing with their price hike that was announced just 3 days ago.  Additionally, this opens up the question on
whether ISPs will be able to lobby to charge extra for access to specific online services or sites in the near future,
effectively breaking the internet into packaged tiers.  The possibilities are endless for the ISPs, and the only people who
lose are the average American.

Allowing these large corporations to "double-dip", by charging Americans exorbitant fees for internet services which
are sub-par compared to almost every other country in the world, and then allow them to charge content providers again
for the SAME EXACT SERVICE, is beyond my comprehension as an IT Professional.  Americans aren't stupid Mr.
Wheeler, and we can clearly see that preferential treatment is being offered to these corporations in exchange for back
room deals.  Deals such as the former FCC commissioner, Meredith Baker, becoming CEO of Comcast's wireless lobby
after allowing the merger of Comcast/Universal.  And, here we are again with another Comcast merger, and another
seemingly corrupt FCC commissioner.  What do you stand to gain at the expense of the American public?

I want to challenge you, Mr. Wheeler, to ignore the lobbyists and uphold the job that you were hired to do; protect the
American people from Monopolists and unfair business practices.  The FCC has long been an advocate for an open and
truly free internet.  I ask that you please reconsider and continue to uphold the promise that was made to the American
people.

Respectfully,

Mike Arnold
Nashville, TN

------------------------------ Email 1,193 ------------------------------

From: usersuz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want a permanent iron-clad guarantee for equal-access democratic media, not razzle-dazzle 'em from P.R. wizards
who think the general public is too stupid to figure this twisted scam out. You will never get away with selling out to
your corporate masters on this one, we will take to the electronic streets to block you, and you will go down in disgrace.
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We want net neutrality. Nothing less will do.

Susan Williams
1620 Yukon St
Lakewood, CO 80214
US

------------------------------ Email 1,194 ------------------------------

From: spacepod
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:39
Subject: Protest of proposed new rules regarding "net neutrality"
As a citizen of the United States, I would like to protest the new proposed FCC rules that would eliminate "net
neutrality" and effectively shut out innovative, small startup companies, as well as widen the gap between rich and poor
in this country.

Please do not allow these new rules to take effect.

Thank you.

Lisa Linn Allen, Cary, NC

------------------------------ Email 1,195 ------------------------------

From: jmcclain12152
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and its disgusting to allow large corporate
entities to control what was, until now, the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know you used to work for a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are being well paid, either directly or with a
job offer sometime in the future, to favor that outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing you personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying the cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the public to line
your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will
have hugely negative repercussions for decades . I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should
be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,196 ------------------------------

From: keithschue
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 10:39
Subject: Please preserve internet neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

It is my understanding the FCC is poised to enable powerful corporations with lots of money to pay for faster
accessibility to their content, thereby limiting the access to information from others. It is essential that the internet be
available to everyone. Please ensure internet neutrality.

Keith Schue
9 Maple Avenue
Cherry Valley, NY 13320
US

------------------------------ Email 1,197 ------------------------------

From: nobelx
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:39
Subject: Net neutrality is critical for the growth of our country
Commissioners,

The internet is how I pay my bills, do my banking, educate my children, watch movies, play games, share life with my
friends. It is an essential service to my success as a parent and worker, and to the success of the United States.

The proposed rules allowing ISPs to charge for access to content providers is antithetical to how successful
asynchronous networks operate. Your proposed rules allow an ISP to reduce or limit access to all content except those
willing to pay an access fee to gain access to their customers. America already has some of the slowest speeds/price for
Internet access as compared to other countries.

These proposed rules will further endanger our competitiveness. I urge you to reconsider.

Yours,
Chris Koerner
clkoerner.com<http://clkoerner.com>

------------------------------ Email 1,198 ------------------------------

From: ffuerst
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:39
Subject: Please abandon your proposal

American democracy is threatened by your proposal to end net neutrality. Please start following the FCC's mission to
protect the public, not companies. If you don't, you're contributing to "government of the people, by the people, for the
people" perishing from the earth. Corporate power is causing enough trouble already. This is NOT what America is
meant to be!

Fae Fuerst
530 Lexington Blvd
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Royal Oak, MI 48073
US

------------------------------ Email 1,199 ------------------------------

From: edwardrobertlang
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

There's been enough betrayal of the public interest as if the public has not been looking.

 Democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. Net neutrality!

Edward Lang
100 Farms Rd Circle
East Brunswick, NJ 08816
US

------------------------------ Email 1,200 ------------------------------

From: michael.daly
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:39
Subject: Net Neutrality and The "Fast Lane"
Tom,

We can’t innovate if everyone doesn’t have the same road to drive on.  Kill the Comcast deal and save the internet….

Michael Evans Daly, Jr.

Channel Development Executive- Data Management
Iron Mountain, Inc.
1101 Enterprise Drive
Royersford, PA 19468
Cell:     (484) 523-2278
Office: (610) 495-3397
Fax:     (610) 495-3592

www.ironmountain.com<http://www.ironmountain.com/>

  _____

The information contained in this email message and its attachments is intended only for the private and confidential use
 of the recipient(s) named above, unless the sender expressly agrees otherwise. Transmission of email over the Internet
is not a secure communications medium. If you are requesting or have requested the transmittal of personal data, as



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

defined in applicable privacy laws by means of email or in an attachment to email, you must select a more secure
alternate means of transmittal that supports your obligations to protect such personal data. If the reader of this message
is not the intended recipient and/or you have received this email in error, you must take no action based on the
information in this email and you are hereby notified that any dissemination, misuse or copying or disclosure of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
email and delete the original message.

------------------------------ Email 1,201 ------------------------------

From: andrew.stenzel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Thank you for reading this email. I will keep it short and say that network neutrality is absolutely paramount to keeping
ISPs from over-stepping their bounds. ISPs ought to have common carrier status. I urge you to push for this issue as it is
 critical in maintaining the free internet that we have today.

Thank you for your time,

Andrew Stenzel

------------------------------ Email 1,202 ------------------------------

From: jean sommer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We need a democratic media.

 We do not need platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

We want net neutrality.

Jean Sommer
8212 Brookside Rd
Independence, OH 44131
US

------------------------------ Email 1,203 ------------------------------

From: ramsay.kamal
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
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I live paycheck to paycheck from my job with my family living across the country. I can barely afford the service being
offered to me by my provider, Comcast.

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Ramsay

------------------------------ Email 1,204 ------------------------------

From: cmcnabb647
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:40
Subject: Destruction of Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Stop protecting the interest of big business to dominate and control the internet. We want action that will guarantee a
free and open internet for all, not a bidding war for bandwidth that stifles opportunities for the common people.

Conner McNabb
11117 Indian Trail
Helotes, TX 78023
US

------------------------------ Email 1,205 ------------------------------

From: morgan.bird
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:40
Subject: Your new net "neutrality" proposal
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Morgan Bird

------------------------------ Email 1,206 ------------------------------

From: kevin.bluck
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Americans want net neutrality. The FCC has already allowed access to the internet to be controlled by monopolies that
if permitted, will act in ways contrary to the interests of the consumer. It is the FCC's duty to the American people to
restrain those monopolies and ensure fairness to the consumer. Do not abdicate this public trust and allow the
monopolies to exploit their unfair advantages by establishing systems of paid-for preferences.

Kevin Bluck
126 Obsidian Cliff Ct
Folsom, CA 95630
US

------------------------------ Email 1,207 ------------------------------

From: mleonard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:41
Subject: Internet Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
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companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,

Matthew Leonard

 <http://www.fia.org/>

  Matthew Leonard | Project Manager

  2001 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
  Suite 600 | Washington, D.C. 20006

  T 202 772 3087 | F 202 296 3184
mailto

------------------------------ Email 1,208 ------------------------------

From: dugby3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:41
Subject: PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY!

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,209 ------------------------------

From: shudsonme
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The American people equal access to media, including the Internet.  The FCC is responsible for protecting our rights to
all communications methods.  It's supposed to be for the rights of all, not just those with more money.

Do not allow "fast-lanes" on the Internet for corporations.  Keep the net neutral.

Steve Hudson

ME 04679



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

US

------------------------------ Email 1,210 ------------------------------

From: syrious
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chad Preslar (  writes:

Grow some balls and stop Net Neutrality. We don't want corporations controlling the internet, they already have the
banking, recording, communications lobbyists in their pockets. This is BAD for US Tom.. The little guys.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,211 ------------------------------

From: paulamathieson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I ask you to oppose corporate domination of the internet and to guarantee protection of internet neutrality.

Paula Mathieson
608 Pennridge Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15211
United States

------------------------------ Email 1,212 ------------------------------

From: office
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Are you trying to put me out of business?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission.

I consider myself a small internet pioneer, having started my web design and hosting business in 1995, at a time when
few people knew what the internet was.

I am not one of the billionaire internet companies, I am still a small business taking care of the needs of other small
business.

ISP's do not own the internet, yet proposed rules would hand them the keys to MY business by being put in the position
to strangle my customer's web sites and force them to fire me and move to a large corporation to become one more
number instead of a valued customer.

Net Neutrality is about freedom of speech, it is about freedom to do business without having a million dollars.
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Don't sell us out to settle some debt to a corporate buddy.

www.stuffdone.com
386-202-4510

Paul Kruger
132 Park Ave
Interlachen, FL 32148
US

------------------------------ Email 1,213 ------------------------------

From: gadfrey209
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Free Internet
Why are you backing down from net neutral? Are you going to get pay off after you leave your job at FCC. That's why
nobody trust the government.
Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,214 ------------------------------

From: jonstubbs
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler and FCC,

Citizens depend on a neutral internet as a vital means of sharing ideas. In essence, a neutral internet is a vehicle of free
speech for all. By enabling the pipe-keepers to give preferential treatment to content providers, the FCC will have begun
 the rapid conversion of the internet from a community resource to a commercial nightmare.

The internet is already compromised by the powerful interests who already have too much control. When the FCC
caves on neutrality, it will be the end of equal access. The rich will continue to get more and more control of the public
commons.

Who will represent US?

Jonathan Stubbs
900 Acadia Ave
Lafayette, CO 80026
US

------------------------------ Email 1,215 ------------------------------

From: andrew.wiser85
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Proposed net neutrality changes
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Hearing the proposed changes to net neutrality that are being discussed was highly disconcerting.  The FCC should be
defending an open internet as a public resource; not allowing a few companies, who are notorious for anti-consumer



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

practices, to decide the future of the internet.  The proposed plan will allow big ISPs to act as content and service
gatekeepers, shutting out those who don't pay their toll.

The internet is one of the greatest contributors to the boom in technological growth we have been experiencing.  The
freedom afforded by net neutrality, as it was previously defined, was a major contributor to this boom.  I implore you to
reconsider these changes.  The internet should be a public resource, not a profit vehicle for large corporations.

As a closing thought, remember Americans already pay significantly more each month than citizens of a majority of
other countries for internet access.  Not only do we pay more, but it is for significantly slower service.  Following
through with the proposed changes will only further increase these costs to consumers.  Netflix is already planning a fee
increase as a result of these priority lanes and I'm sure other services will be forced to follow if ISPs have the freedom to
 act as gatekeepers of the internet.

Thank you for your time and please remember the importance of an open internet to the American people.  Don't expose
 us to the cost increases that will follow if the proposed changes are approved.

Sincerely,
Andrew Wiser

------------------------------ Email 1,216 ------------------------------

From: kernjones
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: In 2014, Net Neutrality is crucial for our democracy

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is fundamental to our democracy and as crucial as free speech. We are counting on you to take any and all
 steps to ensure net  neutrality for all people.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sheryl Kern-Jones
Columbia St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US

------------------------------ Email 1,217 ------------------------------

From: theangryintern
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Josh Winter (  writes:

I'm deeply saddened by the recent announcement that the FCC is basically abandoning Net Neutrality.  What you are
proposing is the exact opposite of Net Neutrality.  Forcing us the consumers to pay more for the same internet content
because the ISPs are greedy is just plain wrong.  I urge you to reconsider the decision.  You and everyone else involved
with this decision should be deeply ashamed of yourselves.  The Internet was invented by Americans and we now lapse
so far behind other countries in terms of broadband speed, penetration and pricing that it's flat out embarrassing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,218 ------------------------------

From: rika002
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and members of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet is one of the few avenues left for democratic expression by the people.  The large corporations already
dominate our economy and electoral process.  I urge the FFC to provide appropriate action for nurturance of a
democratic media. That appropriate action is maintaining net neutrality.

Richard Weiner
715 Truman SE
Albuquerque, NM 87108
US

------------------------------ Email 1,219 ------------------------------

From: micah.abbott
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:43
Subject: Proposed "open Internet rules"
Dear policymakers at the FCC-

I have recently read about the proposed "open Internet rules" where the FCC is suggesting that it would allowable for
content providers to negotiate preferential treatment from ISPs.  Something along these lines would effectively kill any
sort of "net neutrality" as we know it.

And while I should be outraged, because it will do nothing by drive the next Facebook, Twitter, Google, or Netflix to
another country, I am honestly not surprised by this news.

I have become a jaded plebe.

I have come to expect that the people making policy at the FCC are not doing anything to retain the original idea of the
Internet (an open network for sharing information) and instead are making decisions that benefit the companies paying
the lobbyists.  Or maybe the companies where the policymakers used to work.

I urge you to rethink this idea of allowing ISPs to provide preferential treatment for certain content.  The beauty of the
Internet in the United States is that anyone connected to the greater network can expect to get to any place on the
Internet without having to go through various "tolls".  If ISPs start to prefer certain traffic over others, you can expect to
see an increase in the amount of disgruntled consumers.  And you can expect that new businesses that rely upon
unimpeded network traffic to reconsider where they start their company.  Why would someone choose to start a
company in the US where they have to pay an ISP additional money to give their traffic priority, when they could go to
another country where their traffic is given equal priority.

The future of the Internet in the United States will be forever changed (for the worse), if these proposed rules are put
into effect.  I ask you to strongly reconsider these rules and ask if yourselves if you want to keep the US at the forefront
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of the Internet and the technological arms race.  Or if you would rather have the United States fall further behind the
likes of South Korea, Japan, Hong Kong, Latvia, the Netherlands, etc.

Thank you for your time.

Micah Abbott
Groton, MA

------------------------------ Email 1,220 ------------------------------

From: indi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:43
Subject: Keep the Internet Neutral

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Bragg

Burlington, VT 05401
US

------------------------------ Email 1,221 ------------------------------

From: jw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Wentz (  writes:

Please do your job and enforce Net Neutrality without fast lanes for massive companies that can and will punish small
businesses and private consumers. Stop leading us to a poison well.

ISPs are common carriers, no matter what Comcast says.

Thank you ~Jw
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,222 ------------------------------

From: liem
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:43
Subject: Restore net neutrality

Don’t bow down to corporate interests

- Liem Bahneman
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------------------------------ Email 1,223 ------------------------------

From: sjjwilse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:43
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 1,224 ------------------------------

From: byrondrury
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
How much are you getting paid, and by whom, to ruin the internet?  It works fine as it is - please leave it alone.

Byron Drury
1370 NW 18th St
Ankeny, CO 50023
US

------------------------------ Email 1,225 ------------------------------

From: matthewxkrueger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler.

I know that there is a 95% chance that you won't read this, and probably a 95% chance that no one in your offices will
read this but even a .25% chance of you laying eyes on this message is -in my opinion- worth it.
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As you are well aware Comcast and Time Warner Cable are currently undergoing a merger, a merger that you -as the
fcc chair- can rule unlawful and stop.

A merger between these two companies is anti-competition, anti-technological advancement, and anti-freedom of
information. Both companies refuse to compete with each other, refuse to upgrade their infrastructure, continually raise
prices while providing the same or worsening service, and use their funds to squash local competition. This is the
definition of a duopoly, and after a merger it will become the definition of a monopoly. The existence of both is
outlawed by the Sherman anti trust act which has been United States law for almost a century.

Sir, I implore you as a 17 year old student who values freedom of information, if you do read this email please
reconsider the legality of the Comcast-TWC merger.

- Yours
Matt Krueger

------------------------------ Email 1,226 ------------------------------

From: cpeldo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:44
Subject: Net Neutrality Is Essential to Our Democracy

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Curtis Peldo
1425 Muir Avenue
Chico, CA 95973
US

------------------------------ Email 1,227 ------------------------------

From: mpaez067
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:44
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Can you favor democratic media and net neutrality? They are needed and required.

Please maintain the internet accessible to everyone.

Many thanks in advance for your time and support.

Maria Paez

Middle Village, NY 11379
US

------------------------------ Email 1,228 ------------------------------
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From: cor136-register
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.
To allow the sale of fast lane dominance of the internet will undermine then destroy the productive nature of this critical
 open media.

Barbara McGaffey
3249 CR 536
Alvin, TX 77511
US

------------------------------ Email 1,229 ------------------------------

From: gordyjohnson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
As a citizen that understands that the people of this country have a right to equal access, I urge you to act in the interests
 of the people, and maintain net neutrality.  If the private sector needs a special network of their own, why don't they
create it themselves?

Act responsibly as your role as chairman.

Gordon Johnson
PO Box146
Hansville, WA 98340
US

------------------------------ Email 1,230 ------------------------------

From: relkin43
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel Callahan (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,231 ------------------------------

From: damnhippie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
 You have a chance to stand on the side of Democracy, and against the special interests who will profit from ending "net
 neutrality."

 Will YOU profit?

Richard Harder
61528 Fish Hatchery Road
Lacombe, LA 70445
US

------------------------------ Email 1,232 ------------------------------

From: reecevanatta
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Reece Van Atta (  writes:

A "fast lane" for the internet?
That's like going to a public forum, and selling time slots for microphone usage. Which goes against the entire POINT
of a public forum.
Please truly think about what you're doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,233 ------------------------------

From: audreymross
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I only mean this as a qualifying intensifier but you guys are the sloppiest cheapest whores i have seen in government for
 a very long time. I wonder what you get per trick and why you think the reduction and control of information will aid
your nation.

Oh, I get it, you are the new facist pig meat party.
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I can not even begin to say how much I am offended as you turn the online news sources into a duplicate pantpmime in
the vein of fox, cnn and the rest of the liars and manipulated face holes which pass for national information.

Governments get want governments want and this will gtive birth tro a whirlwind

you have suceeded in making me ashamed, again, to be a citizen of this pathetic loser, going-down-the-bloodly-tubes,
amerikan

should i seig heil now or wait until the first human sacrifice?

audrey ross
lee st
tucson, AZ 85712
US

------------------------------ Email 1,234 ------------------------------

From: dwainlowther
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Commissioner Wheeler:

I wish to articulate in the strongest possible terms my opposition to
the idea of "pay to play" rules for the Internet.

While I understand what was printed in this morning's NYT:

"Tom Wheeler, the F.C.C. chairman, defended the agency’s plans late
Wednesday, saying speculation that the F.C.C. was “gutting the open
Internet rule” is “flat out wrong.” Rather, he said, the new rules
will provide for net neutrality along the lines of the appeals court’s
decision.

I am also able to discern between your statements and what I able to
observe with my own two eyes.

Bottom line:  The answer to allowing faster access to providers
willing to pay (a cost which will most certainly be passed along to
consumers), the answer is NO.

The question is this:  Do you work for an agency of the US government,
or for a few oligarchs like Comcast, Time-Warner, Verizon, etal?  Your
decision on this matter will quite adequately answer the question

So to recap:  NO.  I cannot make my opposition any clearer.  Now it's
up to you to do the right thing.

Dwain E. Lowther, MBA
Certified Public Accountant
Riverside, California

------------------------------ Email 1,235 ------------------------------
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From: jpshirazi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for net neutrality.   Do not install corporations as the internet gatekeepers, thwarting future innovators.
The internet is a utility.   Internet providers should get a reasonable, regulated rate of return and not be allowed to hold
us all hostage.

Jeffrey Shirazi
1241 Lincoln Rd
Grandview, OH 43212
US

------------------------------ Email 1,236 ------------------------------

From: gapsr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Congress and the supreme court continue to impose legislative laws that unjustly favor corporations at the detriment of
the average American. I want action for democratic media, not platitudes and smokescreens for corporate domination of
the Internet. I want net neutrality to continue as it exists today! Stop this trend of placing more and more power in the
hands of greedy corporations and do the right thing for the American people.

Gerard Pintal
24 Raven Road
Dracut, MA 01826
US

------------------------------ Email 1,237 ------------------------------

From: czoschke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want net neutrality.  The internet needs to be equal access to all comers. If a wants to set up a system outside the
internet, then he can run it as a private operation making up own rules.  But, if a provider is using the internet, equal
access is essential.

Howard Czoschke
2919 Barlow St
Madison, WI 53705
US

------------------------------ Email 1,238 ------------------------------
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From: frank.glass
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:46
Subject: What does a cable lobbyist propose as FCC Chairman?  Not the will  of the people

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

We want democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet.  We want net neutrality.

Please follow Brazil's lead, and put the good of the people above profit milking for the industry.

Frank Glass

Frank Glass
1282 NW Skyline Dr.
Albany, OR 97321
US

------------------------------ Email 1,239 ------------------------------

From: chase.carlton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:46
Subject: Internet fast lanes and the death of net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Chase Carlton, a US citizen and who you're supposed to be representing the interests of

------------------------------ Email 1,240 ------------------------------

From: rekastner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:
Your proposed plan for corporate domination of the Internet will not be accepted.
 We want net neutrality. You can fix the problem not by caving in to industry demands, but by designating broadband as
 the communications service that it is.  Anything less is betrayal, and we will not stand for it.

Ruth Kastner
125 Hedgewood
Greenbelt, MD 12078
US

------------------------------ Email 1,241 ------------------------------

From: elainma
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media. Please do not betray the principle of equal access to the Internet. Preserve net
neutrality. Thank you for reconsidering this issue and for keeping in mind the well-being of ALL Americans.

Elaine Andrews
6803 Jay Rd.
Boulder, CO 80301
US

------------------------------ Email 1,242 ------------------------------

From: sadrien
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Oops! The pro-corporate mentality is prevailing at the people's FCC.

The more appropriate regulatory change would be to place the internet in the same category as telephone service. Both
use air and wire (especially optic) to effect communication.

Internet service is "the information highway." It should not have a fast lane reserved for wealth in this time of severe
inequality of wealth.

George Schuhmann

Louisville, KY 40204
US

------------------------------ Email 1,243 ------------------------------

From: brady.mcdonald86
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:47
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,244 ------------------------------

From: mmalahe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:48
Subject: Opposition to Your Net Neutrality Proposal
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. The potential consequences of this are severe, and you could not in good conscience go forward with
this proposal if you at all claim to serve the average American.

You have ignored the concerns of average Americans before. This however, is not something trivial like cellphones on
airplanes. This is not an inconvenience. This is a fundamental step in undermining one of the greatest tools of the
modern world. Single-mindedness has its place, but not in matters like this.

Sincerely,

Michael Malahe

------------------------------ Email 1,245 ------------------------------

From: bill
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 10:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

How many times do we need to point out that the internet does not belong to big corporations. It is absurd to think that
an emerging country like Brazil would create a bill of rights for the internet and then on the same day, you would
suggest that the internet belongs to corporations.

It is bad enough that corporations have bought the Supreme Court. The FCC may be the last defense for the people.

You are clearly smart enough to know that your "compromise" solution will not guarantee free and equal access. That it
is skewed toward the industry you used to lobby for. We call that a conflict of interest. You must stand up for the people
 of the United States, not a few telecom giants!

William Messenger
5204 Tierra Encanta Dr
Whittier, CA 90601
US

------------------------------ Email 1,246 ------------------------------

From: rpgoldman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I was dismayed to see the FCC abruptly cave on net neutrality.

You are plunging blindly into unknown territory.  Internet service providers have always been common carriers.  You
have no way of guessing what damage you will do by letting them turn into rent-charging gateways.

It's particularly dismaying to see the US turning from a defender of the free internet, into a force for repression, spying,
and oligarchy.

Economically, we are also turning into a force for rent-charging and stasis over innovation and entrepreneurship.  I can't
see how anyone, on any position in the political spectrum, would welcome this change.

Please reconsider this decision.

Robert Goldman
3420 Holmes Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55408
US

------------------------------ Email 1,247 ------------------------------

From: jmckee
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the other members of the Federal Communications Commission,
I urge you to act in the public interest – in favor of an increasingly democratic media, not for corporate domination of
the Internet.
I urge you to support net neutrality.

John McKee
600 Highland Rd
Brunswick, ME 04011
US

------------------------------ Email 1,248 ------------------------------

From: chickowsky
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We sent you a petition with 1,000,000 signatures and that was people who knew about what you are doing. We want
action for democratic media! We want net neutrality for the other 320,000,000 United States citizens who are not aware
of the direction you are taking.

caroll chickowsky
612 N. Bailey Ave
fort worth, TX 76107
US

------------------------------ Email 1,249 ------------------------------

From: byordnoff17
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:49
Subject: Let's talk about a thing.
"The FCC is inviting ISPs to pick winners and losers online. "
Well, that doesn't sound good. Let's continue.

"The new rules, according to the people briefed on them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate
separately with each content company and charge different companies different amounts for priority service."
Well, wait just a minute. Isn't that discrimination? Doesn't that create unfair competitive advantage? The Internet is the
Internet - we don't need priority guidelines. We need neutrality: the opposite of what you're proposing.

"That, of course, could increase costs for content companies, which would then have an incentive to pass on those costs
to consumers as part of their subscription prices."
It makes no sense that I should have to pay more for Netflix depending on my ISP. All data should be treated as equal.
If we don't discriminate in the workplace, why discriminate in this workplace?

"This standard allows ISPs to impose a new price of entry for innovation on the Internet."
Wow, so much for a free market. Startups aren't gonna go for this at all. Big companies are gonna dominate the Internet
while startups and smaller companies are going to be forced to find the money to even get their presence out there.
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"When the Commission used a commercial reasonableness standard for wireless data roaming, it explicitly found that it
may be commercially reasonable for a broadband ISP to charge an edge provider higher rates because its service is
competitively threatening."
Again, FREE MARKET. Keep that in mind. We don't need large corporations controlling what we can and can't view,
and the prices that we'd be forced to pay to view that data.

ALL DATA IS EQUAL. Keep it that way. Net neutrality is an amazing thing. Maybe you should be focused on creating
 an open internet rather than flushing it down the toilet.

Bailey Yordnoff
(412) 716-9858

mailto

------------------------------ Email 1,250 ------------------------------

From: emerald
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

The internet belongs to everyone at all times, at the same rate, unrestricted.
You are messing with the public's communications.
We are not to be subjected to the whims of corporate greed.
Do not screw up the web.
Just how much money or what type of promised job are you getting to manipulate this public entity?
There must be some payoff for you as any restrictions on internet traffic is unnecessary and unwarranted for any reason
other than more corporate greed.

Gura Lashlee
2580 Central Av. #38
#38
McKinleyville, CA 95519
US

------------------------------ Email 1,251 ------------------------------

From: drbill6794
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
DO NOT END NEW NEUTRALITY! The Internet was designed and built to be a completely open means of
communication, A democratic medium. There should be NO corporate domination of the Internet. We want net
neutrality. You have no right to declare drastic changes to such an important global communications medium.

william warner
8345 NW 66 St., #6706
Miami, FL 33166
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,252 ------------------------------

From: elliot jaspin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Turning the internet into a patchwork of toll roads will stifle innovation, give an unfair advantage to wealthy
corporations and on balance hurt the public interest. Since you are supposed to be working for us - the public - I think
your only choice is to protect net neutrality.

Elliot Jaspin
373 Broadview Lane
Annapolis, MD 21401
US

------------------------------ Email 1,253 ------------------------------

From: alexdaly
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:50
Subject: Don't ruin the internet
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

- Alex

------------------------------ Email 1,254 ------------------------------

From: mfeimer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:50
Subject: Support for Net Neutrality
Mr. Tom Wheeler,
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I am writing to you today to add a voice in support of Net Neutrality, and to support the FCC in keeping the internet
open and free.

Recently, there have been many challenges to Net Neutrality, mostly coming from internet carriers and groups lobbying
for them.  I believe that these groups are attempting to change the laws and the FCCs stance toward Net Neutrality in
order to improve internet carrier's bottom line.  I argue that weakening or abolishing Net Neutrality would harm the U.S.
 economy, and significantly reduce the amount of innovation in the technology sector.

I will explain my reasoning behind these beliefs below.  I want to provide, as context, that I am a software developer
with a decade long background in web site development, and computer data network engineering.  I reference this only
to convey that I have an above average knowledge of internet technology and functioning, and a considerable
investment in ensuring that the internet ecosystem thrives.

An elimination of Net Neutrality will remove one of the great boons to new businesses in the internet sector: equal
access.  Any website, whether for a brand new company with a potentially disruptive service, or the website of a multi-
billion dollar company, is equally available to any customer.  This equal access provides a level playing field for
businesses to compete.  If this level playing field is tilted in favor of any party, it will disrupt these competitive forces
and would allow unfair leverage in favor of established companies.  If, for example, in the early 2000s, Yahoo had been
allowed to pay for privileged data speeds and Google was unable to afford this, who is to say if Google could ever had
gained a foothold in the market if it had been encumbered by artificially slow load times?  Because they had a level
playing field, Google was able to thrive and now contributes billions of dollars to the U.S. economy, both directly in
terms of it's business dealings and salaries paid to it's employees, and indirectly in terms of the greatly increased
efficiency for every other business that uses Google technology (which, just taking into account Google web search, is
essentially 100% of them.)

This is just one example of a vital company that contributes enormously to the U.S. economy that may have been
snuffed out in its infancy, should it have had to compete on an un-level playing field.

In addition to the negative effect on the economy that the weakening or abolition of Net Neutrality laws would cause,
the internet carriers would in effect be double dipping on charges.  Internet carriers are already paid for all traffic that
crosses their network.  Content providers, such as Netflix, pay for internet access, and consumers, such as the average
person, pay for internet access as well.  In both cases internet access is paid for at a given speed and reliability level.
There is no need for internet carriers to charge extra for any given content since they are already paid for the traffic in
this way.  I can say with certainty, that from a technological perspective, that no type of traffic is more onerous than any
 other.  All the data packets are essentially treated identically once they are in the carriers internet backbone.

Finally, I would argue that internet access is a vital service.  Increasingly, government services such as tax collection,
healthcare.org<http://healthcare.org>, etc. rely on internet connectivity to function.  Moving many of these services to
the internet has been a major boon.  The government has a duty and an obligation to provide equal access to its citizens
to its vital services, and anything that can threaten that, such as policy changes that would function explicitly to provide
unequal access, should be opposed.  I would further argue that internet access is vital enough that the FCC should
reconsider it's stance toward the status of internet carriers as utilities and/or if they should be subject to common carrier
requirements, but that is beyond the scope of this letter.

I hope this has shown evidence to support the undesirability of weakening Net Neutrality laws and policies.  There is
good reason to believe that weakening Net Neutrality both harm the U.S. economy, serves only to allow internet carriers
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 to charge more without providing added value, and potentially threatens access to U.S. government services.  The only
upside is that a handful of existing businesses would see an increase in revenue, but at the cost of inestimable harm to
every other business in the U.S.  Because of these reasons, I urge you and the FCC as a whole to support Net Neutrality,
 and keep the internet free and open.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Matthew Feimer

(CC: Mignon Clyburn, Michael O’Rielly, Ajit Pai, Jessica Rosenworcel)

------------------------------ Email 1,255 ------------------------------

From: gadam 99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:50
Subject: Internet "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

While I understand the thoughts behind the recent plan to allow internet service providers to charge web services for
access to "fast lanes," it's quite obvious to me and nearly everyone else how this will be immediately abused.

"Fast lanes" will of course come to mean normal speeds and every content provider on the internet who doesn't pay will
be arbitrarily restricted.  This is a horrendous situation for the average consumer, especially given our lack of choice
(and dwindling choices for that matter) in ISPs around the country.

Please take note of the many people who will assuredly be expressing their concerns over this and consider taking action
 to prevent such "fast lanes" from being allowed.

Sincerely,
Adam Geary

------------------------------ Email 1,256 ------------------------------

From: bern30 06
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

When people can't trust the government and don't trust the media they have only themselves to rely on for information.
Keep the Internet neutral. Keep the government the hell out of it.

Bernard Johnston
1700 Harbor Way
Seal Beach, CA 90740
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US

------------------------------ Email 1,257 ------------------------------

From: atlpegasus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: net neutrality and ruling on preferential treatment of some  companies
The internet MUST be a place where all have equal footing, just like the interstate highway system.  unfettered power to
 those that can pay more will doom us to the dark ages of oligarchy.  PLEASE, for the sake of the country, reconsider
the ruling that allows some faster access "if they can pay commercially feasible" rates!!!!
Gregory A Haley MD
alianzagh.com

404 508 9908
404 508 9906 FAX

------------------------------ Email 1,258 ------------------------------

From: lightplug 1999
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Is there any part of the USA that you will not sell out?

Joshua Martin
10625 12th Ave Ct S
Tacoma, WA 98444
US

------------------------------ Email 1,259 ------------------------------

From: acmooredesign
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: The future of the internet and the nation at large.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,

Andrew

--
mailto:

a<http://coroflot.com/acmooredesign>cmooredesign.com<http://cmooredesign.com>
815.520.4173

------------------------------ Email 1,260 ------------------------------

From: hanna
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I understand that you have received at least a million signatures from voters demanding a commitment from you to the
democratic principal of net neutrality and am reminded of George W Bush disregarding the millions of Americans and
others around the world by  bombing Iraq and taking us into a war that has not served anyone, except maybe
Halliburton.

Please do not disregard us.  Please do the right thing and conitnue the democratic and truly American principal of net
neutrality.

It is we the people you are in office to serve; please remember that above all.

Gratefully,

Harriet Levinson
1033 11th Street
Apt. C
Santa Monica, CA 90403
US

------------------------------ Email 1,261 ------------------------------

From: wmhclub11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes mouthed as smokescreens for corporate behemoth domination of
the Internet. We want net neutrality.

William Michael Honsa
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3144 Broadway
3144 Broadway
Eureka, CA 95501
US

------------------------------ Email 1,262 ------------------------------

From: ashields
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: Death of Net Neutrality
Tom,

As a proud Canadian that pays attention to my friends down south, I must say that the last five years have been a sad
show. America in my eyes growing up was always the powerhouse, a bastion of freedom and opportunity.

It's the political system you are actively taking part in that is destroying that dream and reducing that opportunity to so
much rubble. America is crashing it's way down the ranks of quality countries in this world, and this next ruling you are
about to take part in is another step down that ladder.

If you allow fast lanes on the internet for companies that pay a premium, you will be actively rigging the system against
small business and free market opportunity. The free internet is one of the most powerful tools of growth of our time,
and it seems like America seeks to kneecap it, control it, and dilute it down to line the pockets of its corporations and
politicians.

You cant cover this stuff up anymore. People care, and are paying attention, and not just in your home country. I hope
you choose to be a Greater Fool someday in your life and stand up for your country and for humanity. America well
never be restored to it's potential when laws like these are being passed. I know that I will be vocal, loud, and will use
every democratic mean available to me to resist this type of law becoming reality in Canada.

It's time for someone to set an example in American politics. It's time for the corruption to end. When do you have
enough money? When is it ever enough?

Sincerely,

Aaron Shields

------------------------------ Email 1,263 ------------------------------

From: sagelobu
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: net neutrality
please preserve the net as it is so that ISP don't pick winners and losers in the economy of the net. By allowing them to
limit their service, they will get to decide how we move forward in the internet economy, which has blossomed free on
its own.
they will only baron it up till anti trust laws need to be looked at.

------------------------------ Email 1,264 ------------------------------

From: dlmiller99
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 10:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Denyse Miller

------------------------------ Email 1,265 ------------------------------

From: adaly99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:52
Subject: Fast lane to your wallet
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,266 ------------------------------

From: lindakade
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Mr. Wheeler:
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Apparantly 1 million citizens' signatures have less sway than your former employers in the cable TV and cell phone
industry.  The proposed new rules -- drafted by yourself -- that would end net neutrality are unacceptable to the public.

WE the people are your new boss and we want action for democratic media, not platitudes and smokescreens for
corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.  If you cannot do the public's bidding, you are in the
wrong job.

Linda Kade
1248A Hopkins Street
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

------------------------------ Email 1,267 ------------------------------

From: bryanashby01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:52
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler,

We must retain net neutrality.  The rules you have proposed are unacceptable.  Please follow Brazil's example.

Bryan Ashby
850 Pine Avenue
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US

------------------------------ Email 1,268 ------------------------------

From: charly22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:52
Subject: Do Not Sell The Internet To The Corporations!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please consider the consequences for the Internet as we know it today. Google, Amazon and Google don't need your
protection, but the freedom of information does! Net Neutrality protects the democracy, so please reconsider your plans.

With kind regards,

Karsten Qualmann

Karsten Qualmann
Borgerstraat
Amsterdam, CA 1053PG
NL

------------------------------ Email 1,269 ------------------------------

From: whatleyian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:53
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Subject: No fast lane for tax cheats

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Big corporations dodge paying their fair share of taxes and now they want more profits by dumping net neutrality. As a
person who doesn't dodge paying his taxes, I demand you oppose this outrageous profit grab. Keep the net neutral.

Ian Whatley
690 E. Suber Road
Greer, SC 29650
US

------------------------------ Email 1,270 ------------------------------

From: tsummerall
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:53
Subject: Net Neutrality Crucial
As president for 17 years of a company that is entirely dependent on the Internet I am disheartened by the recent
developments involving net neutrality.

In a perfect world competition would take care of the problem, but we live in far from a perfect world with companies
enjoying various forms of monopoly privilege. I beg you to reinstate net neutrality rules, and to do it right this time.

Tom Summerall
President,
Media Lab Inc.

------------------------------ Email 1,271 ------------------------------

From: swmarlow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not promises as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
net neutrality.

Scott Marlow
6047 42nd Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98136
US

------------------------------ Email 1,272 ------------------------------

From: stephen.stephen.brooks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:54
Subject: New Internet proposal.
Sir,

I am retired and on a fixed income.  I have served our country in Viet-Nam.  I find your proposal to allow an ISP to
charge for favored treatment a gross violation of your position. If this so called Net Neutrality regulation is enacted it
will allow the already too powerful cable and telecom carriers to act as a de facto gatekeeper for the Internet.  I would
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like you to please reconsider this action.

Thank you.

--
Stephen W. Brooks

------------------------------ Email 1,273 ------------------------------

From: ccdrake
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:
We the people want action by you and the Commission to protect and further democratic media, not platitudes that are
merely smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality. Net neutrality is the only way to
protect the interests of the vast majority of Americans!

Chris Drake
63 Western Ave.
Essex, MA 01929
US

------------------------------ Email 1,274 ------------------------------

From: mkarson86
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:56
Subject: Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet has become a mandatory part of every day life.  Without it, we cannot work, buy things, or even pay bills.
The cable companies and telecoms have already secured a monopoly for themselves, so despite Comcast being voted
the worst company in America, citizens have no choice but to buy their poor service.  We need competition, not rules
that further increase their control.  The ability for Comcast and other ISPs to block services that compete with their own
is anti-competitive, and you know it.  Comcast should be split up, not given ultimate power over we we see and hear.

Please regulate the internet like the public utility it is.

Mike Karson
726 Sky Ridge Dr
Madison, WI 53719
US

------------------------------ Email 1,275 ------------------------------

From: mhardy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:56
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

"Information is the currency of democracy." - Thomas Jefferson

"People who mean to be their own Governors, must arm themselves with the power which knowledge gives." - James
Madison

"The preservation of the means of knowledge among the lowest ranks is of more importance to the public than all the
property of all the rich men in the country." - John Adams

"To destroy this invisible government, to dissolve the unholy alliance between corrupt business and corrupt politics is
the first task of the statesmanship of the day." - Theodore Roosevelt

"Madison Avenue is a very powerful aggression against private consciousness. A demand that you yield your private
consciousness to public (corporate) manipulation." - Marshall McLuhan (1911-80)

"If they can get you asking the wrong questions, they don't have to worry about the answers." - Thomas Pynchon

"The 20th century has been characterized by three developments of great political importance: The growth of
democracy, the growth of corporate power, and the growth of corporate propaganda as a means of protecting corporate
power against democracy." - Alex Carey, Australian social scientist, 1995

"The greatest threat to democracy is the increasing concentration of major electronic media in ever fewer hands." - Rep.
David Price (D-NC)

M.B. Hardy
1020 W. South St.
Raleigh, NC 27603
US

------------------------------ Email 1,276 ------------------------------

From: nunez.adama
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:56
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. Under these plans, the internet will load much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies. This will directly impact the decisions that consumers make. Driving down traffic to any site that isn't being
paid for.
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It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations. You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will
be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.

Some historical perspective<http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2005/06/27/AR2005062700415.html>: Back in the early 2000s the ISP market was destroyed. The
cable and phone companies were allowed to ban all competing ISPs from offering services on their lines. Everybody
said "they're going to abuse their new government-granted monopoly."

   A key concern is that phone and cable companies could potentially use their power over the network to act as
gatekeepers of the Internet, discriminating and limiting consumers' access to certain services so that some Web sites and
 online services are favored. Opponents of yesterday's ruling said they would push the FCC and Capitol Hill to codify
rules ensuring the "network neutrality" on the Internet.

   "The ballgame becomes now how each of the two industries that controls a wire can determine what content, what
access, at what speed consumers and technologists can offer and retrieve services over those networks," said Gene
Kimmelman, senior director of Consumers Union.

   And here we are.

   Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,277 ------------------------------

From: commerce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
William M. Alam (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

"Nice data packets you have there. Be a pity if something was to happen to them."

A tiered Internet is nothing but a protection racket. A web site pays a premium so that its packages will be "expedited"
(i.e., not deliberately delayed). It will harm small businesses that depend on ISPs to act as common carriers and do great
damage to our economy.

The cablecos and telcos want to do this so they can extract more revenue from the same infrastructure. I'd wager
anticipation has already caused a slow-down of infrastructure projects. The United States already lags the rest of the
developed world in the quality of its Internet service. We cannot afford to fall farther behind.

In the long run, your decision will even harm the carriers. They need a healthy economy, too, if they are to have
customers.

Do not end net neutrality. The Internet works. Don't fix it.

Sincerely,

William M. Alam
550 S. Carr Ave #1A
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Lafayette, CO 80026

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,278 ------------------------------

From: pgennace
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:56
Subject: Oppose Comcast Merger and Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,279 ------------------------------

From: ryandward
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:56
Subject: Internet Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

--
Ryan Ward

------------------------------ Email 1,280 ------------------------------

From: ogrimz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We do not want corporate domination of the Internet. I want net neutrality.  You do not let private electric companies
charge tiered service; you do not let private water treatment plants charge premiums for cleaner water.  Everyone uses
the internet, it is a shared service of all of mankind, do not let those with control over this shared service to cut it up and
hand out preferential treatment.

Ethan Lindauer
1612 NE Red Bud Ln
Kansas City, MO 64116
US

------------------------------ Email 1,281 ------------------------------

From: remainanonymous
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

Recent reports suggest that the FCC is planning to undermine Net Neutrality by allowing a data fast-lane for heavy-
traffic services and charge more for such.

This is flat-out wrong. The Internet is created to be equal and fair. No-one gave the FCC the right to change that, and we
 won't stand for it.

The FCC will be boycotted if such proposals turn out to be true, as well as the huge economic implications this will
cause.

G'day.

------------------------------ Email 1,282 ------------------------------

From: stevekoeniger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:57
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

You are aware that your new “net neutrality” rules are the opposite of what net neutrality actually is, will stifle
innovation, and will be detrimental to small/medium size web businesses?  The internet has become a cornerstone of the
 future and while it’s embraced by a majority of the planet you are willing to throw it all away at the whim of the cable
providers.  This country will continue to fall behind others in regards to web accessibility, education, and technology all
because you’re an ex-cable lobbyist who cares more about money than patriotism.

I’m a web developer/small business owner and I’m more than aware how the internet works.  The “last-mile” of
bandwidth that the ISPs are attempting to charge content providers for are already paid for by the internet consumer.
Here in Washington DC a 50Mbps connection (via Comcast) will cost an average of $112 per month.  The EXACT
SAME connection in Seoul (via HelloVision) will cost less than $15 per month.  Here in the US Google is proving
internet connections that are 20 times faster than FiOS for cheaper.   Verizon made a staggering $5 billion PROFIT in
the 4th quarter of 2013 alone. Clearly Netflix/Hulu/etc are not causing undue burden on their network or profit margin.
This is clearly a grab for extra money pure and simple.  It saddens me that you are so willing to destroy small business
and throw away the future of our country for a few extra dollars.

If this goes through, and you don’t implement a true free and open internet I will vote against any candidate in any
election that will employ you in any capacity.  The only road forward is the path that every other country on the planet
is taking.  The cable providers MUST treat every packet the exact same way regardless of where they came from or
where they are going.

Thanks,

Steve Koeniger

------------------------------ Email 1,283 ------------------------------

From: pmorlancall
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patty Call

------------------------------ Email 1,284 ------------------------------

From: bartlemania
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'll be blunt with you.

I want the FCC to enforce and guard net neutrality. I don't want to see OUR Internet, the one which was originally built
with OUR tax dollars, converted into a mere cash cow for Netflix, Disney, Clear Channel, and other major players. I
want *all* users of the Internet to have EQUAL access to all parts of it without having to pay extortionate fees. I want
ALL web entities, however small and seemingly insignificant, to have just as good a shot at acquiring an audience as a
major entertainment outlet might.

In short, I want the Internet, not another form of cable TV.

- Paul Goldschmidt

35 Felters Road # 810

Binghamton, NY  13903

--

http://bartlemania.com
http://bartlespeaks.com

Price's First Law: If everybody doesn't want it, nobody gets it.

NOTICE: This message and any files are intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed. The message,
together with any attachment contains confidential and privileged information. No other review, use, print, save, copy,
disclosure or distribution is permitted Although this email and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or
defect, and although every reasonable effort has been made to make them so, it is the responsibility of the recipient to
ensure that it is virus free and no responsibility is accepted for any loss or damage arising in any way from its use.

All images or sound recordings (if any), whether directly attached or linked to or delivered by a third-party file transfer
service are Creative Commons 2014 Paul Goldschmidt unless otherwise noted. All legal non-commercial uses are
permitted as long as the pictures and recordings remain essentially unaltered and as long as the photographer is duly
credited. (Non-comm., attrib., no derivs)
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------------------------------ Email 1,285 ------------------------------

From: makowski.mt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mitchell Makowski  (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is the gateway to destroying the freedom and open nature of the internet, and it is disgusting to
allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will instead be called hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up
their own businesses online. The internet could load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies,
 so consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending Net
Neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once Net Neutrality is ended by the FCC,
it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

If I could be blunt, anyone who supports ending Net Neutrality should be ashamed of themselves. The American people
aren't stupid, we know what happens behind closed doors. We understand the revolving door from lobbying to federal
government positions to lobbying. And willingly being a part of that cycle will put you on the wrong side of history.
You can't simply think about your own wallet, your own family in a situation like this. You were selected to be one of
the leaders to direct the free world. If you're only thinking about bettering yourself in a position like that, that makes you
 both a fraud, and weak.

I strongly urge you to do what's best for the American people, and also to set a precedent for the entire world. Anyone
who defends Net Neutrality will be met with a wealth of support.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Makowski
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,286 ------------------------------

From: bre.muckenthaler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:58
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.
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But it's not too late for you to stand up for us. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the hardships.
You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have been
classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists and ride out the calls for your resignation from the very people you were chosen to
protect.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

Thank you for your time,

Breana Muckenthaler

------------------------------ Email 1,287 ------------------------------

From: ian.armstrong
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Allowing a 'fast-track' on the internet for those with the money will only hamper our country. This will force companies
that can afford it to buy in so that they may stay competitive. Those that can't afford it(Small business and startups) will
have less of an opportunity to compete with the big players in the market. This creates less competition and more of a
domination or monopoly of the market. Which is terrible for the consumer. Not only that but the increased cost of the
'fast-track' WILL be passed directly on to the consumer in the way of higher prices.

Please don't sell the American people out to these few greedy companies!

Ian Armstrong
3373 Armada dr. #14
Ventura, CA 93003
US

------------------------------ Email 1,288 ------------------------------

From: daltonurza
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:59
Subject: Fast Lane
I am horrified at the recent change in net neutrality.  The consumer will pay for this, and any company not paying the
"toll" will be hurt.  There is no regulation or oversight on how slow these speeds are allowed to be for people not paying
 the toll.  Effectively, it is killing any net neutrality, and I am scared at the prospect of what the internet will look like for
 our children.  I know I don't have any actual sway, but please stop heading in this direction, lest we lose the free and
open internet that gave up the innovation and progress I have seen through my lifetime.

--
Adam Lark
Department of Physics and Astronomy
mail drop 113
University of Toledo
Toledo, Ohio 43606
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email: mailto:
office telephone: (419) 530-4646

------------------------------ Email 1,289 ------------------------------

From: ardishong
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination o demand our internet
AND airf the Internet. We want net neutrality.

The Internet belongs to We the People. So do the airwaves!! Stop allowing corporate takeovers of both. We the People
have had ENOUGH CORPORATE FAVORITISM.

Anne Dishong
504 E Graceville Rd
Breezewood, PA 15533
US

------------------------------ Email 1,290 ------------------------------

From: krc75440
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Katelyn  Chaney

------------------------------ Email 1,291 ------------------------------

From: signalize
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:59
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Subject: Net Neutrality
The end of Net Neutrality is a blatant betrayal of the country and all the people in it.

That the people at the FCC will not only allow this but are a part of the problem is disheartening, disappointing and
maddening.

The general population might be ignorant of what's going on but not everyone.

Greed and power hungry jerks are at the core of this. I don't know how you folks sleep at night.

Steve Aycock

------------------------------ Email 1,292 ------------------------------

From: wicar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:59
Subject: KEEP--Do NOT END Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the  Federal Communications Commission,

We want YOU to HONOR  DEMOCRATIC MEDIA.

We do not want smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

THINK of your children's children.  THEY will want net neutrality.

YOUR CHOICE OF CORPORATE DOMINANCE IS IN ERROR, AND EVEN SCARY!!

DO THE RIGHT THING.  KEEP DEMOCRACY STRONG.  BE STRONG YOURSELF, AND HONOR OUR
HERITAGE!!!!

Carol Rittenhouse

Plymouth, WI 53073
US

------------------------------ Email 1,293 ------------------------------

From: wdickson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman and members of the Federal Communications Commission.

Re: net neutrality.

We know what the media companies of the 1% want. Indeed, everyone knows what they want: to create media cartels
for the purpose of stifling competition; to charge more for ever-lousier service and quality; to make certain that the U.S.
will fall further and further behind other nations in broadband access; and, most destructive of all, to ensure that
Americans have access only to the values, ideas, and information that promote growing inequality in our nation.

In stark contrast we want freedom, opportunity, fair competition, a chance for small businesses to prosper, and fast,
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reliable access to broadband that's at least with sight of what citizens of competing nations enjoy. And through all that,
we want to see our nation encourage democratic rather than oligarchic values and practices.

That's why they're called "public" airwaves rather than "privileged few" airwaves.

Thank you for your attention

—Wayne Dickson

Wayne Dickson
601 N. Amelia Avenue
DeLand, FL 32724
US

------------------------------ Email 1,294 ------------------------------

From: jason.toedter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 10:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jason Toedter (  writes:

Great, we have a former cable company lobbyist now writing the rules for intellectual access to the internet.

Good job scumbag, I hope the world remembers you as the person who limited intellectual exploration capacities to
those massive companies YOU REPRESENT. Please do the world a favor, resign, and  let the world of the internet be
free to discover for all, for rich or poor. Corruption on this level is what brings nations down. Screw off.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,295 ------------------------------

From: cassebaum
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want  democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

Take action for net neutrality.

Anne Cassebaum
3469 Amick Road
Elon, NC 27244
US

------------------------------ Email 1,296 ------------------------------

From: kmoser22
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Read about your plans to propose new internet rules that will allow content companies to pay ISPs for "special access to
 consumers."

Our country has already suffered the internet bubble, housing crash, banking fraud—it seems this is the first step to
create another internet system that will raise prices for the public while CEOs get richer.

The same internet should be available for all regardless of how much money we have to spend.  If ISPs can charge
companies like Amazon, Netflix, etc. more money to have better access to us, then our monthly charges will just
increase to cover their fees.  I don't see the purpose of striking down net neutrality except for the greedy reason to get
more cash in the pockets of ISP owners.

Please rethink your decision to pass these rules

Thank you,
Keith Moser

------------------------------ Email 1,297 ------------------------------

From: kzang68
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

What is the real motive behind ending net neutrality?  For corporations to make more money.  That is not the end-all in
life.  It really isn't.  So many countries in the world are ahead of us in tech, quality of health, quality of life, clean air and
 water.  We have become skewed because we have given up our moral compass in favor of corporate boards deciding
how to proceed.  While these individuals could be very fine people, together on a board, their goal is to make money.

Corporations have no moral compass.  They are designed that way.  They have only one motive.  It is up to the FCC and
 other government bodies to guard the American way of life.

And the American way of life was never rampant consumerism at the expense of the environment and schools, and
access to information.  We should not be worshiping a capitalism free for all.

I strongly request that you support net neutrality.  In the end, your job is to protect our freedoms.  And right now we
have freedom to explore the internet.

Thank you for your attention,

Kathy Zang
717 Woodward Ave
Geneva, IL 60134
US

------------------------------ Email 1,298 ------------------------------

From: billw
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To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:00
Subject: Vote no on Internet "fast lanes"
I recently read that the FCC is considering new rules to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a step toward allowing large corporate entities to control what was
until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing severe harm to our nation and its economy. Allowing those
with deeper pockets access to more bandwidth will raise the barriers for smaller businesses to gain a foothold and
succeed. I cannot believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.
This action will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate
control of the internet.

Bill Weinberer

------------------------------ Email 1,299 ------------------------------

From: slippek
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:01
Subject: PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You have been entrusted with the duty of preserving the rights and interests of the American people. By giving away the
 internet to corporate interests, you are betraying that trust. The people have spoken loud and clear - we want net
neutrality. Do not shirk your duty in favor of monopolists and the hyper-rich.

Sarah Lippek

WA 98104
US

------------------------------ Email 1,300 ------------------------------

From: aeproberts
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andrew Roberts (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler, With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is
to protect the majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become
corrupted by money and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country. But it's not too late for you
 to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the hardships. You can kill the
fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have been classified a decade ago.
You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you. Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for
your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and history will not remember you. You have a decision in
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this, which is more than the rest of us have.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,301 ------------------------------

From: neil.rmilan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good Morning Tom,

This morning I read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable company’s desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Thank you sir,

Neil Milan

--

This message transmitted on 100% recycled electrons.

------------------------------ Email 1,302 ------------------------------

From: brian01726
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:01
Subject: New Net Neutrality Stance
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing internet providers to charge content
makers and providers for access to the internet subscribers. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet,
and it is a very concerning thing to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for
free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I
believe that you are likely favoring the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality due to
previous biases.

By placing your personal beliefs ahead of the public's best interests, you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a
nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for
people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will stagnate as cable companies underhandedly force
consumers content via unfair and noncompetitive pricing content tiers. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending
net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the
FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I
doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should reconsider the consequences of what you are
doing.

Thank you.

Supporter of a free and open internet.

Brian Witt

------------------------------ Email 1,303 ------------------------------

From: ccfuture11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please don't make decisions with the perceived conflict of interest of your current and past employment  positions. My
family wants action for a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
 want net neutrality.

Thank you

Cornel Crabtree

NY 10471

------------------------------ Email 1,304 ------------------------------

From: xtpanza
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christina Panza

------------------------------ Email 1,305 ------------------------------

From: litlgrey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carl Howard

------------------------------ Email 1,306 ------------------------------

From: bthoman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:02
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Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.  You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades, possibly forever. I'm asking you, pleading with you,
to do the right thing.  This will shape America's future forever.  Will you be heralded as a hero, or hated?

Do the right thing, please.  For us all.

Brian Thoman

------------------------------ Email 1,307 ------------------------------

From: daveagreer
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:02
Subject: Net neutrality
I'm urging you this morning to make a decision for the future of the Internet.

The Internet is a utility, and I think it should be treated as such. As a kid from a small town that came of age with the
Internet, I've grown as it has grown. It has been indescribably influential in my life as a student, professional and
individual.
As soon as we start down the road of allowing companies to pay for better access, what makes the Internet great is
completely eviscerated. It's an extremely slippery slope to embark upon and opens up internet service providers to set
the price of entry and innovation on the internet.

Again, I'm urging you to make the right decision today.

Thank you for your time,
Dave Greer

------------------------------ Email 1,308 ------------------------------
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From: joe.m.rice
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:02
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Good morning!

I'm sure you're getting a lot of emails on this matter, so I'll be brief and use a borrowed quote that sums up my opinions
on the matter.

“Under this terribly misguided proposal, the Internet as we have come to know it would cease to exist and the average
American would be the big loser. We must not let private corporations turn bigger and bigger profits by putting a price
tag on the free flow of ideas.

“Our free and open Internet has made invaluable contributions to democracy both here in the United States and around
the world. Whether you are rich, poor, young or old, the Internet allows all people to seek out information and
communicate globally. We must not turn over our democracy to the highest bidder.” - Senator Bernie Sanders

Thank you for time-

-Joe Rice

------------------------------ Email 1,309 ------------------------------

From: marty.ellenbecker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Given UNAMBIGOUSLY BEFORE the who, what, when, where, and how of the Constitution is the WHY.

(Preamble)
We the People of the United States, in Order to…..., promote the general Welfare,……

NOTE – It does not state you should merely observe, ponder or permit, but PROMOTE
the general Welfare!!!!

Your intended action subverts the general welfare and is illegal; if you carry it out you are subject to prosecution, and no
 citizen is required to comply or cooperate with it.

marty ellenbecker
S. 1st St
Milwaukee, WI 53204
US

------------------------------ Email 1,310 ------------------------------

From: jill.rouleau
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:03
Subject: "Open" Internet proposal
Commissioners,

Today a proposal will be made to allow ISPs to begin charging for preferential delivery of content on the Internet. This
is such a terrible idea that I am astonished the FCC would even consider such a thing. All this proposal can possibly
serve to accomplish is to create a tiered Internet, where consumers of content which has deep pockets will receive a far
better experience than those accessing content from smaller creators. Certainly, the rules require that ISPs not block or
discriminate sites directly. But by preferring paying sites, all this does is automatically discriminate others.

I am a technologist and a small business owner. I know that I will not be able to afford the type of fees that my larger,
national competitors could. My marketing budget simply isn't enough to pay every carrier in my state, let alone the
country, for regular ongoing "fast lane", no matter the cost. Potential customers then, who will be unlikely to understand
 this awful proposal, will only know that my site performs worse than the big guys. And they've be more likely to trust
the technology company whose website performs well. And this is just one of many examples of the tiered-class Internet
 you'll be giving to America.

Please don't bend to the will (and pockets) of the lobbyists. Your jobs are to protect the intetests of the American people.
 Please do so, and reject this proposal.
Thank you,
Jill Rouleau
Operations Engineer, President
Bespoke Software Solutions

------------------------------ Email 1,311 ------------------------------

From: dangillenwater
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications

 We want net neutrality. We do not want another regulatory bureaucracy attempting to tell us what is good and what is
bad. Much like you, we have a brain. Net neutrality ensures that we can see, read and process without impedance or
impudence.

We want net neutrality!

Daniel Gillenwater
5514 Virginia Dare Ln
N Ft Myers, FL 33917
US

------------------------------ Email 1,312 ------------------------------

From: ameliah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:04
Subject: Don't You Dare End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission –
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Net neutrality is vital to our democracy and to emerging democracies all over the world. If the U.S. imposes new
regulations that create an uneven playing field for internet users, we will be encouraging repressive regimes around the
world to do the same, thereby inhibiting the free flow of information that will ultimately bring healthy change to those
nations.

We demand that you protect democratic media and not use platitudes as smokescreens while you scheme to impose
corporate domination of the Internet.

We want net neutrality!

Amelia Hard
1214 SE Sellwood Blvd.
Portland, OR 97202
US

------------------------------ Email 1,313 ------------------------------

From: travis.clemens
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:04
Subject: "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Travis Clemens
mailto

------------------------------ Email 1,314 ------------------------------

From: sjgirard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Please retain net neutrality.

Stephen Girard
4240 Browndale Ave
4240 Browndale Ave
St Louis Park, MN 55416
US

------------------------------ Email 1,315 ------------------------------

From: evangreer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Evan Greer

------------------------------ Email 1,316 ------------------------------

From: mrs.a
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality. Without controls and extra costs for services coming from the corporate giants, I want to
continue uploading quality educational content to my website for children and communicating openly with their adult
role models. It is unfair to the independents like me that this issue has even become one. A free press must be preserved!

Connie (Mrs.A) Anderson
801 Lakepoint Dr. B-8
PO Box 1421
Frisco, CO 80443
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,317 ------------------------------

From: jweisber
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:05
Subject: Do Not Kill Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I just red in the New York Times that you are moving to end net neutrality.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joel Weisberg
105 Winona St.
Northfield, MN 55057
US

------------------------------ Email 1,318 ------------------------------

From: jeffrobinson1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:06
Subject: Comcast Merger and Net Neutrality
I bet your inbox auto rule has already sent this to the trash.

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,
Jeff

------------------------------ Email 1,319 ------------------------------

From: nancy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nancy Proctor

------------------------------ Email 1,320 ------------------------------

From: lstoning
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Don't be the one who killed the internet.Corporations cannot escape the midas complex, it is what they are- money
making entities. Use your human sense of fairness, your kindness, your commitment to justice to help keep the citizens
of the US able to participate in a democracy. The internet is the last bastion of information not dominated and twisted by
 corporations. They have the media now. PLEASE save our freedoms.

Louise Stonington

98112-2819
Seattle, AK 98112
US

------------------------------ Email 1,321 ------------------------------

From: lavenderdc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Why does it bother you so much to see others have access to learning and free-flowing information?
You are just helping to create the next level of dysfunction in our society.
Shame on you for your predatory ways.

Danielle Chalmet
10827 west evans
Rogue River, OR 97537
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,322 ------------------------------

From: kickin1019
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel Tyson  (  writes:

Thanks for linking the page with all the commissioners' emails. I modified the email I posted above and sent it to each
of the other 4 commissioners:

Dear FCC Commissioner,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,323 ------------------------------

From: marilynseven
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality. That means space for democratic media, more information quicker not slower -- not platitudes
as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

Marilyn Seven
31 Crosby
New York, NY 10013
US

------------------------------ Email 1,324 ------------------------------

From: philip
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:07
Subject: Support Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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  _____

This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the person to whom it has been sent, and may
contain information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the intended recipient or have received this
message in error, you are not authorized to copy, distribute, or otherwise use this message or its attachments. Please
notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and permanently delete this message and any attachments. Gartner
makes no warranty that this e-mail is error or virus free.

------------------------------ Email 1,326 ------------------------------

From: alnjo2005
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
j solni

------------------------------ Email 1,327 ------------------------------

From: gkolkebeck
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do not allow ISPs to create artificial tiers of service levels to enhance their revenue.

Promote and maintain net neutrality.

Robert Kolkebeck
131 Hay Street
Park Forest, IL 60466
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US

------------------------------ Email 1,328 ------------------------------

From: celery nm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:08
Subject: free the net
Stop catering to the wealthy. The net belongs to the people.

It sure looks like more of that high priced "free speech"at work again - the kind that only big corporations can afford.
What a coincidence . . . those are just the ones who will benefit from this.

The Net needs to be a public utility, supported by taxes paid by "We the People".

Anne Marie Petrokubi
575-751-0049

This communication may be unlawfully collected and stored by the National Security Agency (NSA) in secret. The
parties to this email do not consent to the retrieving or storing of this communication and any related metadata, as well
as printing, copying, re-transmitting, disseminating, or otherwise using it. If you believe you have received this
communication in error, please delete it immediately.

------------------------------ Email 1,329 ------------------------------

From: mwigginton52
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please reconsider the reported rules changes on internet charges by ISPs. Losing net neutrality will be not just a
giveaway to corporations, it will have a ever growing negative impact on internet start-ups and competition.
Mark Wigginton

------------------------------ Email 1,330 ------------------------------

From: anthonystufo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't kill Net Neutrality Mr. Wheeler. Thanks.

-Anthony Tufo

------------------------------ Email 1,331 ------------------------------

From: ruinah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:08
Subject:
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
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additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying
will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the
internet. You are doing the citizens of the US an extreme disservice.

Chris Trompeter
average taxpayer

------------------------------ Email 1,332 ------------------------------

From: kghn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:09
Subject: Champion Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

K.G.H. Nicholes
10 Jawbone Rd
Martinsdale, MT 59053
US

------------------------------ Email 1,333 ------------------------------

From: fenster
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality.

Diane Fenster
287 Reichling Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044
US

------------------------------ Email 1,334 ------------------------------

From: pdawson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and Federal Communications Commission,

Long term growth, demands net neutrality with ready, affordable access to a high speed internet. Allowing preference
services to content providers based on premium payment, undermines the competition so necessary for innovation and
product improvement.

Without this, internet control will concentrate into a few large companies. leading to higher cost, and lower service
quality. The result is that competition form from start-ups are hamstrung, and U.S. competitiveness suffers. One need
only to look at Comcast's dominance and political influence in Philadelphia, to see this happening.

Paul Dawson
135 Morrison Ave
Greensburg, PA 15601
US

------------------------------ Email 1,335 ------------------------------

From: amy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

It's simple. We demand Common Carrier status for the internet.

Amy Rothstein
100 Hardy Pond Rd
Waltham, MA 02451
US

------------------------------ Email 1,336 ------------------------------

From: hiho989
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:09
Subject: Keeep Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I want net neutrality.

The American people want net neutrality.

You serve the American people.

That said, it is clear that you in fact don't.  You apparently serve the oligarchy that is American politics.

So sad.

Sara West
1420 Palm Street
San Luis Obispo
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,337 ------------------------------

From: hbutman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Holly Butman

------------------------------ Email 1,338 ------------------------------

From: chris
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
All,

As a daily user of the Internet for personal and business reasons I am greatly disturbed that you are on the verge of
gutting any net neutrality left for the Internet by allowing large corporations who carry traffic through their network to
charge content providers for preferential traffic treatment if the ISPs' discrimination is "commercially reasonable.”

I fully understand that many of you are in the “pockets” of these large corporations and do not really care about the
average Internet user, but maybe some of you still have a conscious, and would like to keep the Internet open.  I urge
you to not gut net neutrality further.

Regards,
--
Christopher Wireman
+1 303 521 4926

------------------------------ Email 1,339 ------------------------------

From: skintigh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:10
Subject: Internet toll roads
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Today you have decided to allow utility companies to extort content providers into paying for bandwidth I have already
paid for. You have essentially allowed utilities to double-charge me for what is already some of the most expensive
bandwidth in the world.

This is beyond absurd. Let’s imagine this was another industry, like an overnight parking lot.

The Comcast parking lot has 100 spaces, but they apparently have sold 1000 people the right to park in those spaces.
Rather than increase the size of their parking lot to match their claims of availability, or simply end the practice of
selling products and services they cannot provide, they have decided to demand Ford pay them a tariff for every vehicle
that Ford owners want to park in the parking lot. If Ford does not pay, Comcast will make life miserable for the Ford
owners, maybe put up road blocks and make them late to work every morning. Obviously, if Ford gives in to this
extortion, they will pass the cost along to Ford customers, essentially making Ford owners pay twice for that space in
that parking lot, perhaps spreading the cost to Ford owners who don't park in that lot, a lot which still remains too small
to support all the paying customers. Oh, and did I mention that much of that parking lot was built with taxpayer money
in the first place?

Ironically, the way your decision is being sold is that it will allow a “fast lane.” Of course, that “fast lane” is the lane I
have now, you have simply allowed utilities to artificially slow down traffic and cripple services in order to extort more
money out of content providers. It’s amazing how many countries on this planet have vastly superior Internet
infrastructure without resorting to extortion and toll roads. Perhaps you should study those countries before killing
innovation on the Internet back home.

Please, reverse your decision to legalize this extortion.

------------------------------ Email 1,340 ------------------------------

From: nemokrad
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is reprehensible to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive
change for anyone besides major corporations. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades.

Regards,

Jeff Spears

------------------------------ Email 1,341 ------------------------------
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From: hdaumen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:10
Subject: Net Neutrality and a Monopolist Colony?
Tom,

I'm writing to you as an American Consumer, one that apparently holds our American based companies to a much
higher standard than the members of the FCC. It's times like this that I feel extremely privileged to live in an area that
doesn't require me to be a Comcast or Time Warner customer. You see I have options, America has always been about
having options. I will continue to exercise my right to options for the duration of my citizenship.

On this day, you should be ashamed of yourself. What you and the FCC have decided is a detriment to our society,
capitalist nature and entrepreneurial spirit. I can only hope that google fiber finds it's way across the country faster than
projected.

Walmart has a new successor on the "worst companies in the world" scale. Congratulations are in order to Comcast, and
 all of the fat walleted members of the FCC. Today is your day!

Heidi Daumn

------------------------------ Email 1,342 ------------------------------

From: ambrannon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Living, breathing human beings must be given precedent over corporate greed.  Having a two- or three- tiered system of
 internet access further emphasizes the disparity between "the haves" and "the have nots" and limits the public's access
to information.

Please, keep the internet a level playing field, where all individuals have an equal access to the web.

Thank you.

Anna Brannon
2102 Ella Lane
Bryan, TX 77802
US

------------------------------ Email 1,343 ------------------------------

From: vcc75
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vanessa Lazaro

------------------------------ Email 1,344 ------------------------------

From: embrayden
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:11
Subject: PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY
Your proposed rules destroy the democratic freedom of the internet. Do not bow to the special interests. Stand up for the
 people! Preserve net neutrality!

Eric Brayden

------------------------------ Email 1,345 ------------------------------

From: philabdapi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:12
Subject: Thanks for reminding me why never to go to the US
Dear mr. Wheeler,

I'm a Dutch student of physics, and I, like many others whose e-mails you've probably received, like the internet. I like
the freedom, I like the free services, and I like the egalitarian structure. Thankfully, the EU has voted to preserve it, but
you are (according to reddit) responsible for destroying it in the US. While my particular contribution may not be great,
I statistically represent a significant portion of the tech-savvy population, and I am deciding never to lend my services to
 the US, nor my employment to US companies. You are harming your nation and the people within it, limiting their
freedom and hurting them economically, through corruption or stupidity.

Sincerely,
Philip Will

------------------------------ Email 1,346 ------------------------------

From: stevenhayneslevine
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:12
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Steven Levine (  writes:

Tom,
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Please do the right thing. I know you know what's right for this country.

Sincerely,
Steve
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,347 ------------------------------

From: brianisbrilliant
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: The Internet is a Utility

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
All of the big companies you are trying to appease with this fast lane internet are Entertainment companies. If the
internet isn't equally open to everyone - the useful websites that try to teach and inform your children will not be
accessible. Have you ever read Brave New World? Is that what you wish to give to your kids? To my kids? That is what
 this course of action is - and anything but equal opportunity to Every website will result in that outcome.

Brian Foster

Wichita, KS 67212
US

------------------------------ Email 1,348 ------------------------------

From: robbie touchstone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bob Touchstone

------------------------------ Email 1,349 ------------------------------
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From: telusive
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: Net neutrality

Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,350 ------------------------------

From: cjacksteel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Cory Steeley (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

I just wanted to voice my extreme disapproval for the FCC backing "internet fast lanes" and other forms of tiered
Internet. The FCC has the responsibility to preserve the Internet as we know it. The Internet is, and should remain, a
level playing field. I pay Verizon for access to the Internet. I shouldn't have to pay for better access to specific
sites/services, and those sites/services shouldn't have to pay for me to get better access. This stifles competition and
allows big existing companies to become entrenched since they can pay the fees. Where would the Internet (and the
world economy) be if we made it harder for start-ups and new ideas to compete with the old standards?

I know you come from a background in the cable industry, but the Internet is not the right place to provide the tiered
system we "enjoy" with television and mobile service. I urge you to keep the Internet a free and equal place for business
 and competition and back a platform of net neutrality.

Thank you for your time,
Cory
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,351 ------------------------------
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From: quingoblin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Justin D. Neal (  writes:

It has recently come to my attention that the FCC intends to allow ISP's to pick and choose which Internet traffic to
prioritize and to charge businesses to prioritize their traffic. This shows complete disregard for the principles of the free
market, and the central design concepts of the Internet.  This action would severely limit the ability of future startups to
play on an even footing with established business, and remove the consumers ability to choose which services best fit
their own needs.  Furthermore one of the central design principals of the Internet was that all traffic is treated evenly,
when companies decided to get involved in the business of providing Internet access, that is the system they signed up
to connect to. Allowing some ISP's to redefine the very foundation on which the entire system functions will
fundamentally undermine the entire information revolution, and the commerce that has spawned from that revolution.
As an American, and an IT professional I urge
  you to not only abandon these plans, but to further protect the Internet from this sort undermining.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,352 ------------------------------

From: patstant
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I copied this text but it's exactly how I feel.

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.
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You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

-pat

------------------------------ Email 1,353 ------------------------------

From: alexman17c
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: Net Neutrality (or Lack There-Of)
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

This nation counts on people like you to do the right thing because your voice is much louder and more important than
every other citizen.  Please do the right thing and end this proposal and any like it in the future.

Sincerely,
Alex Coburn
Boston, MA

------------------------------ Email 1,354 ------------------------------

From: gjm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:13
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please protect net neutrality, which is a fundamental principle of the internet.

Gerry Morgan
13650 W Ava Rd
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Tucson, AZ 85736
US

------------------------------ Email 1,355 ------------------------------

From: austinking
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

We want net neutrality! No two-tiered internet, please!

Austin King
1408 Bedford Ave Apt 4
Brooklyn, NY 11216
US

------------------------------ Email 1,356 ------------------------------

From: ianjpugsley
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: New "Net Neutrality" Rules
Members of the FCC,

Make no mistake, the leaked rules concerning "net neutrality" that are to be announced are the exact opposite of net
neutrality. Do not accept any definition of net neutrality besides the requirement that Internet service providers and
governments should treat all data identically, not discriminating or charging differentially on any factor.

Regulation is completely necessary to prevent ISPs charging customers for traffic that contains content - the claim that
such an idea is implausible and that the market will react should customers be faced with undesirable outcomes is an
outlandish claim. Most people have at most two actually viable ISPs at their address, and it's typically because of local
or state laws that effectively grant monopolies or near-monopolies (e.g. to prevent actual competition in the market).

The public urges you to reconsider these rules and to push to classify broadband as a telecommunications service,
regulated by Title 2 of the Communications Act for common carriers. The days of heavy profits of ISPs and reduction of
 availability of information to the common man are over.

- Ian Pugsley

------------------------------ Email 1,357 ------------------------------

From: mat
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: Internet Rules and Net Neutrality
Esteemed Commissioners,

My name is Mat Neff, and it is my dream to create unique content and put it on the internet for others to enjoy. I wish to
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 do what I am passionate about and entertain others in the process. That dream is at risk though, with the looming
changes to how I interact with the internet. If Net Neutrality is not preserved, it could mean the end of my dream:

From the New York Times:<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html?_r=0>

   The new rules, according to the people briefed on them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate
separately with each content company – like Netflix, Amazon, Disney or Google – and charge different companies
different amounts for priority service. That, of course, could increase costs for content companies, which would then
have an incentive to pass on those costs to consumers as part of their subscription prices.

   Proponents of net neutrality have feared that such a framework would empower large, wealthy companies and prevent
small start-ups, which might otherwise be the next Twitter or Facebook, for example, from gaining any traction in the
market.

   I don't have any aspirations to be the next Facebook, but I do want to pursue an internet based career. Net Neutrality
ensures that even as a small start-up, I have the opportunity to put my content out there and compete based on merit
alone. Losing that fair playing field would mean competing against the spending abilities of major companies just to
have my voice heard.

   In discussions like these, the free market is usually brought up. A common case to present is the AT&T/Apple debacle
 in which AT&T originally blocked Apple's FaceTime service, but due to competition from Verizon and T-Mobile, the
free market won out, and AT&T eventually changed their stance. While I agree that this is a strong argument for the free
 market and self-regulation, there is a striking difference between that situation and one involving Internet Service
Providers: In even the smallest town, you can find at least three or four major cell phone companies such as AT&T,
Verizon, and T-Mobile. I live within walking distance of all three providers' stores, which doesn't include the kiosks that
 each of them have in the nearby mall. There is no shortage of competition to regulate that market. When it comes to
picking an ISP, my options are not so robust. There are two major companies for me to choose from. I can choose
Comcast or CenturyLink. There are many places where that is the same, and many places where that is twice as many
options than are available.

   In a time where a merger between Comcast and Time-Warner, two of the largest ISPs in the US, is on the table for
discussion, this market cannot be expected to self-regulate, and this is why I ask you to support clear and complete Net
Neutrality in every way possible.

   I want to live in a world where I can pursue my dream. The FCC has the power to make that happen.

   Thank you for your time,

   Mat Neff<http://about.me/mat.neff/>

   Mobile: (850) 339-7982

   Twitter: @forlornideals<https://twitter.com/forlornideals>
   Website: TwentyWontons.com<http://TwentyWontons.com>
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------------------------------ Email 1,358 ------------------------------

From: kgarrig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Katherine Garrigan (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,359 ------------------------------

From: paulgordonhughes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: please stand up for net neutrality
Hi Tom,

I note with sadness that the FCC is proposing to give "special access" to internet content providers who pay more. In
effect, this penalizes the small websites, web resources, startups, and e-businesses that make the internet special.

I strongly urge you to reconsider this position. Do you want to be the FCC who supports everyone's equal access to the
internet, or the FCC who allows big corporations to squeeze out the little guys?

Hoping for the best,
Paul Hughes

------------------------------ Email 1,360 ------------------------------

From: cbg123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher Grysho (  writes:

Dear Tom Wheeler,

It has come to my attention that the FCC may allow big business to pay for faster internet speeds. The “fast lanes” as
they're called will destroy any and all free market capitalism the internet has previously thrived on. The thought of
conglomerates paying you and former FCC Commissioner Meredith Baker is appalling. I have a question for you; how
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does a senior level FCC commissioner just walk on as the Senior VP of Comcast Government Affairs? A position move
like this SHOULD BE ILLEGAL! Was there an exact moment in history that you realized you have become a corrupt
man? Does morality and scruples not apply to you? And why should they, money is the only thing you care about.
Thanks for Fucking America with corporate greed. Again.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,361 ------------------------------

From: aaron.feickert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: Comments on latest ISP rules
Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing to express frustration and disgust that your Commission failed to act in a manner responsive to the needs of
 the American public when it recently provided guidance on its upcoming rules governing ISP handling of network
traffic, as in this report:
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html

You have no doubt heard from consumers, companies, and your Commission's foreign counterparts a great deal about
this issue. Your forthcoming rulings that ISPs may prioritize traffic based on deals and contracts with content providers
flies in the face of history and your foreign counterparts' experience.

While it may be difficult to classify ISPs as common carriers, establishing rules that explicitly promote network
neutrality are _essential_ to a free and open exchange of content and ideas. Network providers have indicated through
their actions that they have little business incentive to expand network capacity even as they are not treated as common
carriers.

Were I limited in the speed I could drive a car on the Interstate based on how much my car company had paid to the
road's construction company, there would be outrage. If the quality of my phone calls were based on how much the
caller had paid to my phone company, there would be outrage. There is already outrage on this issue, and rightfully so.

Make the right choice. Act according to your Commission's mandate. You and your Commission has not done so thus
far.

Aaron Feickert
Fargo ND USA

------------------------------ Email 1,362 ------------------------------

From: aramdag
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Commissioner Tom Wheeler,

As a citizen of the United States and World I am greatly disturbed and disappointed with the FCC choice to end Net
Neutrality.
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The World Wide Web is one of the most important democratic institutions in our modern world. It has been a safe guard
 from exploitative governments, organization, businesses and people. By allowing companies (which are wholly un-
democratic) to decide the speeds at which certain people, businesses or organizations can access the internet you are
undermining the transformative and restorative power of the internet.

Please fight the voices that call for a ending of democratic mechanisms in favor of more profits for stock holders. Please
 act in the best interest of the most vulnerable and maintain Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,
Aram Dagavarian
--

C- 508-423-0653

------------------------------ Email 1,363 ------------------------------

From: devin.nordson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:14
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net Neutrality is central to a democracy in the 21st century.  It must be preserved at all costs.

Devin Nordson
4169 Lonetree Ct
Boulder, CO 80301
US

------------------------------ Email 1,364 ------------------------------

From: canale.6
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andrew Canale (  writes:

Hello Mr. Wheeler,

Let me start by saying that I am a fellow Buckeye, and that I have exceptional experience with computers and networks,
 as well as the abstract theories that underpin these complex networks. I am sorry to have missed your recent visit to
Ohio State.

I am disappointed to hear about your recent decisions/proposal(s) that would permit internet traffic
categorization/prioritization/discrimination. Such a multi-tiered system would damage the openness of the internet-- the
same openness that has transformed the way that the world communicates. I am firmly opposed to permitting Internet
Service Providers from prioritizing traffic based on any form of payment or agreement.

Companies have already exercised their power to deny or permit interconnections based on differences between transit
bandwidth (i.e. Verizon, Comcast, Netflix). And while I can understand the business case for that situation, I cannot
support a policy whereby last-mile ISPs can charge for priority traffic to their subscribers. Such a policy is a slippery
slope to where I might be paying for 50Mbps internet, but only receive 2Mbps from a website that doesn't pay the 'toll'
(even though there could be more than sufficient interconnection bandwidth).
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Perhaps one of the most impactful examples may be in E-Learning. What if Ohio State did not pay Time Warner Cable
to prioritize traffic? Then perhaps users in the USA and abroad would have videoconferencing bandwidth throttled.

There are too many examples and situations to think about, but I'll end on this note: Even if you continue with 'traffic
prioritization', I would ask that it be implemented such that any 'high-priority' traffic be available over the top of a
person's subscribed Internet Speed. i.e. if I pay for 2Mbps internet but my Netflix stream requires 7Mbps, it could be
delivered as such, while not affecting the 2Mbps for the 'rest' of the internet.

Just a thought.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,365 ------------------------------

From: alanthayer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the FCC,
Net neutrality does NOT mean establishing fast-lanes for the rich few while shoveling the rest of us onto an
overcrowded, congested, slow-speed lane.

Our taxes paid for development of the internet.  We should all have equal access and speed.  Our tax-driven
development should NOT be sold to the highest bidders.

We want, no, we DEMAND net neutrality.

Alan Thayer

MI 48382
US

------------------------------ Email 1,366 ------------------------------

From: medellinemil
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Emil Medellin

------------------------------ Email 1,367 ------------------------------

From: bsrome
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:15
Subject: Please consider the future of our entire species.
Tom, I'm quite literal when I say that this decision is that impactful. This sets a tone of unbalance to what is widely
considered to be mankind's greatest achievement to-date: the Internet.

In our ENTIRE EXISTENCE as a species, nothing has had more wide an impact short of the printing press. And here
you are, in the young year of 2014, looking to rip apart this modern marvel in favor of a dying behemoth looking to stay
 relevant for just a bit longer, weary of it's own death.

I can respect Comcast's presence, historically, and what they've done to get our world to the point it is today both in
terms of modern infrastructure and strong economics... That said, following suite with this merger and/or allowing
throttling based on market deals will be the basis on which mankind's best hope for globalization gets turned in to a
locked-down grid.

Moreover, I understand that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner
Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you think
that you're just doing your job, helping those around you and yourself... and that's just it. I do not remotely mean this
aggressively, but objectively, that is what you're doing. You would be putting a framework in to place to polarize the
entire world, halting all progression to educate the masses and move past war, or ancient economics. You would be
halting inevitable change.

Again, your actions will have huge repercussions for decades.

--

Brandon Rome
mailto:

256-390-7617

------------------------------ Email 1,368 ------------------------------

From: anthony.jayren.dejesus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:16
Subject: Net Neutrality is a must
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,369 ------------------------------

From: mitch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:16
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mitch Gennuso (mitch,  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,370 ------------------------------

From: brent
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

We had a special situation, where innovation was brimming in the U.S. and throughout the world, because the Internet
was unhindered.  With the end of net neutrality, startups who have little initial capital won’t be able to afford to bring
their service to market, and therefore, bring innovation on the Internet screeching to a halt.  I remember when I first
started my company that every $10 was critical, and I doubt we could have afforded to pay all the ISPs, who had already
 gotten paid by their customers.
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On the flip side, those companies that can afford these new charges from companies like Comcast will inevitably pass
those charges on to the consumer.  So killing net neutrality both harms small businesses and consumers.  The only one it
 helps are the big companies who either charge these fees or are big enough to absorb them or pass them on to their
customers.

The government should work FOR the people, not for big business.  Please do the right thing for America and push for
net neutrality.

Brent Williams

Chief Insider

Multifamily Insiders

832-978-3935

mailto:

 <http://www.multifamilyinsiders.com/>    <http://www.facebook.com/MultifamilyInsiders>
<http://www.twitter.com/mfinsiders>    <http://www.linkedin.com/groups?gid=119845>
<http://feeds.feedburner.com/multifamily-insiders/TVDw>

------------------------------ Email 1,371 ------------------------------

From: mmonroe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:16
Subject: Net Neutrality Is the Only Way

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
A free and neutral internet is necessary for the preservation of democracy in today's world.  If a bit of government
subsidy is necessary to make this a reality, so be it.

Michael Monroe
15 Weybridge Rd
Brookline, MA 02445
US

------------------------------ Email 1,372 ------------------------------

From: kerthm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:16
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Kerth (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
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companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,373 ------------------------------

From: bna14
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I urge you to reconsider your stance on net neutrality, and end these talks of a 'fast lane'. We as human beings have a
right to equal access to the internet, and ending net neutrality is a direct encroachment on this freedom. We are a
civilized nation, not a monopolistic corporation that gouges people for all they are worth. Once more, I urge you to alter
your stance on this issue. Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 1,374 ------------------------------

From: lyellott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:17
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
It is imperative to maintain Net Neutrality.  Just as freedom of the press is necessary to maintain a democracy, net
neutrality, is too.  Please do not let big corporations overstep and threaten the existence of smaller enterprises.

Lynn Yellott

WV 25443

------------------------------ Email 1,375 ------------------------------

From: kaebender
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:17
Subject: Net Neutrality is a basic Internet Right

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

To ignore the purpose of the internet -- free exchange of information -- and sacrifice small businesses and independent
users to greedy giant corporations is the antithesis of the platform.
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It is the job of the FCC to prevent unfair practices by industry and to support the needs and broadcast access of the
millions of consumers. Your proposed rules make a mockery of your charge to protect consumers from unscrupulous
industry tactics; you should go back to working as an industry lobbyist if you cannot understand the difference.

Millions of people want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality.

Revise your rules to reflect egalitarian access to the internet for all.

Kae Bender
42955 Cherbourg Lane
Lancaster, CA 93536
US

------------------------------ Email 1,376 ------------------------------

From: reb2911
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Renae Bird

------------------------------ Email 1,377 ------------------------------

From: quingoblin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:18
Subject: Removal of net nuetrality
It has recently come to my attention that the FCC intends to allow ISP's to pick and choose which Internet traffic to
prioritize and to charge businesses to prioritize their traffic. This shows complete disregard for the principles of the free
market, and the central design concepts of the Internet.  This action would severely limit the ability of future startups to
play on an even footing with established business, and remove the consumers ability to choose which services best fit
their own needs.  Furthermore one of the central design principals of the Internet was that all traffic is treated evenly,
when companies decided to get involved in the business of providing Internet access, that is the system they signed up
to connect to. Allowing some ISP's to redefine the very foundation on which the entire system functions will
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fundamentally undermine the entire information revolution, and the commerce that has spawned from that revolution.
As an American, and an IT professional I urge you to not only abandon these plans, but to further protect the Internet
from this sort undermining.

------------------------------ Email 1,378 ------------------------------

From: bauzer714
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:18
Subject: Net Neutrality Fast Lanes
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You<http://bl-
1.com/click/load/VGABOQFkWm4EZgdiVWY-b0231> are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once net
neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative
repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what
you are doing.

Regards,
American Citizen
 <http://bl-1.com/img/XWoJPwZlBjNTMAZhBDE-b0231.gif>

------------------------------ Email 1,379 ------------------------------

From: forjohnandbarbara
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

Researchers at Princeton University and Northwestern University compared the public’s influence on 1,779 policy
issues between 1981 and 2002, finding that more often than not, the interests of wealthy groups and individuals won out
 over the demands of the general public. For instance, when 80 percent of the public asked for a change of some sort,
they got their way only about 43 percent of the time.  See report at:
https://www.princeton.edu/~mgilens/Gilens%20homepage%20materials/Gilens%20and%20Page/Gilens%20and%20Pa
ge%202014-Testing%20Theories%203-7-14.pdf.

The Supreme Court has unleveled the playing field in it's so-called Citizen's United and other rulings.  Voter
suppression continues.  The Transatlantic and Transpacific Trade Pacts, conducted in secrecy even from Congressional
oversight, are set empower corporations to circumvent the power of both Congress and the Supreme Court to protect our
 health, welfare, and powers of self-determination on both the local and national level.
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Killing net neutrality further puts corporate interests ahead of the interests of our people.  And of our human habitat.

Take a walk in the woods.  Pray.  Check out Elizabeth Warren's new book "A Fighting Chance."  Meditate.  There's not
much you can do about the Supreme Court rulings, voter suppression, or the Trade Pacts.  But you're pivotal to
protecting Net Neutrality.

John Young, LPC, LMFT, LCSW
24986 Rice Tract Rd
San Benito, TX 78586
US

------------------------------ Email 1,380 ------------------------------

From: wallace21
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:18
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jason Wallace (  writes:

Chairman, the FCC's reversal of position on net neutrality is appalling. I don't believe the spin, this opens the door for
creating new internet speed tiers. First is this fast lane, next will be a "cheaper" slow lane, even faster lanes, etc. Frankly
 I think the FCC is being cowardly by not taking the hard line stance on this. As a technologist, I can see this having a
real and negative impact on innovation. Netflix is at the center of this issue and without net neutrality they would have
had their legs cut from beneath them by the ISPs as they tried streaming content. We would all still be mailing those
silly red envelopes every day. Don't disappoint the country, take a stand and do what's right for innovation.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,381 ------------------------------

From: ktappe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
What on earth is wrong with you? You're supposed be looking out for the public's interest, not big business. Do not
allow ISPs to charge more to some clients and others. Do not allow them to purposely throttle the speeds of ordinary
citizens, holding their Internet hostage for even more obscene profits. Stop!

Kurt Tappe
320 Park Ln
Wilmington, DE 19804
US

------------------------------ Email 1,382 ------------------------------

From: spencer.derek.j
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:19
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Subject: Beyond disappointed.
No, Chairman. Just . . . no.

I've heard about the proposal to allow ISPs to charge content providers an additional fee for faster speeds and more
reliable delivery to consumers.

This is a bad idea. It should be obvious why.

This is the opposite of net neutrality. Don't try to fool us into thinking that this is a good deal for anyone but the ISPs.

Your job is not to enrich businesses. Your job is to regulate them.

Your job is to serve the people.

Do it.

-- Derek Spencer

------------------------------ Email 1,383 ------------------------------

From: tristan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:19
Subject: Do not allow fast lanes, please.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

-Tristan

------------------------------ Email 1,384 ------------------------------
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From: lurker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

How can you call it "net neutrality" if it allow ISPs to give preferential treatment to some content. That is the exact
opposite of neutrality!

You don't work for the corporations any more, at least you're not SUPPOSED to be working for the corporations, so do
your job and actually protect the interests of the American people!

John Larkin
89 Loomis St.
Milford, CT 06460
US

------------------------------ Email 1,385 ------------------------------

From: logancorsaut
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet is not FOR these businesses that can pay more. The internet is FOR everyone, and it should be equal FOR
EVERYONE.

Logan Corsaut

MO

------------------------------ Email 1,386 ------------------------------

From: fortann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want net neutrality.

Daryl Ann Dutton
19320 Ponderosa Way
Volcano, CA 95689
US

------------------------------ Email 1,387 ------------------------------

From: collin.hotchkiss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Mr Wheeler,

Is there any end to corporate influence in Washington? I assume that you are aware of the power you hold over
corporations and the ability to regulate them in ways that benefit the American people. Please do not act as a semi-
unofficial mouthpiece of the telecom industry. The American people want a free and open Internet. Do not put that in
jeopardy over the potential for a paycheck later on.

Regards,
Collin Hotchkiss
Syracuse, NY

------------------------------ Email 1,388 ------------------------------

From: kaliona
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:20
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Keep Net Neutrality -- not give it over to corporate rule.

The internet should be open and not subject to corporations.

Janeane Foley-Runyon
1536 Kerley Drive #443
San Jose, CA 95112
US

------------------------------ Email 1,389 ------------------------------

From: poeducker
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:20
Subject: I Demand Net Neutrality
I protest the FCC planning to gut Net Neutrality & allowing internet companies to charge high rates for faster speeds.
This is disasterous for Americans who use the internet.

--
Rick Potthoff

Houston TX

------------------------------ Email 1,390 ------------------------------

From: alsears4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:21
Subject: Net Neutrality Now!
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To: Chairman Wheeler and other FCC members,

Net neutrality is an absolutely vital component to the idea of a free and open Internet.  The FCC's latest plans to allow
ISPs to provide tiered access to content providers is unacceptable and undemocratic!  Chairman Wheeler and the
remaining FCC members must realize that they are there to serve the interests of the American people, not corporations.
 The FCC must follow Brazil's lead and deliver true Net Neutrality now.

Al Sears
420 S. Irena Avenue
Redondo Beach, CA 90277
US

------------------------------ Email 1,391 ------------------------------

From: bpstudio
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:21
Subject: Keep Net Neutraility
In 2007, at a public forum at Coe College, in Iowa, Presidential candidate Barack Obama was asked about net neutrality.
 Specifically, “Would you make it a priority in your first year of office to reinstate net neutrality as the law of the land?
And would you pledge to only appoint F.C.C. commissioners that support open Internet principles like net neutrality?”

“The answer is yes,” Obama replied. “I am a strong supporter of net neutrality.” Explaining, he said, “What you’ve been
 seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you’re getting information over
 the Internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different Web sites…. And that I think
destroys one of the best things about the Internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there.”

------------------------------ Email 1,392 ------------------------------

From: nancymaynes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I do not understand the about-face.  The United States is already in a position of more expensive internet for less speed,
compared to European countries (I'm an American living in France, so I know).  Why - aside from the interests that
lobby for greater profits for shareholders but yet do not provide excellence of service by first-world standards - would
you make this decision?

Whether or not a court has ruled that the internet is not a utility for the public good, you know that it is, and should be
regulated, just as utilities are, in the 21st century.  Those without access may not freeze to death, or have to live by
candlelight, or die of thirst, but they will in every other way be fourth-class citizens, as our libraries, or free wi-fi in
cities, will certainly be affected.  I am not only speaking of the inconveniences of slow streaming if one hasn't paid for a
service.  It goes much deeper than that.

We want net neutrality.  Please reconsider your decision.

Nancy Maynes
19 rue du Petit Potet
Dijon, MA 21000
FR
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------------------------------ Email 1,393 ------------------------------

From: osito17
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
alis  castano

------------------------------ Email 1,394 ------------------------------

From: medellinemil
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:21
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

Dear FCC officials:

Keep toll roads off the information super highway. Keep Net Neutrality.

-Emil

------------------------------ Email 1,395 ------------------------------

From: lindaswalz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The Internet is global democracy as long as net neutrality is maintained. America should lead the way to preserve net
neutrality! Any attempt to subvert that would be a betrayal of democratic ideals from the nation that purports to defend
those ideals.
There is only one course of action: uphold net neutality.
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Linda Walz
7717 Sunkist drive
CA 94805

------------------------------ Email 1,396 ------------------------------

From: darrell.howell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:22
Subject: Purposed Net Neutrality Rules
Mr. Wheeler,

There have been leaks on the internet listed for purposed Net Neutrality rules.  These purposed rules leaks state that
content providers should pay ISP providers for priority connections to their networks, this is not Net Neutrality (it also
has nothing to do with the Netflix/Comcast deal as it is different).  Should these leaks be true, then it is obvious that the
ideas of an open internet has been ignored by the federal government and that the internet as we know it has come to an
end.  The idea of Net Neutrality is not blocking websites, but in insuring that no ISP degrades connections of providers
who cannot pay while prioritizing the connections of those who can.  What is listed as being purposed is the exact
opposite of Net Neutrality and should be stopped immediately.  If it is allowed I can no longer see an instance where the
 general public can ever trust the decisions of the FCC ever again, as obviously, the FCC is listening to the ISPs far
more than the general public.

Thank you for listening.

Darrell Howell
70 Lexington Boulevard
Delaware, OH  43015

------------------------------ Email 1,397 ------------------------------

From: qantravon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Travis Poppenhusen (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

I am extremely upset about the proposed plan to allow an internet "fast lane." Giving ISPs the power to charge content
providers for faster access is a situation just waiting to be abused.

Already we see ISPs exploiting their customers for all they can. As it stands, most Americans have little to no choice in
which ISP to use, and the situation looks to be worsening. Do you really believe that, given the opportunity, ISPs would
choose to be fair and even in their distribution of information?

Allowing this kind of behavior will open the door for ISPs to discriminate against content providers in whatever manner
 they like. Even if a given content provider is willing to pay the "fast lane" fee, an ISP could choose to refuse service
based on any number of criteria such as opposing political views, competing services, etc.

A "fast lane" would also drastically reduce the potential for innovation on the internet. Many of the internet's biggest
successes have started as extremely small ventures with very little funding. Such small ventures will be unlikely to be
able to afford an internet "fast lane," especially if they have to pay each ISP seperately.

Regardless of the terminology, what all of this boils down to is an effective monopoly on content by ISPs. They will
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have complete control over what travels over their networks.

Please, do the right thing. Do not enact these rules. Find a way to ensure a free, open, and equal internet. For everyone.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,398 ------------------------------

From: ian.atwater
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ian Atwater (  writes:

NET NEUTRALITY BITCH!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,399 ------------------------------

From: davidcbloomfield
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:22
Subject: PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY
I realize that your political and commercial patrons depend on cash from Internet Service Providers and businesses such
as Netflix which are about to receive your reciprocal largesse through new proposed regulations creating multiple tiers
of internet speed to households.  I oppose this rule.

This is simply another example of government selling out to the big business plutocracy

I have little hope that you will consider consumers in your decision-making but, with equally little hope, I have already
written my Senators and the President to reign in your siding with large commercial interests over the American people
in this matter.

I oppose the new proposed regulations and call on you to defeat this ill-advised proposal.

David C. Bloomfield

62 Bergen St.
Brooklyn, NY 11201

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 1,400 ------------------------------
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From: david-jaffe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:22
Subject: Do ***NOT*** End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality!

David Jaffe
604 SW Arboretum Circle
Portland, OR 97221
US

------------------------------ Email 1,401 ------------------------------

From: zsenakdm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:23
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality Reversal
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and we, as
 the people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you
sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will make
traitors and cowards of you all. You, and by direct connection your family and legacy, will be branded the Benedict
Arnold of the 21st century.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

-David Zsenak

mailto:

262-347-6948

------------------------------ Email 1,402 ------------------------------

From: tcoleman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:24
Subject: STOP!  Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
America needs governance that protects our democracy and Constitution -- not corporate domination and doublespeak
over the Internet. I want net neutrality.

Timothy Coleman
30 Horseshoe Lane
Republic, WA 99166
US

------------------------------ Email 1,403 ------------------------------

From: norrisonline
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:24
Subject: Save Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

carol Norris
1388 Haight
Santa Fe, NM 87501
US

------------------------------ Email 1,404 ------------------------------

From: leonard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:25
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Don't shine us on!
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Leonard Carpenter
826 Creekside Drive
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US

------------------------------ Email 1,405 ------------------------------

From: jmsanders84
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
No private lanes. We want equality. Think about your kids' kids. What kind of a world do you want them to live in?
They might not end up on the fortunate side of the fence like you did.

------------------------------ Email 1,406 ------------------------------

From: adam.mangels
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To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:25
Subject: FCC Internet rules
To whom it may concern:

I am writing to express my disappointment with the Federal Communications Commission for proposing its new set of
lobbyist-approved Internet traffic rules (as reported in this morning's Wall Street Journal).

I know you all have busy schedules, so I'll make this brief. How can you argue that these rules do anything to protect
consumers? The giant broadband corporations already have a near-monopoly in the United States, and this would only
give them more power to abuse customers and destroy small businesses. These rules appear to be written by these
corporations' legal teams and blindly rubber-stamped by the FCC.

This is a shameful way to treat the American public. The FCC should know better than to give top priority to lobbyist
greed. As a United States citizen, I respectfully ask that you scrap these rules and keep the Internet a level field for all
people--not just for the wealthy.

Sincerely,
Adam Mangels

------------------------------ Email 1,407 ------------------------------

From: andy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

A decision to allow for net neutrality provisions to be effectively gutted is simply unconscionable. Your job is to be a
representative of the public interest, and to serve the public trust. It is not to help advance the private interests of a small
few, particularly at the expense of the public commons.

Please do your job, and ensure the sustenance and strengthening of the principles and provisions of net neutrality.

Thank you.

Andrew Valeri

Dayton, OH
US

------------------------------ Email 1,408 ------------------------------

From: zmiller22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:26
Subject:
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
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 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,409 ------------------------------

From: michelle.robinson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

In January you recognized that "One of the great things about what the Internet does and why it needs to stay open, it
enables people to organize and express themselves."  However, yesterday you revealed your proposed new rules that
would do exactly the opposite.  They would end net neutrality and allow big and rich corporations to pay for faster
delivery of their content, making it difficult for smaller operations to compete.  This does NOT support the democratic
principle of net neutrality.  Even Brazil understands the importance of these principles when, on the same day the FCC
made news for proposing to end the open internet, Brazil announced their Internet bill of rights to protect exactly the
democratic principles that Chairman Wheeler and the FCC are on the verge of assaulting.

Please do not allow your current position as chairman of the FCC to be confused with your former role as a cable TV
and cell phone industry lobbyist.  Your job should be to represent the interests of all people for democratic media, not
corporate domination of the Internet.

Please commit to the democratic principle of net neutrality and promptly withdraw your proposed new rules.  Instead
insure the principle of equal access to the internet.

Sincerely,
Michelle Robinson

Michelle Robinson
23 Kerry Ln.
Malvern, PA 19355
US

------------------------------ Email 1,410 ------------------------------

From: gavrielle.ramos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr Wheeler,
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My name is Gavrielle Ramos and I live in Florida. I am writing today to ask you to protect net neutrality. The
movements within the government to allow Comcast and Time Warner to merge, the FCC planning to allow a "Fast
Lane" on the internet and the destruction of net neutrality can only end the golden age of the internet and severely hinder
 this country not only civility, but economically too.

I need the internet for my job. Every single day I have to adjust my schedule, receive direction from my boss and upload
 my data so I can put food on the table. To allow a company to artificially throttle bandwidth so they can charge for
different levels of "speed" will hurt me and countless others.

Many other countries already have internet multitudes of speeds higher than our own. They've improved their
infrastructure and in many cases those countries pay far less for internet than we in the US do. We should be looking
forward to catching up with those countries. I urge you to consider that the internet should be treated as a utility. Even
the United Nations stated that access to the internet was a human right.

Please reconsider the FCC's stance in allowing a Fast Lane at the very least.

Yours truly,
Gavrielle Ramos

------------------------------ Email 1,411 ------------------------------

From: jhdenton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

My name is Joseph Denton, I currently work as a Network Administrator for a mid-sized company out in Kansas City,
Missouri. We do fairly well, we're making a decent amount of money and are growing at a steady pace. I can't help but
wonder what a profound effect this decision by the FCC will have on my company and other small to mid size
businesses across the United States. By supporting Internet Service Provider "fast lanes' you're ensuring that businesses
like the one I work for can no longer have a fair opportunity to grow, unless they pay a toll. You're now allowing a few
companies to hold to the Internet for ransom for anyone that would like to use it.

This cannot and should not stand. You're supposed to be looking out for us, the people. Looking out for the people who
need you to be their guardian from corporations that would already have a system like this in place without the FCC.
We need you to be a voice and stand up for our rights on the Internet. Not the rights of corporations. The same
corporations that claim we don't need faster speeds and refuse to upgrade their networks. The same corporations that are
 creating the bottle necks that require 'fast lanes' by not upgrading their networks. The same corporations that promised
to use Federal subsidies to upgrade their networks and then pocketed the cash. The same corporations that are making
billions of dollars a year. The same corporations that have abhorrent service records for the very services their supposed
to provide.

What about us? What about the kids who like to make goofy YouTube videos? Will they now need to pay tolls for their
videos to upload faster? What about the single mom who is running a business out of her kitchen? Will her customers
have to pay tolls to reach her website? What about the start up that is just trying to get off the ground? Will they need to
pay Comcast even more money in fees to ensure that people can reach their website quickly? These are now legitimate
questions people will need to ask themselves and it isn't even the tip of the iceberg. You're position is closing the door
on the beauty of what makes the Internet great.

Please Mr. Wheeler, I implore you to reconsider your position on this matter. The Internet is the only voice we as
Americans really have left.

Sincerely,
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Joseph Denton

------------------------------ Email 1,412 ------------------------------

From: wesley.casady
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:27
Subject:
Do you want piracy? Because that's how you get piracy. Why would you let the merge happen, why would you let them
charge content providers? I'm a Hulu guy, but a few friends that don't use a streaming service pirate movies. Why would
 you allow a cable company to do this, then let them turn around and charge Netflix for bandwidth? People are making
the change towards internet tv. Culture is preparing for a lower cost solution to their entertainment. So you decide nope,
that won't do. Cable companies  can handle the bandwidth but because a different source if tv is available your going to
let the cable companies charge them what you decide case to case? That's going to turn out unbiased I bet. You failed
today. Do what you want, but if you decide maybe what you want is the right thing and leaving politics out if capitalism
is the right thing. Most of the American consumer would back you. I'm sorry you opt for the price tag.

------------------------------ Email 1,413 ------------------------------

From: cstately
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:27
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chris R Stately (  writes:

I am PISTED OFF, you are letting big business stick it to to the consumer again. When are you going to have the BALL
 to stand up for the consumer? Our government being paid under the table by big business. Do not make a u-turn on net
neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,414 ------------------------------

From: purpuratus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We insists on true net neutrality.

Kay Larkin
SW steelhead rd
Terrebonne, OR 97760
US

------------------------------ Email 1,415 ------------------------------

From: broomerang
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:28
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Just WHAT ON EARTH and election Heaven does it take to get your clumsy paws off of the Internet?

As an active, voting, 65er, living in Ottawa I continue to be amazed at the erosion of personal freedoms and the
encroachment of the State on Canadian's Rights to a free and open Internet.

OH, CANADA! For SHAME!

Gary Broom

North Port, FL 34287
CA

------------------------------ Email 1,416 ------------------------------

From: sirbradknight
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:28
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brad Knight (  writes:

Net neutrality is a basic infrastructure needed for small businesses, innovation, and building next generation's future.
Let's not kill our future.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,417 ------------------------------

From: ngblac
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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N G  Blackmarr

------------------------------ Email 1,418 ------------------------------

From: bryandoremus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:29
Subject: FCC Turn on Net Neutrality and the Public
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,419 ------------------------------

From: pwolanin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:29
Subject: Net Neutrality Is Important for the Economy and Freedom

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality.  The uniform treatment of net traffic is essential to allowing economic innovation and
encouraging free speech.  Nothing less is acceptible.

If needed, start treating ISPs like utilities - it makes much more sense than your proposal.

Peter Wolanin
156 Spruce St
Princeton, NJ 08542
US

------------------------------ Email 1,420 ------------------------------

From: jayne88stephenson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:29
Subject: Frontier Internet and Phone service compromization over last 23  months.
I have repeatedly sought help in obtaining the services I pay $80 to $100 each month including phone and internet.
Both have been severally compromised
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and not only my health, but my job search and every facet of my life has been also compromised by your failure to
address the switching system which I believe is in place through my brother, Ralph ("Jack") Moses and his assistant,
Debbie Tepen.  They can use this system no matter where they are located to my detriment.

You need to assist me in the re-establishment of my phone and internet services without their interference and further
delay and damage to me.

Let me know how you intend to proceed.

Jayne K. Stephenson
618-883-2779

------------------------------ Email 1,421 ------------------------------

From: a.h.pons
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:30
Subject: Stop Comcast!
Tom,

The more I read about this Comcast Merger and the part that the FCC is playing in it, the more I ask myself how on
earth this could possibly be happening. How could the FCC be letting this slide? It's the most blatant attempt to form a
monopoly against consumers that I've ever seen. Nothing about Comcast in good for Americans, the internet, or net
neutrality. Please grow some balls and do what you need to do to stand up for the future of the internet in this country.
We're already way behind compared to many other developed nations. Your actions and the actions of all the other FCC
employees that have gone to bed with Comcast will only set us back further. Please do the right thing and protect the
internet for the good of the nation.

Andrew Pons | Digital Arts and Design | Full Sail University | 814.321.5513 |
mailto

------------------------------ Email 1,422 ------------------------------

From: gamason
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission
Free Democratic media NOW, not platitudes and smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. I want net
neutrality! Don't blow me off!

gregory mason
burning tree loop
flagstaff, AZ 86004
US

------------------------------ Email 1,423 ------------------------------

From: sharon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

Please know that we want action and support for democratic media. Please do not cave into corporate interests and
corporate domination of the Internet.

We want net neutrality.

Remember, the net was created by a bunch of geeks in an optimistic desire to transform the world for free.

Please uphold ethical standards which support this wonderful democracy of people - a government by and for the
people. It is the majority people you represent who need your protection - not multi-national corporations!

Sharon Gary
24 Prince
New York, NY 10012
US

------------------------------ Email 1,424 ------------------------------

From: 305c4ecc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Eric Goldwasser (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,425 ------------------------------

From: carolvallejo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Everyone needs to have equal access to the Internet. You are supposed to protect everybody's right to communicate on
the Internet, not just the interests  of big corporations!

Carol Vallejo
8040 Colonial Dr
Stockton, CA 95209

------------------------------ Email 1,426 ------------------------------

From: scdonr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please don't commit this assault on American freedom.

Don Robinson
54-C Park Ave
Rockledge, PA 19046
US

------------------------------ Email 1,427 ------------------------------

From: alexander.g.parr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good Morning Tom,

I was just sending you an email to express my concern regarding Net Neutrality. I read about a recent case in which
Comcast strong armed Netflix into paying the data transfer and this is concerning. I do not think it is right to offer
priority to companies that give in to this behavior. I also do not like the influence that these large telecommunications
companies have over politics and influencing different government divisions. I find that the Comcast TWC merger to be
 a blatant monopoly and should be struck down. I hope that you value the American people enough to not cave to the
people trying to turn a heavier profit by expanding their monopoly further and further entrenching themselves as the
only solution. Thank you for you time and I hop you strongly consider "We the People" in all of your decisions.

Thanks,
Alex

------------------------------ Email 1,428 ------------------------------

From: kesingerman
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:33
Subject: Don't destroy net neutrality
Please do not pass a law that would allow internet provider companies to negotiate separately with content companies.
Many of us already pay separately for services we want, and internet bills are high enough for those of us who are
already struggling to pay off students loans and make a life for ourselves. Furthermore, we cannot opt out, pick a new
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internet company to work with that might have better rates with a given service because many areas in the country can
only chose between one or perhaps two providers. Some buildings have contracts with providers already, further
removing choice.

We don't need to increase the already growing divide between the lower and upper classes. It's wide enough, growing,
and damaging the American and international economy, and these actions by the FCC will only serve to make it worse.
Don't be part of an ever expanding problem.

Support small business. Don't allow yourselves to be purchased by these monster companies. Don't destroy net
neutrality.

Sincerely,
Karen Martin

Chicago, IL

------------------------------ Email 1,429 ------------------------------

From: lawrence winiarski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I rely on the internet to get communication.   Allowing telcom providers to set different rates for different providers is
only good for the telcom providers, NOT their customers.    This is a money grab and is NOT good for consumers.   It is
 only good for them.

Who are you beholden to?  The vast amount of consumers in the US, or the corporate boards of a few wire providers,
who want to use their monopoly powers to leverage their way into new industries, instead of just competing fairly?

Larry Winiarski
24395 Starr Creek Road
Corvallis, OR 97333
US

------------------------------ Email 1,430 ------------------------------

From: breena007
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:33
Subject: Comcast
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
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commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,431 ------------------------------

From: tompatman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Thomas Alexander (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I strongly urge you
to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet. Officials such as yourself are obligated to
represent the best interests of all people in the U.S., not the interests of a corporate monopoly.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,432 ------------------------------

From: samoffat
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:33
Subject: Net Neutrality: Gone
You want to remove net neutrality? For shame.  One more way to enrich the rich and destroy the middle class.   It is
unbelievable.
Please rethink this.

I  suppose it's just another case of Follow The Money.

Pitiful - what a sad country, the USA,  that had so much potential, destroyed by greed and money. The vast numbers of
down-trodden will be unable to afford computer access of any quality and there goes democracy, almost an oligarchy
already.

A MOffat   Orford   NH
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Alexandra Moffat

All those who seek to destroy the liberties of a democratic nation ought to know that war is the surest and shortest
means to accomplish it - Alexis de Tocqueville  (1805-1859) French historian

------------------------------ Email 1,433 ------------------------------

From: dayohioguy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ron Headley

------------------------------ Email 1,434 ------------------------------

From: mykhenshaw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mike Henshaw (  writes:

Would you allow water, gas or electric companies to throttle distribution of their service depending who pays more for
faster delivery?  Since the Internet is a resource just as the three mentioned, why should a company be allowed to limit
the resource just because of where it is being supplied?
------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,435 ------------------------------

From: val
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission.

Net neutrality should consistently and enduringly mean high speed connectivity for every user, commercial,
governmental, non-governmental, political, religious, and private.

Thus it is time to end your plans to confer extraordinary advantages on big business.  Peaceful nations will be made up
of empowered citizens, not empowered elites who control telecommunications.

Please embrace the democratic traditions and wisdom of net neutrality with both your words and your actions.  An open
and efficient internet is the 21st century corollary of public education, which served our nation's people and its economy
 well indeed in the past and continues to do so into the present.

Val Beasley
836 County Road 3200 N
Dewey, IL 61840
US

------------------------------ Email 1,436 ------------------------------

From: mmorgenstern
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:35
Subject: Stifling Innovation
Dear Tom,

As a young person working in technology – the FCC’s net neutrality laws are quite troublesome. Do everyone a favor
and come to terms that you are instigating the end of innovation and dominance of corporatism.

Would welcome the chance to speak with you further about my feelings on this issue.

-Mike

 <http://www.hollisterstaff.com/>

Michael Morgenstern | Recruiting Manager

Direct Hire Technology

mailto:  direct 617.654.0301

linkedin.com/in/michaelmorgenstern<https://www.linkedin.com/in/michaelmorgenstern89>



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

75 State Street, 9th Floor, Boston, MA 02109

hollisterstaff.com | mobile 301.910.7124

 <http://www.linkedin.com/company/hollister-inc>   <http://www.youtube.com/user/hollisterstaff?feature=mhee>
<https://twitter.com/HollisterBoston>   <https://www.facebook.com/pages/Hollister-Staffing/122275651139756>
<https://plus.google.com/+HollisterStaffingBoston/about>

Accounting & Finance | Administrative & HR

Creative | Sales & Marketing | Technology

------------------------------ Email 1,437 ------------------------------

From: landinb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:35
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Landin Butterfield (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,438 ------------------------------

From: theo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:36
Subject: Ending  Net Neutrality is NOT a good idea

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Corporate domination of the Internet is not a good idea. Net neutrality is a good idea.
We want action for democratic media.

Ted Eugenis
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------------------------------ Email 1,439 ------------------------------

From: giniomorris
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:36
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Commissioner Wheeler,

Am writing to urge you to re-think your recent proposal to allow
differing rates for corporations to purchase services from
internet service providers-if enacted, on May 15, a process that will end
a level playing field for all, in the future, on the internet.

The country needs net neutrality.

Thank you for your serious consideration of this important matter.
Sincerely,

Virginia Morris

------------------------------ Email 1,440 ------------------------------

From: donaldepayne
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet sure looks like a utility to me! It delivers nameless bits from point to point -- not too different from
electricity, water, sewage and natural gas. Why treat it otherwise?

The neutrality of this utility is important to me, not just as a consumer but also as a citizen.

For an ISP to also be a content provider is a clear conflict of interest. It would be far too easy for an ISP to favor its own
 content, and even to suppress any content (e.g. progressive activists) that it deems contrary to its business interests.

Businesses have a right to their business interests, but so do I, and theirs are not the same as mine. Your job is to balance
 them, erring on the side of the citizen-consumer. This new rule is not balance.

For all these reasons, I want net neutrality.

Donald Payne
1208 Washington Dr
Centerport, NY 11721
US

------------------------------ Email 1,441 ------------------------------

From: pboerjan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:36
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Subject: Do not - proposed rules - net neutrality
Am writing to ask that the FCC do not go forward with the proposal.

From the Wall Street Journal article:  "FCC to Propose New 'Net Neutrality' Rules", dated April 23, 2014.

I will be writing to Iowa State Reps also.
Thank you for your time,
-pb

--
Paul Boerjan
Technology
St. Ansgar C.S.D.

------------------------------ Email 1,442 ------------------------------

From: jpaprocki
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

James Paprocki
2116 Carroll Street
Boone, IA 50036
US

------------------------------ Email 1,443 ------------------------------

From: wbrogden
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Loss of net neutrality would inhibit innovation - imagine trying to start something like Twitter if Facebook had locked
up all the high speed bandwidth.
Furthermore, there would be enormous potential for suppressing political dissent simply by slowing dissenting sites to a
crawl. Please reconsider

William Brogden
130 Woodland Trail
Leander, TX 78641
US

------------------------------ Email 1,444 ------------------------------

From: schrupp
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 11:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Are you fucking kidding me?!? Isn't your job to create and enforce rules that serve the public interest and the American
people!!?! Net Neutrality is a good rule that serves the American people. What I hear being proposed is bullshit, clearly
not in the public interest, and only serves to enrich the largest telecoms. The corrupt judge that ruled wrong, and your
currently weak rules do not serve the American people.

I can't tell you how fucking pissed I am that you would betray the American people. Did AT&T, Verizon and other
mega-corporations bribe you!! God damn it! What does it take for you to do the right thing for the American people!

Here are rules that serve the interests of the American people. The Internet is a public utility! The FCC has the
obligation to regulate that utility in the interests of the American people and the public good. Access to content may not
be restricted in any way. The freedom to provide content shall not be infringed in any way! All content providers and
access shall be treated as equal by ISPs.

(Note to telecoms: STOP GOUGING YOUR CUSTOMERS!)

The American people DEMAND that you propose rules that actually serve the public interest and the public domain.
We demand that you do right by the American people! Make clear and definitive rules that support Net Neutrality.

Lynne Schrupp
5600 Wright Dr.
Troy, MI 48098
US

------------------------------ Email 1,445 ------------------------------

From: carol.dobrovolny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

WE WANT FREEDOM TO ACCESS ANYTHING ON THE INTERNET

NO CORPORATE CONTROL

CORPORATE CONTROL = POPULATION CONTROL = DEATH OF FREEDOM, DEATH OF INTELLIGENCE =
DEATH OF SOCIETY

Carol Dobrovolny
7066 N. Newman Ave.
Portland, OR 97203
US

------------------------------ Email 1,446 ------------------------------

From: jasongraham
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:38
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Subject: Internet "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

-Jason Graham

Snoqualmie, WA 98065

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 1,447 ------------------------------

From: s794r616
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:38
Subject: Net Neutrality is important to our future success!
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
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Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Please provide 10 good reasons for the removal of net neutrality! If you can't justify it through common sense then
please don't attempt to pass this law due to prior affiliations, monetary gain, or backroom deals. The internet is my
generations most important innovation and possess the potential to change and alter the course of human history.

Thank You,

Sunny Ranu

------------------------------ Email 1,448 ------------------------------

From: jeffreymaher
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Regards,
-Jeffrey Maher

------------------------------ Email 1,449 ------------------------------

From: bjpearce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is extremely important to preserving what is effective and constructive about the Internet. Keep the whole
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 internet available to everyone. Do not let special interests and commercial greed destroy this amazing, important
beyond words, and vital part of our world. We are watching what you do and we care.

Please abandon your plans to propose new rules that allow companies like Disney, Google or Netflix to pay Internet
service providers like Comcast and Verizon for special, faster lanes to send video and other content to their customers.

No providers of legal Internet content should face discrimination in providing offerings to consumers, and users should
have equal access to see any legal content they choose.

BJ Pearce
1831 W Main
Houston, TX 77081
US

------------------------------ Email 1,450 ------------------------------

From: joshuadolim
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Tom!

Don't kill net neutrality, ok? Comcast is a horrible company, and they have proven themselves to be untrustworthy
where the consumer is concerned. The ONLY reason they are such a power player is because in most of their markets
they are the only option for cable service. The only reason I subscribe to Comcast is because my other option is
unusably slow (for my needs as I work from home often) DSL through a local company who can't get fiber to my door
because of comcast.

You shouldn't allow Comcast any more power, and need to start fighting for the American people.

Sincerely,

Joshua

------------------------------ Email 1,451 ------------------------------

From: j.train57
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:40
Subject: Do Not Censor the Net

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission, Corrupt Congressmen & Backers of
Bribery,

We want action for democratic media, not subjugation as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want freedom!  Not net neutrality!

Jim Jones
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28340 West Rd.
Spencer, OH 44275
US

------------------------------ Email 1,452 ------------------------------

From: morton16ok
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am a dental student and I am very concerned about how failure to pass the Net Neutrality measure could adversely
affect my private and business interests in the future. I hope you will make sure this measure is passed and effected and
prevent Comcast from becoming an internet trust.  I am counting on you, Sir!

Morton Baker
ULSD class of 2017

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 1,453 ------------------------------

From: tania.nyman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:40
Subject: Net neutrality is important

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Maintaining net neutrality is critical to the health of our democracy. Please do not end it.

Thank you,
Tania Nyman

Tania Nyman

 70808

------------------------------ Email 1,454 ------------------------------

From: mirgcire
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet has become integral to our daily lives.  We use the internet for most of our business transactions, our
entertainment and communication.  The vital resource should be regulated under a principle of equal access to all.
Backing off on that principal creates a slippery slope to the concentration of power into the hands of a small number of
already powerful corporations.  And it will deepen the divide between the classes.

Eric Grimm

Portland, OR 97214
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US

------------------------------ Email 1,455 ------------------------------

From: mbbarnes2008
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

Regards

------------------------------ Email 1,456 ------------------------------

From: d_mack17
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:41
Subject: Net neutrality
With your proposed changes you defeat your argument sirs. If you show preferential treatment to ANYONE then there
cannot be "neutrality". I am against this in its entirety. It is just a money grab.

Dustin Moore

Dusty

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,457 ------------------------------

From: zachariahkendall
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:41
Subject: Personal Interests
Hey buddy,
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Don't place your personal interests ahead of the public's. Stand up for innovation and small businesses and support net
neutrality. Forbid companies from prioritizing internet content and bandwidth based on who greases their pockets!

------------------------------ Email 1,458 ------------------------------

From: sxf123530
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:41
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
To Mr. Wheeler,

I urge you to preserve net neutrality, and with it one of the largest pillars of democracy in modern America. There are so
 many aspects of American life where money gives voice, gives a power over those without, that the poor are coming to
find they have no control over the country they reside in. Allowing monetary incentives to come into the world of web
providers only serves to widen that gap, and will inject into the internet America's bias towards the powerful over bias
towards the people.

Thank you for your time,
Sean Fagan, Dallas TX

------------------------------ Email 1,459 ------------------------------

From: corecalifornia-patriot
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
     Fair and democratic media access is vital for freedom of speech in the USA, not platitudes as smokescreens for
corporate domination of the Internet.  Free speech cannot go to the highest bidder.  I demand net neutrality.

Bill Brown
PO Box 3245
Clovis, CA 93611
US

------------------------------ Email 1,460 ------------------------------

From: asuffle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:42
Subject: Please Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I’m writing today about the new rules about net neutrality that, per The Wall Street Journal, you are set to propose today
 and vote over on May 15th.  As an American citizen, a higher education professional, and an avid proponent of free
knowledge, I urge you to reconsider your position.  By allowing for any sort of privileged use of the internet–and let’s
not kid ourselves, price stratification absolutely privileges access–we are creating a system that further separates the
poor from the rich. When customers are gouged by an ISP in order to access Google (or any other site), we are
necessarily supporting a system that dictates success based on your current financial status. That’s wrong, plain and
simple. Both cable companies and ISPs have already demonstrated their ability and desire to restrict content in a way
that harms customers and benefits them financially, and the rules you propose are vague enough that ISPs will certainly
take advantage of loopholes.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Beyond that, the wonderful thing about the internet is the way it drives innovation.  The reason we have Silicon Valley
is because of a free and open Internet. ISPs will force these companies to pay through the nose for high speed internet
access, which will drive tech prices up, limit innovation, and encourage American companies to relocate overseas.  It
goes without saying that this would spell disaster for our economy and the economic and financial welfare of many
Americans.

I know that in some measure, your hands are tied by recent court cases that have struck down your other proposals for
net neutrality.  Please, please don’t cave to these pressures.  For the benefit of everyone, I encourage you to go back to
the drawing board and reconsider your position. I’d like to propose a solution of my own: consider labeling ISPs as
common carriers.  Under the FCC’s current guidelines, that would give you regulatory power and, thus, allow you to
preserve the net neutrality that is so integral to a modern democracy. The United States has always been a global leader
when it comes to citizens rights and the free exchange of ideas, and by compromising net neutrally in any way, we are
setting a global standard that cannot be undone.

Thank you,
Ashley Robinson

------------------------------ Email 1,461 ------------------------------

From: kelpiemcmanga
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Owen MacRae

------------------------------ Email 1,462 ------------------------------

From: zaque.attack
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:42
Subject: Please Don't End Net Nuetrality

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
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additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Zachary Dresel

------------------------------ Email 1,463 ------------------------------

From: r.faulkner.jr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
   I'd like to sincerely thank you for taking the bold stand of acknowledging the reality of corporate personhood.  Their
voices (money) have been suppressed in government for far to long.  As a resident of Chicago,  I feel blessed these two
corporate "persons" have graced me with the ability to receive terrible service for outrageous prices.  I cringe even
thinking of the possibility of having a choice of carrier outside our local monopolies.  How will Mr. Comcast feed his
family.  Thank you for your bold stand.  You're a true patriot. /s

Sincerely,
Ronald Faulkner Jr

------------------------------ Email 1,464 ------------------------------

From: dedtarget
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Karlen Kendrick (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
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public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,465 ------------------------------

From: pandionhali
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission:

My tax dollars went to develop the Internet and I want it kept as a common ground for all, not the cash cow of a few big
 internet providers.

The cash cow will not last long, however, as smart providers will start touting net neutrality as a selling point. So, it is
better kept neutral now and avoid the obvious disgrace bowing to the big IPs will bring to the FCC.

Daryl Isbell

NM 87059

------------------------------ Email 1,466 ------------------------------

From: scottballes
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:43
Subject: Do the right thing, don't destroy net neutrality.
As a concerned citizen, I urge you to drop your plan to allow businesses to pay internet providers to offer them so called
 "fast lanes", and support true net neutrality where all internet traffic is treated equally.

In a time where consumers have little or no choice over who provides their internet connection (in my case, my
neighborhood has access to no service except Time Warner Cable), your decision to allow a company like TWC to
provide faster or slower service depending on how much money another company can pay them will limit consumer
choice even more.  Smaller upstarts will no longer be able to compete with large, rich companies.

Today we relay on the internet for so much more than information.  It's our primary means of communication they way
telephones were in the past.

The only way to truly allow the internet to be free is to classify internet providers as Common Carriers.  I urge you to
make the right choice by classifying providers as Common Carriers so the internet remains the free and open place it has
 always been.  Because your current decision sets a path towards stifling innovation and free speech.

Thank you,
Scott Balles

------------------------------ Email 1,467 ------------------------------
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From: ajb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Open communication is important for real democracy. Don't stifle our voices and limit our choices to those who will
pay the carriers extra.

Keep / Restore Net Neutrality.

Grand broadband common carrier status. We want and need net neutrality.

Annelise Bazar
1421 N San Pedro St
San Jose, CA 95110
US

------------------------------ Email 1,468 ------------------------------

From: leomcdevitt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality is vital to my business. If you allow the carriers to control my access, it will be devastating. eCommerce
is a major part of the US economy, and it requires net neutrality to flourish.

Please do the right thing for me, my business, and the American people, save net neutrality

Leo McDevitt
3560 Hollyberry Dr #E
#E
Vista, CA 92084
US

------------------------------ Email 1,469 ------------------------------

From: dedtarget
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:44
Subject: Re: "Fast Lanes"
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,470 ------------------------------

From: aashcarter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

I am deeply disappointed with the FCC's recent decision to abandon its commitment to net neutrality. It is hard to see
how this is in the interest of the American consumer. As a matter of fact, it is hard to see how this is in the interest of
anyone but Comcast and their army of lobbyists. Your agency, under former chairman Michael Powell, was wrong to
classify the internet as an "information service." That Mr. Powell is now representing a cable industry trade group, the
chief beneficiaries of that decision, is troubling, to say the least.

The internet is not cable television. Yes, people use the internet for entertainment. But they also use it for practically
everything nowadays, from paying their bills, to communicating with loved ones, to applying for jobs. The internet
should be reclassified as a utility to reflect that.

Americans already pay many times what Europeans pay for their internet for vastly inferior service. Letting the
established giants like Comcast dictate policy for the future of the internet will lead to ever-higher prices for consumers,
 higher barriers for entry for entrepreneurs, and a kind of soft censorship, where independent voices are pushed further
and further to the margins.

I urge you to think of the American consumer and entrepreneur and reclassify the internet as a "utility."

Sincerely,

Ash (A concerned citizen)

------------------------------ Email 1,471 ------------------------------

From: rosiepavlov
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media.  We want net neutrality.  The internet is truly democratic, and is perhaps the only
democratic media left in the U.S.  Please do not change the rules to once again allow the corporations with the most
money to take the media from the citizens of this country.

Rosemary Pavlov
745 NW Darrow St
Pullman, WA 99163
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,472 ------------------------------

From: christian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:44
Subject: Enforce the Civil Rights Act in Los Angeles

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christian Burchard
777 Pompadour Drive
Ashland, OR 97520
US

------------------------------ Email 1,473 ------------------------------

From: jbc 3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:45
Subject: Net Neutrality is vital for the future

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is a vital part of the open and vibrant Internet.  It has allowed startups such as Facebook and Google to
deliver enormous value to the world.  Had they faced an internet where for example Rupert Murdoch's MySpace paid
millions of dollars to ensure that only MySpace would load quickly on browsers, or Yahoo had paid millions to ensure
that only its search service was fast, they would never have been able to succeed as they did.  And the successes of
companies such as those in the past, and unknown others in the future, have been and will be only because they provide
a BETTER product or experience.  Absent net neutrality, competition will also be absent, leading to monopoly
domination and stagnation.  No competition, no progress.

These rules are just a gift of the future to the currently dominant players.  This is a slap in the face to every single person
 on the planet who benefits or may one day benefit by the improvements that this rule will stifle.

Joe Calhoun
1318 N Wakefield St
Arlington, VA 22207
US

------------------------------ Email 1,474 ------------------------------

From: studio50
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality.

Corporate domination of the Internet is inexcusable.
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Net neutrality is the only way the US will be able to keep up with other countries. We cannot be competitive without it.

Rebecca Walding
50 Main Street
cerrillos, NM 87010
US

------------------------------ Email 1,475 ------------------------------

From: 1bjanko
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Find a way to break through this corporate control of what we see and hear. I'm so sick of cable and network and large
corportations on facebook etc.
Where can the average joe go for information, thoughts, opinons, get services?
Let the technology be free. Its like charging for water. Only rich connected people get clean water?
Come on now. PLEASE, PLEASE PLEASE
Stop this control. keep it neutral.b

babs janko
665 Heron Drive
galloway, OH 43119
US

------------------------------ Email 1,476 ------------------------------

From: joeyfoxenberger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
PLEASE protect net neutrality!

------------------------------ Email 1,477 ------------------------------

From: zymozz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kelcey Meares (  writes:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,478 ------------------------------

From: sxf123530
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:46
Subject: Preserve net neutrality
To FCC personnel Clyburn, Rosenworcel, Pai, and O'Reilly,

I urge you to preserve net neutrality, and with it one of the largest pillars of democracy in modern America. There are so
 many aspects of American life where money gives voice, gives a power over those without, that the poor are coming to
find they have no control over the country they reside in. Allowing monetary incentives to come into the world of web
providers only serves to widen that gap, and will inject into the internet America's bias towards the powerful over bias
towards the people.

Thank you for your time,
Sean Fagan, Dallas TX

------------------------------ Email 1,479 ------------------------------

From: parker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:46
Subject: good job
you just guaranteed the next big idea on the internet will not be based in the us.

------------------------------ Email 1,480 ------------------------------

From: as313
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:46
Subject: Citizen feedback on proposed FCC rule changes
Commissioners:

I am urging you to reconsider the proposed FCC rule changes which would, in effect, negate net neutrality. Such
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changes seem designed to benefit large corporations while discriminating against start-up businesses and less affluent
citizens who may find themselves no longer able to access the internet as we know it, today. Frankly, I don't feel that
kind of change is in line with the visions of what America is meant to be: a land of equal opportunity.

Thank you for considering my viewpoint as a concerned citizen.

Sincerely,

Alice Otto

Fayetteville, AR 72701

------------------------------ Email 1,481 ------------------------------

From: jrh69ca
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

The Internet MUST be regulated as a utility just like the telephone, gas, water/sewer & electric companies. The Internet
is no longer a convenience, it has become a requirement for modern life.  Just like the telephone, gas, water/sewer &
electric companies. Imagine if the sewer company was allowed to cater to the highest payer allowing them free flow
while restricting the flow from your home. That is essentially what the you are proposing.

Chairman Wheeler, the Internet MUST be regulated as a utility!!!!

John Herbert

GA 30338
US

------------------------------ Email 1,482 ------------------------------

From: familywaldorf
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As you know the internet initially began as a military and university communications line.  As such, it was funded by
the people of the United States.  The fact that corporations have seized the opportunity to build business around the use
of the internet does not undo the fact that it was created as a public communications forum that individuals as well as
businesses have incorporated into their lives.

I see the "information highway" as a important asset to the country (everyone), not just businesses.  Just as the interstate
highway system is funded by the people and taxes, so should the "information highway".

I understand that some data speeds are critical to the success of a business, but why do they get to dominate the internet
to their own advantage.

I support equal access to the internet. We should fund the expansion and democratic use of the internet as a country, not
as a business.

Cindy Paden
120 NW 28th Street
Corvallis, OR 97330
US

------------------------------ Email 1,483 ------------------------------

From: wilkin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes for corporate domination of the Internet. A vibrant democracy
demands continued net neutrality.

Donovan Wilkin
201 S. Shannon Drive
Woodstock, IL 60098
US

------------------------------ Email 1,484 ------------------------------

From: cbruner25
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:47
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality!
Vote dwn the new rules.

------------------------------ Email 1,485 ------------------------------

From: gianopoulosg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I sincerely hope that the Commission's rules for internet access support the principle of net neutrality, and honor the
ideal of access for all regardless of size or economic power.   If major corporations are allowed to have a significant
advantage, they will essentially dominate the Internet.

George Gianopoulos

Belmont, MA 02478
US

------------------------------ Email 1,486 ------------------------------

From: loothor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission -

You are a Government agency, charged by the American people to ACT IN THEIR BEST INTEREST.  Ending net
neutrality is clearly placing large-scale corporate greed ahead of the interest of those citizens whom you've been
empowered by.

Show some integrity and do your job.  Protect net neutrality and stop selling out the American people.

Alex Shatsky

NV 89123
US

------------------------------ Email 1,487 ------------------------------

From: david
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:47
Subject: Proposed FCC rules on net neutrality
Members of the FCC,

Net neutrality is the foundation of innovation. Please do not allow ISPs to break that.

Thank you

------------------------------ Email 1,488 ------------------------------

From: onespursfan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:47
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Please Mr. Chairman, I urge you not to give in to the requests of the cable/ISP juggernauts in our current democracy.
Their attempts at controlling public information flow are thinly veiled at best, and I, among many others, will be
watching this issue closely. I am fed up with the efforts to erase one of the only independent information mediums by
massive corporations seeking political influence and, above all else, further accrual of mountainous wealth. I have
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already lost all faith in the established republican and democratic parties, and will not be voting for either again in the
upcoming elections. Many, not most yet, but many voters are starting to tire of the repeated, mindless rhetoric used by
these parties, and I urge you to consider this while making political decisions. The time is ripe for REAL change, and it
is a fantastic and advantageous time to jump onto the boat for political transparency in our democracy. We've had it nice
 and cushy for a very long time, but people are starting to wake up.

Pleadingly,
Luke Smith

------------------------------ Email 1,489 ------------------------------

From: johnlarwood
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:47
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

We want action for democratic media.

We want net neutrality.

John Arwood
203 W tenth Ave.
Johnson City, TN 37604
US

------------------------------ Email 1,490 ------------------------------

From: nuthin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karen Asher

------------------------------ Email 1,491 ------------------------------
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From: echarles85
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:48
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Evan Charles (  writes:

I would like to voice my opposition for the new proposed Net Neutrality rules.  Giving the telecom companies the
ability to boost certain content also gives them license downgrade or even make other content inaccessible.  This is not
how they would describe it, but this is what would happen.  Any site they don't like (consumer watchdog groups,
competing video or entertainment services like netflix, etc.) would be in danger of censorship.  This would absolutely be
 a bad outcome for consumers.

The internet is the greatest tool ever invented for the free exchange of ideas, information, commerce, and entertainment.
 Please don't allow Verizon et al. gatekeeper access to the information I get.  Much of the country has no choice in their
internet provider.  My access to information and content should be limited by the company who holds a monopoly
where I live.

Thank you for your consideration.  You have the power to preserve an essential right for millions of Americans for
generations to come.  Please take it seriously.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,492 ------------------------------

From: tedknaz
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:48
Subject: Commercially Reasonable
Sirs,

I'm writing this brief note to let you know that I find your recent decision to allow commercially reasonable network
discrimination abhorrent and completely counter to the spirit and intent of the internet. Beyond the obvious competitive
repercussions this will have, this action serves to highlight the way this country has devolved into a state of oligarchy.
Again and again regulators, led by former executives and lobbyists of the very people they are meant to regulate, are
making an environment that is extremely favorable to the incumbents and extremely hostile to competitive forces.

I doubt my voice will make any difference. I do not contribute to your campaigns or the campaigns of those that put you
 in your seats, and even if I did contribute it would be at such a level as to be completely ignored. I find your actions
sad, and your lack of backbone when it comes to regulating the big players is as disgusting as it is inevitable. I can tell
you this: there is a sizable chunk of the populace that is surprised not at actions like these, for they are the norm, but at
actions that appear to have an actual benefit for the people that don't have high powered lobbyists.

Regards,
Ted Kniazewycz

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 1,493 ------------------------------
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From: cbherron
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:48
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,494 ------------------------------

From: adebrunner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:48
Subject: Fast Lane Ruling
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently learned that the FCC plans to allow ISPs to charge for faster speed lanes for certain companies to send data to
their customers. I believe that this is a first step to destroying net neutrality and it's clearly not in the best interest of the
people. Please reconsider the decision or at least understand that many people think that your ruling is unfair to the
consumer and could serve to hinder the free market that this country was founded on. It is also greatly concerning to me,
 as future decisions like the Comcast/TWC merger are still up in the air, that only a few companies retain the great
majority of the power and control in our communication.

Please consider the notion that the decisions you make in the coming months could set our country on either a course for
 freedom or on a course for repression and we are trusting you with our lives to make the right decisions on our behalf.

Thank you,
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Andy DeBrunner

------------------------------ Email 1,495 ------------------------------

From: davidafaust
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:49
Subject: Fast lanes.
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thanks

David

------------------------------ Email 1,496 ------------------------------

From: scrublord555
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:49
Subject: FCC
You know why I'm emailing you.  Don't let Comcast ruin the Internet you scrub.

Best,
Srim Shaw

------------------------------ Email 1,497 ------------------------------

From: everett1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:49
Subject: FCC KEEP NET NEUTRALITY!!
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
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own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

==

So I copied and pasted that because that's the reasonable thing to say. But I used to work for the military industrial
complex in DC, so I know that money talks because of the Beltway revolving door. But be warned, this step will take us
 further down the path to dystopia. Think about your decision in context of Citizens United, the Koch Brothers, Fox
News, and unchecked NSA spying. Do you really think this won't have far-reaching consequences? You're handing
even more power to the media monopoly. You're giving them the power of censorship and gatekeeping. You're
completely insane if you go through with it, and the American public will know that you either did it because you're
either corporate shills or tools of the rising police state (or both). Have you noticed the revolutions in the countries
around us? Do you think it won't happen here if the government continues down the path of favoring companies over
the public good? I fear for the future.

JE Arnold

------------------------------ Email 1,498 ------------------------------

From: kaplan.joshua
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:51
Subject: The future of our country and your legacy in history is at stake
Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is dangerous to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

Doing this will cause irrevocable harm to our nation's future. For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity, this
ruling will make it much more difficult for small businesses and entrepreneurs to launch a business and succeed online.
The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that consumers will be less
likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.

It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good and a brighter and more prosperous future for our country to special
interests who can afford to lobby more than the rest of us.  These actions will have hugely negative repercussions for
decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but I hope you take a second to reconsider the lasting
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long term affects of your decision.

It's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. The best thing you can do for our country and it's citizens is to kill the fast lane and classify internet service
providers as common carriers. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Thank you for taking the time to read my thoughts on this issue.  If you would, please take half the time it took to read
this email and think about the gravity of this decision and what it could mean for the future of our country.

Thank you,

Josh Kaplan

------------------------------ Email 1,499 ------------------------------

From: gus.a.medina
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Gus

------------------------------ Email 1,500 ------------------------------

From: steve.anisman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:51
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am in favor of treating the internet as a utility, and I believe charging for favorable access speeds is a mistake. It
represents a large and  unnecessary gift to the already monopolistic cable companies. Fees are already absurd, and will
get worse. I understand where you believe your bread is buttered, but as a taxpayer, I find your behavior disappointing.

Please break up Comcast & Time Warner, insist on reasonable fees, treat internet as a utility, and enforce a truly neutral
internet. The cable companies have been engaging in ridiculous abuse of the consumer for far too long, and it's time the
FCC stops it, not amplifies it.

Thank you,

Steven D Anisman MD FACC

13 Monument Cirlce

Old Bennington, VT 05201-2134

------------------------------ Email 1,501 ------------------------------

From: jhzolitor
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:51
Subject: Fast lane for some providers
Dear Commissioners,
I would like to bring your attention to the front loading, high speed trading endemic in stock markets today. Allowing
some very well capitalized content providers faster access to customer's screens will crowd out worthy content of lesser
means. Much like with high speed traders, there will be greater competition between content providers of greater means,
 further crowding out other providers, and driving up the cost of access, which would even further block access.
Consider a community access provision, where communities and political subdivisions can have access to the highest
speed transmission, to allow for greater public interest and public service high speed content.

Respectfully,

Jeff Zolitor
907 E Water St.
Urbana, IL 61802

------------------------------ Email 1,502 ------------------------------

From: csbryan1
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:51
Subject: Scrap these proposed rules and preserve Net Neutrality!
Dear FCC Chairman:
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The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the doors to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

People everywhere understand that the Internet is a crucial driver of free speech, innovation, education, economic
growth, creativity and so much more. They demand real Net Neutrality rules that protect Internet users from corporate
abuse.
However you, the Federal Communications Commission, are proposing rules that would kill — rather than protect —
Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.

Under these rules, telecom giants like AT&T, Comcast and Verizon would be able to pick winners and losers online and
 discriminate against online content and applications. And no one could do anything about it. these rules would give the
green light to ISPs eager to crush Net Neutrality.

The agency can preserve Net Neutrality only by designating broadband as a telecommunications service under the law.
Anything else is an attack on our rights to connect and communicate
So, I urge you to stop with this Madness and scrap these proposed rules! Instead, restore the principle of online
nondiscrimination by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service.
Sincerely,
Chris Bryan
1474 Falcon Dr.
Salinas, CA. 93905
831-240-8150

------------------------------ Email 1,503 ------------------------------

From: vpython
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet was a product of government research & development. It's ours and is not to be divided up to profit the
few. The result will be us paying a lot more for less information. No to the robber barons and YES to democracy.

A current majority on the Supreme Court has been legislating away our democracy and our rights, but it is your job to
protect our interests. Please don't give up! Thank you.

Victoria Python
2514 Balboa Street
San Francisco, CA 94121
US

------------------------------ Email 1,504 ------------------------------

From: nickdeutchdude
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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No faster lanes for the powerful corporate 1%, putting new entrepreneurs at a disadvantage.

Edgar Loya

------------------------------ Email 1,505 ------------------------------

From: matthew.j.kaufmann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet is, or at least it should be, a public resource that does not give preferential treatment to deep pockets.
Please use the power of the FCC to preserve that public good.

Matt Kaufmann
2203 Euclid Ave.
Austin, TX 78704
US

------------------------------ Email 1,506 ------------------------------

From: meerkatgeek
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Laura Johnson (  writes:

Good morning,

I am writing as a citizen of the United States who is very concerned about Net Neutrality (or lack thereof) in our
country. I came across the following and it states my concerns better than I could, so please bear with my copy and
paste:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

As the letter says, please vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet. Make our country a better
place to live.

Sincerely,
Laura Johnson
------------------------------------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,507 ------------------------------

From: sarahcarroll1980
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Sirs & Madams

I am extremely concerned about reports in The Wall Street Journal that the FCC will propose new open Internet rules
this Thursday that will allow content companies to pay Internet service providers "for special access to consumers."

I agree with Michael Weinberg at Public Knowledge who wrote:

The FCC is inviting ISPs to pick winners and losers online. The very essence of a "commercial reasonableness"
standard is discrimination. And the core of net neutrality is non discrimination. This is not net neutrality. This standard
allows ISPs to impose a new price of entry for innovation on the Internet.

Regards,

Sarah Carroll

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android<http://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>

------------------------------ Email 1,508 ------------------------------

From: lgj.gainesville
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Laura Johnson (  writes:

Good morning,

I am writing as a citizen of the United States who is very concerned about Net Neutrality (or lack thereof) in our
country. I came across the following and it states my concerns better than I could, so please bear with my copy and
paste:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

As the letter says, please vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of the internet. Make our country a better
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place to live.

Sincerely,
Laura Johnson
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,509 ------------------------------

From: paul.chinetti
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Paul Chinetti (  writes:

Please keep the internet neutral. I know you used to work for the industry and probably will when you are done at the
FCC but try to think of normal citizens for once. It would be amazing if you would just make the internet a utility and be
 done with it.

Thanks
Paul Chinetti
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,510 ------------------------------

From: caughtinavortex
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sid Saren (  writes:

Please do not let these companies regulate the information that I can receive. They are already gauging us with prices
and speeds. The internet must remain a place where the 99% can thrive. The internet is a basic civil right. It gives us
education when the public education system fails us. It gives us news when the news media fails us. If you fail to protect
 the net neutrality, the youth in this country will have nothing left to distract them from protest.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,511 ------------------------------

From: fdfccf57
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I am outraged by your proposal to allow increasing fees for faster speeds for source providers.  This automatically
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creates a tiered network system, one in which consumers will be unable to navigate to non-profit sites, or any but those
with the deepest pockets.

Why allow toll roads on each end??? I already pay Comcast for premium access, as do the source providers.  Allowing
toll roads between source and destination unfairly advantages companies with deep pockets, and leaves the consumer
with no control.

Preserve Net Neutrality.  Do not allow a tiered system!

Tom McCurdy
9248 Winter Wren Dr.
Sandy, UT 84093
US

------------------------------ Email 1,512 ------------------------------

From: jeff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:53
Subject:
Mr. Wheeler

I am against the new FCC rule you announced that would allow allow internet providers to enter into agreements with
content providers.  Internet providers are already being paid by subscribers like me to get access to the internet and that
is what I expect.  Equal access to all of the the internet should not even be up for debate.  Open and neutral access to the
internet should be a right not just to the citizens of this country but to all citizens of the world.  This might be good for
the cable companies but it would be bad for the American people.  It would also set a sad precedence for authoritarian
regimes in the rest of the world to restrict internet access and communications for their citizens.

Thank you for your time.

Jeff Tresner

------------------------------ Email 1,513 ------------------------------

From: florini
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:53
Subject: Need More Information
The New York Times has published an article:

http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html?
emc=edit_th_20140424&nl=todaysheadlines&nlid=42821551&_r=0

I came to fcc.gov to find out more information, but I must be searching
with incorrect terms.  Could you tell me if you have and articles posted
about this subject?

Thank you,
Allyn
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---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

------------------------------ Email 1,514 ------------------------------

From: rootsaction
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Your plan to wreck the United States' internet will not stand.  We need a competitive, level network as a matter of
national security.  We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for a few mega-bribing mega-
lobbying mega-corps to dominate our national Internet. We want net neutrality.

Devon McCullough
96 Ronald Road
Arlington, MA 02474
US

------------------------------ Email 1,515 ------------------------------

From: nathan.fortier
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:53
Subject: Do not Allow ISPs to charge for an Internet Fast Lane.
April 24, 2014

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

As an American citizen I am urging the FCC to avoid the proposal of new rules allowing companies like Google or
Netflix to pay Internet service providers for special, faster lanes to send content to their customers. Americans deserve
an Internet that is free of toll roads, fast lanes and censorship. Any FCC rules that allow ISPs to throttle Internet traffic
will harm innovation and hurt consumers.

Internet service providers should be required to treat all data on the Internet equally, not discriminating or charging
differentially by user, content, site, platform, application, type of attached equipment, and modes of communication. If
these new rules are enacted, ISPs will likely create a tiered service model in order to control the Internet, remove
competition, create artificial scarcity, and oblige subscribers to buy their otherwise uncompetitive services. Net
neutrality is vitally important for the preservation of current freedoms and should be enforced rather than weakened.
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Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Nathan Fortier

------------------------------ Email 1,516 ------------------------------

From: marywd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You received a petition with a million signatures on it calling for Net Neutrality.  Don't blow us off with  platitudes as
smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.
Equal access is a matter of justice and fairness.  What does it take for you to get your actions in accord with your
statements to make Net Neutrality a reality?

Mary Wollitz-Dooley
5987 Oak Hill E DR
Plainfield, IN 46168
US

------------------------------ Email 1,517 ------------------------------

From: marmoor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:55
Subject: Keep  the  Net Neutral

To: Chairman Wheeler and the  Federal Communications Commission,

Please stand up for net neutrality.   Equality of access is the American way, consistent with our Constitutional ideals.
Wealthy corporations have plenty of advantages over other businesses and citizens and should not be allowed this
advantage too.

All our citizens and businesses  should have equal access to the net,  a critical avenue for free speech.  Keep democracy
alive and well.  Don't sell it off.

Martha Moore
331 Waverley Street
Belmont, MA 02478
US

------------------------------ Email 1,518 ------------------------------

From: bob.zurad
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't allow Internet providers to charge consumers based on the content they consume.

Thank you.

-Bob Zurad

------------------------------ Email 1,519 ------------------------------

From: goatonastik
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet thrives on equal treatment of information from ALL sources and ALL destinations, to deny this is to deny
the very nature of the openness of the internet. The freedom to visit any site with as much freedom as any other.

Peter Myers
4344 East Mulberry Drive
Apt 34
phoenix, AZ 85018
US

------------------------------ Email 1,520 ------------------------------

From: sebaird
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Baird

------------------------------ Email 1,521 ------------------------------
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From: greaneys
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is important to us as consumers and as citizens.  Without it the individual person is further subjugated to
those with more dollars.

The loss of net neutrality is a loss of democracy.  Please do not make that loss your legacy.  Please protect net neutrality.

Dan Greaney
13052 Tamera Way
Redding, CA 96003
US

------------------------------ Email 1,522 ------------------------------

From: a.kingabramson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:57
Subject: Please Uphold Net Neutrality
Hi Tom,

I’m a recent college grad who has shifted his entire career track towards entrepreneurship and working for startups.  If
you get rid of net neutrality in the form that we have now, you’ll be squashing people like me and the next generation of
 innovators in this country.

It will be much harder to build for new markets, and tech startups without much capital (the majority of startups) will
not be rewarded for their hard work.  Please keep our internet open and uniformly accessible.

Best,

Asher King Abramson
Ruby on Rails/Javascript/AngularJS Web Developer | Learnist
http://asherkingabramson.com/

------------------------------ Email 1,523 ------------------------------

From: ann.graham
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

We must  follow Brazil's reported commendable example:

Last night's news of the FCC's impending action emerged on the same day that Brazil created the world's first Internet
bill of rights -- protecting exactly the democratic principles that Chairman Wheeler and his FCC cohorts are on the
verge of assaulting.

Ann Graham
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why is this needed?
Wichita, KS 67218

------------------------------ Email 1,524 ------------------------------

From: debnew 11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.
NOW!!!!!!

debbie ne
6021
6670
woodland hills, CA 91367
US

------------------------------ Email 1,525 ------------------------------

From: mdzinger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for open media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want, and
need, net neutrality.  Improper action will affect YOU too!

Mercedes Dzindzeleta
609 Seventh (7th) Street
Racine, WI 53403
US

------------------------------ Email 1,526 ------------------------------

From: ashultz
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 11:58
Subject: keep net neutrality
"The new rules, according to the people briefed on them, will allow a
company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate separately with each
content company – like Netflix, Amazon, Disney or Google – and charge
different companies different amounts for priority service. That, of
course, could increase costs for content companies, which would then
have an incentive to pass on those costs to consumers as part of their
subscription prices."

I hope we're not paying you from the federal coffers, you guys should
be paid directly by comcast and verizon and cox for this sort of
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thing.  Net neutrality keeps the web safe for innovation.  Once
comcast can provide better service to payers and let that choke out
their regular service, the only pages on the web will come from deep
pockets.  Good thing comcast already drives American innovation... oh
wait, they haven't built anything new in years, they're just
collecting rents on old work.

This is shameful, and you should be ashamed to be part of it.

------------------------------ Email 1,527 ------------------------------

From: ainaray
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:58
Subject: We Need Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Raina Schally
PO Box 28
El Granada, CA 94018
US

------------------------------ Email 1,528 ------------------------------

From: cjmagic90
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:59
Subject: Shame on you, fcc
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,529 ------------------------------

From: summatusmentis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 11:59



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: Network Neutrality
Please DO NOT pander and cow-tow to the major ISPs and content providers. Please do not allow "fast-lanes", or allow
network providers to discriminate between types of traffic.

The Internet is a utility in the same way that telephone networks are, water networks are, and electrical networks are.

By continuing to allow the ISPs and content providers to make decisions for profit reasons, you are explicitly deciding
that some citizens of this country don't deserve the same access to information as others with deeper pockets.

Modify the rules that are being circulated today, grow a backbone, and be the regulatory body your organization is
intended to be.

Jacob Thebault-Spieker

------------------------------ Email 1,530 ------------------------------

From: maxwellolaf
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:00
Subject: FCC Ruins the Internet
I was disappointed  to see you have sided with Comcast and the other large internet providers over the common person.
The ruling on net netrualyt will only help the cable companies prevent the growth of competitors like Netflix and
Amazon and slow progress.

I'm sure many of you will be working for the same cable providers you just ruled in favor of soon enough.

Maxwell "Olaf" Rowe, Speaking Truth to Power Since 1981.

------------------------------ Email 1,531 ------------------------------

From: wwwjscom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jason Soo (  writes:

Hello

I'd like to voice my support for true plan the supports net neutrality and increased competition. Please be guided by the
FCC's mission and nothing else.

Thanks you. Making the right decision will help us in so many ways.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,532 ------------------------------

From: fuquaforlife
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:01



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jamil Albertelli (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am truly worried that the FCC is set to overturn net neutrality.  Requiring companies to pay to reach customers, even if
 just for a fast lane, is crippling for startups to compete with incumbents.  As an entrepreneur, I would seriously have to
consider starting my next company in Europe or China if net neutrality is overturned.

Regards,
Jamil
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,533 ------------------------------

From: jeremy.hatcher
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:01
Subject: Opposition to proposed internet rules
FCC Commisioners:

I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed rules allowing internet service providers to charge for (and/or for
content providers to pay for) preferential bandwidth treatment.  I strongly support the concept of "Net Neutrality" and
am beyond dismayed at the consequences such rules would have for content and access to information on the internet.
My hope is that my voice, and this email, will be only one of a great many resulting from the news of these proposed
rules being disseminated.  You can be sure I will be contacting my elected representatives in government to voice my
position, as well.

Sincerely,
Jeremy Hatcher

------------------------------ Email 1,534 ------------------------------

From: mheller01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to urge you to SUPPORT net neutrality as you draft new regulations.  The new rules should reflect a
democratic media, not smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. I, along with millions of other Americans,
 want net neutrality.  Please continue to endorse this principle in the new regulations.

Michael Heller
30 East Jefferson Street
Media, PA 19063
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,535 ------------------------------

From: kentonv
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kenton Thompson (  writes:

Allowing the near monopolies that are today's ISPs to charge additional fees for certain content providers is absolutely
against anything that promotes net neutrality. It will quash competition and innovation. The major ISPs are already also
content providers so the inherent conflict of interest is outrageous. This is a blatant money grab on the part of the ISPs
and in no way whatsoever benefits consumers.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,536 ------------------------------

From: sherpadoug
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
A democratic nation needs democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.
We demand net neutrality.

Douglas Butler
191 James Otis Rd.
Centerville, MA 02632
US

------------------------------ Email 1,537 ------------------------------

From: tapache
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:03
Subject: Keep the internet free!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is essential to a free internet.  your move to end net neutrality reveals you to be just another government
zombie in thrall to corporate cash.  People expected more from the Obama administration.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

THOMAS Pache
215B Winona Av
Pacifica
Pacifica, CA 94044
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,538 ------------------------------

From: jclayfuller
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

If needed any further proof that the U.S. government, and this agency in particular, now exists entirely to serve the
interests of the corporate elite and the mega-rich ooligarchy, the refusal to protect net neutrality -- something done
virtually every other place in the industrial world -- this is action.

Obviously, American democracy is a thing of the past and it is time for the public to start thinking of ways to regain our
power.

cWe want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for orporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Fuller
4947 Garfield Ave. S.
Minneapolis, MN 55419
US

------------------------------ Email 1,539 ------------------------------

From: harrisonewhite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:03
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and Federal Communications Commission,

Let's have action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. Let's keep net neutrality!

Harrison White
1029 Selma Blvd
Staunton, VA 24401
US

------------------------------ Email 1,540 ------------------------------

From: kirui3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please support democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet.  I very strongly urge
you in your role as a public servant to
do the correct thing by supporting net neutrality.
Please remember that your  role is to be a servant of the people, not of corporations.
The people need net neutrality.
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Thank you.

Kathryn Kirui
9725 Fremont Avenue
Montclair, CA 91763
US

------------------------------ Email 1,541 ------------------------------

From: letslets
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear public servant,
How dare you, you who are paid by the people to work for the people.
The Internet was given back to the people, now you're attempting to take it away from the people.
What you're attempting to do is not met neutrality. It's favoring corporate America. Don't take my Internet from me.
You now have your marching orders from your employer but just in case you don't understand leave my the Internet
open and neutral.

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone<https://overview.mail.yahoo.com?.src=iOS>

------------------------------ Email 1,542 ------------------------------

From: gjarvi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The people have spoken more than once on this issue. We want net neutrality. That you might choose to undermine the
democratic nature of this issue by ignoring the voices of over a million Americans is unconscionable.

Gina Jarvi
1372 Laurel Avenue
Saint Paul, MN 55104
US

------------------------------ Email 1,543 ------------------------------

From: sherry mattson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not a corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.
With so many TV networks being owned by the entertainment industry, the internet is one of the only open avenues for
all people. We who live in remote areas rely on the net for not only news but weather, a matter of life and death in our
climate.
Thank you.
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sherry mattson
11974 state hiway M26
eagle harbor, MI 49950
US

------------------------------ Email 1,544 ------------------------------

From: schneider6482
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:04
Subject: We The People Demand REAL Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

You said it yourself, Chairman Wheeler: "One of the great things about what the Internet does and why IT NEEDS TO
STAY OPEN [my emphasis], it enables people to organize and express themselves."

An open Internet also allows a level playing field for all businesses, large or small, where success or failure is
determined solely by what a company has to offer. If these proposed rules are adopted, untold numbers of small
businesses with great ideas will not stand a chance of realizing their potential, simply because they can't afford the same
access as large companies with larger budgets.

Stop pandering to big business by proposing rules that make it harder for smaller operations to compete! Honor your
own words, Chairman Wheeler. Give us a TRULY open Internet and REAL Net Neutrality.

John Schneider
72 Carmen Hill Rd
New Milford, CT 06776
US

------------------------------ Email 1,545 ------------------------------

From: tylerjdp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:04
Subject: Concern over ISP "fast track"
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

    I must say as a concerned citizen and small business owner I am rather upset over the news that you and your
administration plan to gut net neutrality laws.
http://www.businessweek.com/articles/2014-04-24/the-costs-of-internet-fast-lanes
http://abcnews.go.com/Technology/wireStory/fcc-propose-pay-priority-internet-standards-23447580

    The FCC which you chair has six stated goals (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_Communications_Commission).
 Included within them is the line "The competitive framework for communications services should foster innovation and
 offer consumers reliable, meaningful choice in affordable services".  I can't foresee any way that large monopolies
being able to charge content providers won't significantly stifle innovation.

I hope you will reconsider the FCC's position on net neutrality and regulate ISP's like  other telecom companies.

Sincerely,
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-Tyler Pigott

------------------------------ Email 1,546 ------------------------------

From: webmail87
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:04
Subject: Protect the Open Internet

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Internet Freedom of Information is essential to our democracy in the 21st century.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

linda Greenway
8702 19th Ave nw
Seattle, WA 98117
US

------------------------------ Email 1,547 ------------------------------

From: zvallow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:05
Subject: Dear Tom

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sent from my iPhone
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------------------------------ Email 1,548 ------------------------------

From: brianwiebe
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:05
Subject: Not a US citizen, but concerned nonetheless....
...Especially since the FCC's changing laws affects the content that the majority of us access, since it's stored on servers
in the US for the most part, simply because of sheer volume. Please, don't screw it up and actually go through with
allowing companies to spend money on increasing speeds for their services and passing the cost down to the consumers
of the services, without at the very least making it required that basic, unthrottled service be made available regardless
of premium service levels like that.

------------------------------ Email 1,549 ------------------------------

From: cbrockett13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
This cannot go through. This will lead down a terribly slippery slope that we do not want to head down.

Chris Brockett

------------------------------ Email 1,550 ------------------------------

From: jpatrickadair
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear members of the FCC,

I am writing to strongly request that you do not end Net Neutrality. Allowing Internet service providers to charge
content companies for special access will destroy the Internet as we know it. It will increase costs to consumers and end
equal access to Americans of all incomes. This decision only benefits the pocketbooks of the corporations which control
 our cable and wireless industries, and the lobbyists they hire.

As U.S. Internet dominance falls further and further behind other countries, ending Net Neutrality is absolutely the
wrong move. I strongly urge you to vote against the proposal on May 15.

Regards,

Patrick

--
J .  P A T R I C K   A D A I R

 | 434-249-4572

------------------------------ Email 1,551 ------------------------------

From: drjudlewis
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:07
Subject: Look at the benefits of Net Neutrality in a chart
The graph below shows the benefit of net neutrality, where competition improves the service at a lesser price.  What do
you think will happen with the biggest companies are given a lock on the services that can be provided?

http://www.statista.com/chart/1065/south-korea-and-japan-top-internet-speed-ranking/

Don't be a fool, set the standard now and watch America reap the benefits for another 20 years until the next tech
revolutionizes things again.  There is more to gain from Net Neutrality than from letting your fat old friends stuff their
pockets (and yours?) with our dollars.

Regards,

Jud Lewis

------------------------------ Email 1,552 ------------------------------

From: sprtzfrk399
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,553 ------------------------------

From: dhakbar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:08
Subject: Reverse your terrible decision about net neutrality now!
Hello,
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I just want to add my voice to the chorus of those who aren't in favor of having our lives further dominated by big
business.  The internet has been the single greatest tool for advancing the cause of freedom in the western world but you
 are going to undermine its strengths in order to enrich the lives of a small number of already-wealthy business people at
 the expense of the rest of society.  If you have any sense of patriotism you will not only not pursue your attacks on
network neutrality, you will also properly treat ISPs as common carriers.

You are not in your position to serve the cable companies despite your former loyalties.  You are in your position to
serve the common good.  Make good on that obligation instead of ruining things for the rest of us.

------------------------------ Email 1,554 ------------------------------

From: obi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is the only way to make sure all Americans have equal access for information and employment
opportunities. We, the People, own the air waves and you have no right to grant special favors to Big Tech or any other
entity.

Marcie Long
8707 Wight Way
Kelseyville, CA 95451
US

------------------------------ Email 1,555 ------------------------------

From: aschein33001
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:08
Subject: Net neutrality gutter
Tom,

You do not respect we the people, so you do not deserve my respect of giving you a title.

I was initially hopeful that you were truly going to represent the people based on your choice of words when you were
selected as FCC chairman, but you are clearly a wolf in sheep's clothing.  I've learned that you have decided to
completely gut net neutrality with your plans to allow for a fast line for internet access which content providers will be
charged for.  Don't try to tell me that this is good for the consumer, or good for capitalism.  I'm not your average moron.

This increases the cost of entry for any new content providers wishing to enter the market.  As an "entrepreneur" I
would think you understand this.  As a former lobbyist for the cable and wireless industry, I'm sure the dollars flowing
your way are more important to you than we are.

ISP's are common utilities.  They provide no added value beyond content delivery, and do not enhance said content in
any way.  Allowing for a fast line also creates an incentive to not continuously upgrade services on the slow lane.
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The only parties that will benefit from this are those that you obviously represent.  And it's not the majoriy, it's the
people at the top of the industrial food chain.

Preserve Net Neutrality

You disgust me.

------------------------------ Email 1,556 ------------------------------

From: thenuckelss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I am totally disgusted by the proposal to eliminate net  neutrality! We are the most unequal  of all the countries in the
developed world and now  you are making it even worse by making profit for a few dictate internet  access to
information  that should be available to all.   Our tax money paid for the research to develop the  internet  and now your
proposal will make access to  it unaffordable to  many or they will have to  accept such a 'dog' of service and restricted
content that  it  will start to  be no more  informative  than  cable TV!

Gail Nuckels

------------------------------ Email 1,557 ------------------------------

From: jh93989
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Citizen (  writes:

Do you enjoy screwing strangers in the ass without permission? Than by all means git rid of net neutrality and allow twc
 and comcast to merge. Thanks a lot ya rapist.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,558 ------------------------------

From: robert.e.tanner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:09
Subject: I support net neutrality.
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I encourage you to support net neutrality.

Without net neutrality, the ISP monopolies will relegate anyone who is not paying for a fast lane into the internet
backwater, making the entire non-corporate part of the internet run on speeds the equivalent of dial-up. This is not a
future I want. I encourage you to support net neutrality.
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Thanks,

Robert Tanner

------------------------------ Email 1,559 ------------------------------

From: ericbuxton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Respectfully,

Eric Buxton

------------------------------ Email 1,560 ------------------------------

From: r.saunders
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:11
Subject: Today's Blog Post
Your blog post today was very interesting, but
like the other pre-release reporting it suffers from
the fact that the actual notice will make it OBE.
I’m sure you’re unhappy that rumors about your
rulemaking stir up the Internet before your actual
document is released.  Join the club, the folks
who make products also dislike rumors and
speculation in the press before announcements.

  Your summary points skirt the actual issues,
and only lead to further rumormongering. When
you say ISPs must disclose “relevant information”,
that could mean nothing.  The FCC must define
what’s relevant, or everything will be “proprietary”.
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  ISPs that charge customers for X megabytes
per second should be required to have peering
that provides the customer that level of bandwidth
from any source on the internet.  If they want
to charge suppliers for FASTER access, that might
be commercially reasonable, but to provide
less bandwidth than the customer has paid for
simply because the ISP doesn’t have a contract
with the source is unfair.

/Randy

------------------------------ Email 1,561 ------------------------------

From: rthompson0724
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:11
Subject: Net neutrality stance.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

--
Robert Thompson

------------------------------ Email 1,562 ------------------------------

From: junkdrawermail
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

 We want net neutrality. To heck with want, we DEMAND it. We expect it.  And it's your job to ensure it for us.
Or had you forgotten why you actually work for the FCC?  It's for the people who live here in the US, not for vested
corporate interests.

Ms. K. Stewart
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223 South Church St.
#A
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US

------------------------------ Email 1,563 ------------------------------

From: matthew.donovan
To:

Date: 4/24/2014 12:11
Subject: Newly proposed "Net Neutrality" rules
Dear Commisioners,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. And, more importantly, allowing last-mile ISPs to charge content companies for this privilege(of
letting the ISPs subscribers get the content the subscribers request slightly faster if the content company has paid off the
ISP). This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to
control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

You are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor and small
businesses we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their own businesses online.
The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that consumers will be less
likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a
positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets. Once
net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative
 repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed of what
you are doing.

If these rules are enacted, users of the internet will never forget this betrayal. We, as the people betrayed by the office
you and your predecessors have chosen to abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you sabotaged will be the medium
used to solidify in history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will make traitors and cowards of you all.
You, and by direct connection your families and legacies, will be branded the Benedict Arnolds of the 21st century.

With much pessimism,

Matt Donovan

------------------------------ Email 1,564 ------------------------------

From: me
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:12
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brigham Mirabelli (  writes:

Please support "Net Neutrality" or innovation will stagnate and our options will be chosen for us by the wealthy
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companies.

Thanks
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,565 ------------------------------

From: gree665
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:12
Subject: Please Do Not Kill Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Shiloh Hawley
807 Lakehaven Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94089
US

------------------------------ Email 1,566 ------------------------------

From: barbash
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:12
Subject: Internet neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the FCC,
Democracy's most important feature is a free and neutral media.
"Fascism should more appropriately be called corporatism because it is the merger of state and corporate power."
Please, do not move us further down the slippery slope of corporatocracy !
thank you,
Barbara Ash

barbara ash
1480 oakwood st
sylvan lake, MI 48320
US

------------------------------ Email 1,567 ------------------------------

From: smithnr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:12
Subject: The future of the net
Mr. Wheeler,

The American people would like to thank you and the FCC, for once again failing to protect us from big corporations.
You see, being nothing more than plebs, we don't understand the finer points of politicking like you guys seem to. We
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are very glad to have you around to make sure that even though a majority of Americans want net neutrality, the FCC
disregards that and goes with the money. I'm sure our new overlords (Comcast, Time Warner, Verizon, and ATT) will
have only the best interests of the common man at heart and will not use their new found power in any way other than
for mutual good.

Being American, you too will be lucky enough to witness these changes first hand and I hope you pat yourself on the
back for leaving your children, and your children's children, with such a great legacy. After all, the internet wasn't really
 meant for the peasants anyway, and ISP companies definitely aren't "common carriers" and shouldn't be regulated as
such. How else will they continue to be job creators so that your children may one day have their own cubicle at
Comcast?

So here's to the FCC, and that most important of assets, money. May the voice of the people forever be choked by the
soft rustle of the glorious greenback. May those that have enough continue to make more. May the invisible hand
always outweigh the antiquated notions of liberty, equality, and freedom.

Thanks again,

-- Publius

------------------------------ Email 1,568 ------------------------------

From: brooks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:13
Subject: Online nondiscrimination,
Dear FCC Chairman Wheeler,

The future of the open Internet is in your hands. The widespread societal good that accompanies an open internet far
outstrip any increased profit large companies will see by instituting any sort of tiered access to internet content.

Your recent proposed rule change would open the doors to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet
service providers the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits
and everyday American Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to table these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

Thank you for your consideration and action on this matter in advance,

Brooks Callison

------------------------------ Email 1,569 ------------------------------

From: fred.marr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Fred Marr (  writes:

Net Neutrality is important.
If I already pay for my internet service as well as my Netflix service I don't see how an internet provider should be
allowed to demand additional fees be paid for service that is already paid for.

------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,570 ------------------------------

From: christopherbooth87
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:14
Subject: You are not a man
You are not a man. You have no integrity. How can you work for the FCC coming from a cable lobby? Is this supposed
to be a joke?

Some historical perspective<http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2005/06/27/AR2005062700415.html>: Back in the early 2000s the ISP market got destroyed. The
cable and phone companies were allowed to ban all competing ISPs from offering services on their lines. Everybody
said "they're going to abuse their new government-granted monopoly."

   A key concern is that phone and cable companies could potentially use their power over the network to act as
gatekeepers of the Internet, discriminating and limiting consumers' access to certain services so that some Web sites and
 online services are favored. Opponents of yesterday's ruling said they would push the FCC and Capitol Hill to codify
rules ensuring the "network neutrality" on the Internet.

   "The ballgame becomes now how each of the two industries that controls a wire can determine what content, what
access, at what speed consumers and technologists can offer and retrieve services over those networks," said Gene
Kimmelman, senior director of Consumers Union.

   And here we are.

   --

   Christopher Booth

------------------------------ Email 1,571 ------------------------------

From: henry101
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:14
Subject: Please don't kill Net Nuetrality
Hello,

My name is Jared. I'm 25 years old, so I'm sure it's no surprise that I'm a big fan of the internet (and not just for the
ridiculous YouTube videos and gif files).

I've grown up with computers and watched how the internet changed lives and the world. People from all over the world
 are now able connect with each other in a way never before possible. People can become more informed. People can
create businesses and new lives for themselves because of the Internet.

The Internet is one of America's, if not the world's, last truly free markets. A person doesn't need to have a huge investor
 or a ton of money to get started. Almost anybody can create a business and be successful if their product truly is the
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best out there. Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram are all well known for their small beginnings turning into great
success.

The new Internet rules that are about to be proposed would kill those possibilities. Allowing ISPs to charge content
providers either more or less money not only creates preferential treatment for large content providers (who can afford
to pay whatever the ISPs decide they want to charge), but also discriminates against content providers who don't have
the money to appease the ISPs.

I know I'm not the only one who feels this way. Please, please reconsider changing the rules. Leave the Internet alone.
It's been pretty successful so far.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

------------------------------ Email 1,572 ------------------------------

From: dana
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
 This is crucial for the future of humanity.

Dana Andersen

CA 95959

------------------------------ Email 1,573 ------------------------------

From: cavan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:15
Subject: FCC ISP Proposals
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I am a 33-year-old husband and father of two, and have not written to my representatives since grade school, but the
FCC's announcement yesterday has prompted several letters this morning. Your new proposals to allow a handful of the
world's largest companies to treat the internet like a tollbooth in the United States will negatively affect every American.
 I am a small business owner and make my living selling sporting goods online. It is a career that exists to me solely
because of the access I have to the internet, and the free market it represents. The FCC's continued willingness to
surrender oversight of internet access networks to a few privileged companies is detrimental to American businesses.
The internet will continue to define a global economy, and businesses of all sizes will fall behind their counterparts in
other developed nations if we turn over control of one of our most valued resources to the likes of Comcast, AT&T and
Verizon. This decision goes well beyond social media and video streaming, and is at the heart of American commerce
and innovation. I implore you to put policies in place to govern the internet as a utility, following the same strict
regulation as telephone or electric service.

Sincerely,

Cavan Moon
2449 Boston St SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49506
720-841-0947

mailto
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the best internet access (because, let's be honest, companies that are forced to pay more for access will pass on those
costs to their customers), you will lock out people who do not have the resources to pay in the first place because they
did not have the luck to be born to well-off parents. Dividing up internet access into "classes" means that poorer people
will not have the same advantages as the already-wealthy on the internet as well as in other aspects of life. Why do you
want to make it more difficult for those people to raise themselves and live out the American Dream? Sounds downright
 un-American to me.

(By the way, poverty is linked to gender and race [http://www.census.gov/prod/2013pubs/p60-245.pdf], making your
proposal also sexist and racist. Do you really want to be promoting sexist and racist policies?)

I would hope that an appeal to fairness, American values, and human empathy would be enough to make you abandon
this enterprise, but let's be real. I can only assume by your actions that you are more concerned with short-term
corporate profits than justice for the people you have been tasked to serve. So I ask you to also consider that limiting the
 "best" internet access to companies that can pay for it (i.e., large, well-established companies) will make it much more
difficult for new companies to gain traction and introduce innovation. The United States already lags behind other
countries when it comes to affordability of high-speed internet access (see
http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013). If fledgling businesses are hampered by
slow speeds and high costs, they will have much fewer resources to put into innovation and growth while well-
established companies can milk their customers to cover any additional fees because they lack any true competition. Do
you want the next Amazon.com to be created in Korea or in the United States?

I hope that having read this letter you have reconsidered your stance and will move swiftly to reinstate true net
neutrality in the United States. Only by allowing equal access for all people (and companies) to the vital resource of
broadband internet will you be true to the stated values of the American people.

Sincerely,

Shelby Peak

77-16 Austin Street, #5M

Forest Hills, NY  11375

USA

------------------------------ Email 1,576 ------------------------------

From: dwaynlamont
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dwayne Lamont Abernathy

------------------------------ Email 1,577 ------------------------------

From: gcolby
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We realize that Chairman Wheeler probably has a fat industry job waiting for him, but that doesn't give you the right to
sell out the American people in an attempt to line your own pocket

Wheeler, you should be ashamed

Glen Colby
6030 s Manzanita Ave
Boise, ID 83709
US

------------------------------ Email 1,578 ------------------------------

From: soltiger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alvin Bloom
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------------------------------ Email 1,579 ------------------------------

From: electricity2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I own several small websites including a campaign website. I could not afford special access, you are violating my
freedom of speech by threatening net neutrality.

Joseph Demare
517 south Main Street
Bowling Green, OH 43402
US

------------------------------ Email 1,580 ------------------------------

From: leesan43
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:19
Subject: Disappointment in the FCC's Annoucement on Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Tom Wheeler,

I am writing you today to inform you of my great disappointment in the FCC's recent announcement regarding net
neutrality and the ability for ISPs to charge content providers for expedited service.  Many people, myself included, had
high hopes that the FCC would reclassify the ISPs as common carriers, allowing for the net neutrality that the people of
the United States want and deserve.  The fact that the FCC has so far refused to do so is a complete and utter
disappointment.  I hope that you and the other committee members will reconsider and classify the ISPs as common
carriers like they should be.

Sincerely,

Chris Ruiz - A Concerned US Citizen

------------------------------ Email 1,581 ------------------------------

From: sjwilson2510
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:19
Subject: New Net neutrality rules.
Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
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the internet.

------------------------------ Email 1,582 ------------------------------

From: webb34
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chris NeJame (  writes:

Dear Tom Wheeler,

I recently read the news about your decision to completely abandon net neutrality with your latest draft. This comes as a
 shock to me considering that just yesterday, you attempted to assure the public that you were not giving up on it.

Going further, I read your post on the FCC's website that you posted today (http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-
straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules), about your as-of-now unreleased draft. You attempt to define "Open Internet
concepts" as "transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no unreasonable discrimination among users established
by the 2010 Rule", and later have the gall to say that your proposal "would establish that behavior harmful to consumers
 or competition by limiting the openness of the Internet will not be permitted."

Do you think we are idiots? Do you think we aren't paying attention? Because it sure seems like you do.

Let's start off by establishing something. Net neutrality means treating all data on the internet equally, with no
discriminating or charging differentially by user, content, site, platform, application, type of attached equipment, and
modes of communication. It does not mean whatever delusional definition you assigned to it.

Now that we've cleared that up, let me remind you of the FCCs goals, as listed on your own website:

* Promoting competition, innovation and investment in broadband services and facilities

* Supporting the nation's economy by ensuring an appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the
communications revolution

* Encouraging the highest and best use of spectrum domestically and internationally

* Revising media regulations so that new technologies flourish alongside diversity and localism

* Providing leadership in strengthening the defense of the nation's communications infrastructure

In absolutely no way would your proposal help reach these goals. You are in fact cementing the monopolies, that you
should have already taken the steps to dismantle, in their position of exploiting consumers.

With competition, there is usually other companies. I see no other companies. So when they throttle us, who are we
supposed to go to for this supposed "competition"? When they begin to charge high-bandwidth services for exclusive
access or these "fast lanes", where is the competition they can go to for competitive prices?

The FCC itself, in 2010, in regards to their rules for Open Internet, stated:

"For a number of reasons, including those discussed above in Part II.B, a commercial arrangement between a broadband
 provider and a third party to directly or indirectly favor some traffic over other traffic in the broadband Internet access
service connection to a subscriber of the broadband provider (i.e., “pay for priority”) would raise significant cause for
concern." (FCC, 2010, Sec. 76)
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This is the very year, and very rule you claim to be looking at for support in your blog post for your proposal, i.e. "The
Notice does not change the underlying goals of transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no unreasonable
discrimination among users established by the 2010 Rule".

Your proposal disgusts me, and you should be ashamed of it. You have clearly placed your own interests above that of
the people you serve, and it is simply appalling.

You have threatened the future of the United States of America, and possibly done irrevocable damage. If you were
looking to be labeled a selfish traitor and hypocrite, have your name dragged through the mud, and piss of the
population of the country you supposedly serve, especially that of the newer generations, congratulations, it was a
complete success.

I'd give you my regards, but frankly, you don't deserve it. You have failed this country, Mr. Wheeler, and no one will
forget it.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,583 ------------------------------

From: solo57
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:19
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

Please do not turn the internet into a pay for bandwidth service.

Don't sell it to corporations.

The internet must remain neutral for all.

Thank you,

John Solomon

------------------------------ Email 1,584 ------------------------------

From: mcole1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:21
Subject: open internet
Reading the news and getting upset!

There should be no selective speed limits or censorship of the open internet.  Anything else is contrary to the whole
intent of the purpose of the internet.

------------------------------ Email 1,585 ------------------------------

From: michaelpaulsmith1
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 12:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Limiting the internet is such a blatant act of "control of free thinking" that it's almost laughable if it wasn't such a serious
 situation.

Passing this control mechanism will only highlight your
toeing the party line and expose your lack of moral conviction.
 If this so called "law" gets passed, you will inadvertently create a situation where other means of mass communication
will crop up that is not under your control. Do not underestimate humanity's need and desire to share knowledge.

Michael Smith
2 Cutting St
Winchester, MA 01890
US

------------------------------ Email 1,586 ------------------------------

From: m.belfast
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mark belfast

------------------------------ Email 1,587 ------------------------------

From: baumgart+fcc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Jeremy Baumgartner (baumgart+  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the hardships.
You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have been
classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, and we, as the people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to
abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in history that though you
made kings of yourselves, history will make traitors and cowards of you all. You, and by direct connection your family
and legacy, will be branded the Benedict Arnold of the 21st century.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,588 ------------------------------

From: webb34
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:23
Subject: In regards to your recent proposal, and blog post
Dear Tom Wheeler,

I recently read the news about your decision to completely abandon net neutrality with your latest draft. This comes as a
 shock to me considering that just yesterday, you attempted to assure the public that you were not giving up on it.

Going further, I read your post on the FCC's website that you posted today (http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-
straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules), about your as-of-now unreleased draft. You attempt to define "Open Internet
concepts" as "transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no unreasonable discrimination among users established
by the 2010 Rule", and later have the gall to say that your proposal "would establish that behavior harmful to consumers
 or competition by limiting the openness of the Internet will not be permitted."

Do you think we are idiots? Do you think we aren't paying attention? Because it sure seems like you do.

Let's start off by establishing something. Net neutrality means treating all data on the internet equally, with no
discriminating or charging differentially by user, content, site, platform, application, type of attached equipment, and
modes of communication. It does not mean whatever delusional definition you assigned to it.

Now that we've cleared that up, let me remind you of the FCCs goals, as listed on your own website:

* Promoting competition, innovation and investment in broadband services and facilities

* Supporting the nation's economy by ensuring an appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the
communications revolution

* Encouraging the highest and best use of spectrum domestically and internationally
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* Revising media regulations so that new technologies flourish alongside diversity and localism

* Providing leadership in strengthening the defense of the nation's communications infrastructure

In absolutely no way would your proposal help reach these goals. You are in fact cementing the monopolies, that you
should have already taken the steps to dismantle, in their position of exploiting consumers.

With competition, there is usually other companies. I see no other companies. So when they throttle us, who are we
supposed to go to for this supposed "competition"? When they begin to charge high-bandwidth services for exclusive
access or these "fast lanes", where is the competition they can go to for competitive prices?

The FCC itself, in 2010, in regards to their rules for Open Internet, stated:

"For a number of reasons, including those discussed above in Part II.B, a commercial arrangement between a broadband
 provider and a third party to directly or indirectly favor some traffic over other traffic in the broadband Internet access
service connection to a subscriber of the broadband provider (i.e., “pay for priority”) would raise significant cause for
concern." (FCC, 2010, Sec. 76)

This is the very year, and very rule you claim to be looking at for support in your blog post for your proposal, i.e. "The
Notice does not change the underlying goals of transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no unreasonable
discrimination among users established by the 2010 Rule".

Your proposal disgusts me, and you should be ashamed of it. You have clearly placed your own interests above that of
the people you serve, and it is simply appalling.

You have threatened the future of the United States of America, and possibly done irrevocable damage. If you were
looking to be labeled a selfish traitor and hypocrite, have your name dragged through the mud, and piss of the
population of the country you supposedly serve, especially that of the newer generations, congratulations, it was a
complete success.

I'd give you my regards, but frankly, you don't deserve it. You have failed this country, Mr. Wheeler, and no one will
forget it.

------------------------------ Email 1,589 ------------------------------

From: carsonwx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:24
Subject: Internet fast lanes
I am writing to you today to express my disgust at the very idea of "fast lanes". This type of legislation would
fundamentally undermine the spirit and function of the Internet, not only providing an opportunity for economically
powerful corporations to shut out competitors but also providing a dangerous mechanism for censorship by limiting the
flow of information deemed undesirable.

As an Information Technology professional and an American citizen living abroad I vehemently oppose legislation that
would serve to undermine the democratic nature of information flow, which this legislation most certainly would. When
 I hear about proposed policies of this character it solidifies my view that the government of this country continues to be
 bought and paid for by wealthy business interests. Studies like this<http://talkingpointsmemo.com/dc/princeton-
scholar-demise-of-democracy-america-tpm-interview> only reenforce my position.

I implore you to fight for the free, unfiltered, unlimited, unaffected flow of information.
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/**********************************************/
Carson Wilcox
Computer Scientist

Customer Expressions

------------------------------ Email 1,590 ------------------------------

From: michael.thompson5
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I'll make this brief. The internet, in the year 2014, is analogous to the delivery of water, electricity, and gas to one's
home: it's a utility and should be treated as such. Do what the FCC failed to do years ago and classify ISPs as common
carriers.

------------------------------ Email 1,591 ------------------------------

From: arubel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:25
Subject: Net Neutrality is essential, do not end, or weaken it!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a very small business owner, I depend on net neutrality to both receive and deliver content.  As a citizen, I expect net
 neutrality to allow equal ability for all to exchange information, not "more equal" for some.

A few months ago you received a petition with a million signatures in support of net neutrality.  The public wish and the
 public good require the reality of net neutrality, not just nice words about it.

Please serve the public good ahead of the wishes of moneyed special interests.  Your job is to make and maintain rules
that serve the public, above the industry for which the rules apply.

I urge you in the strongest possible terms not to end or even weaken net neutrality, but to maintain and protect it.

Sincerely,

Andrew Rubel
107 Yorktown St
Somerville, MA 02144
US

------------------------------ Email 1,592 ------------------------------

From: pumpkineater2600
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission;
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To say I am disappointed with your actions is an understatement.  I truly thought you supported us and would help us
keep our rights safe.

If you plan on keeping our support, live up to your promise and protect net neutrality, and our rights.  There's still time
to redeem yourselves.

Peter Solorzano
915 South Blvd.
Lakeland, FL 33803
US

------------------------------ Email 1,593 ------------------------------

From: ennis.harper
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Please vote for net neutrality. I fear this will be the death of internet.

------------------------------ Email 1,594 ------------------------------

From: chris-fcc-net-neutrality-2014
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Your responsibility is ultimately to do the right thing for the human citizens (not corporate "citizens") of the United
States.  Ending net neutrality - which brought us the Internet we have today, and the technology that powers it - is most
assuredly NOT the right thing for the people.  Your proposed rules are the sort of thing I'd expect from a GW Bush
appointee - heavily favoring (some) business interests over the good of the people and small businesses.

How do you want to be remembered?  As the man who did the right thing, or as just one more corporate lackey who
screwed millions of people just to make a few bucks for himself and his buddies?

I speak as a professional software engineer (for over 30 years), parent, voter, and citizen.

Christopher MacGregor
PO Box 31939
Seattle, WA 98103
US

------------------------------ Email 1,595 ------------------------------

From: mbloveky
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:27
Subject: Fukushima Crisis Is Now

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Ending a free, open internet will stop Americans from freely expressing their opinions without worry of censorship. We
want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net
neutrality.

Mary Love
3100 Smith Lane
La Grange, KY 40031
US

------------------------------ Email 1,596 ------------------------------

From: blackpenguin23
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Sir, please cut the BS that you keep saying and doing regarding net neutrality. If you think anybody likes the current
state if internet infrastructure and cost in this country, I promise you they do not. You only have to look to Europe to see
 countries plagued with corruption, less than the US I guess at our current rate, to see countries with better internet laws
than we have. The internet is causing a change in the way people live their lives. ISPs like Comcast, which everyone
hates, Time Warner Cable, ATT, and many more want to stifle American innovation, control public services, and
destroy citizens rights currently.

Look at this CNN article that shows how South Korea had faster, cheaper broadband internet FOUR years ago!
http://www.cnn.com/2010/TECH/03/31/broadband.south.korea/

I urge you to think about the future of the United States rather than corporate interests. The United States is a country
and should not be ruled by corporations!

Sam Musso

------------------------------ Email 1,597 ------------------------------

From: vniccore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Valorie Niccore
PO Box 1141
New York, NY 10276
US

------------------------------ Email 1,598 ------------------------------

From: z
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:28
Subject: Please Defend Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Zach Poff

Brooklyn, NY 11238
US

------------------------------ Email 1,599 ------------------------------

From: chris
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
To control the internet is to kill man-kinds total progression as human beings we may as well have been born as ants or
bees-If that is what your trying to turn us into dear FCC-then God help your children's shame for what their fathers
disparaging acts to the whole world society and the evolution of mankind.

Chris Atcheson
829 North Center ST.
Reno, NV 89501
US

------------------------------ Email 1,600 ------------------------------

From: superantx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

Please don't ruin the internet by destroying network neutrality.

Sincerely,

Someone who uses the internet a lot.

------------------------------ Email 1,601 ------------------------------

From: randybraegger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:30
Subject: FCC Open Internet Rules
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to express my concern regarding the proposed FCC Open Internet Rules.  I read about the Wall Street
Journal piece yesterday and then read your response on the FCC blog today.  However, I am still concerned.

To be clear, do the proposed rules mean that ISPs may act in a commerically reasonable manner in charging tariffs for
preferred traffic? The language to avoid harming the internet, by harming competition or consumers seems vague.
Specifically, I could imagine ISPs arguing that better quality of service or faster transmission is a benefit to consumers,
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even if the tariff results in a higher cost of service to the consumer. They could also argue that charging such tariffs does
 not harm competition because all service providers have equal opportunity to pay the tariff.

In the past few weeks, we've seen Comcast and others request payment for preferential treatment from Netflix and
within a very short time Netflix announced a price hike for new consumers.  The proposed rules would not prevent this
from happening for any other service or from this happening again to Netflix users.

I recently read an example from the FCC of the benefit of the proposed rules.  "After all, a prioritized connection for a
heart monitor may be a good thing at home without harming anyone else." However, even this positive example falls
apart quickly because traffic prioritization for any service means some level of discrimination for everyone else--
meaning a non-open internet.

I appreciate and welcome steps to preserve an open internet, but I do not believe that the proposed rules will achieve
this.  To the contrary, it seems likely they will solidify the opposite effect.  Why not classify ISPs as a utility--I
understand that may be a difficult stance to take, but the effect of such classification seems to be what you're really
trying to get at anyway?

Thank you for taking the time to consider my concerns.

Best regards,

Randy Braegger

------------------------------ Email 1,602 ------------------------------

From: triston.insley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:31
Subject: The internet is a utility
Dear Mr Wheeler,

I believe the legislation you are proposing will allow IPS's to give preferential treatment to sites and services who can
afford it and not to others. The internet is a utility, and access should be as universal as the right to education and the
right to social services.

The internet is a utility.

Thank you,

Triston Insley

------------------------------ Email 1,603 ------------------------------

From: arehkugler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Ending net neutrality is a bad idea.
We want action for democratic media, not domination of the Internet by corporations. We want net neutrality.

Angelica Rehkugler
720 SE Atwood Ave.
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Corvallis, OR 97333
US

------------------------------ Email 1,604 ------------------------------

From: flmusclegrrls
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:32
Subject: The internet
Mr Wheeler as your employer and I say your employer because while appointed by the President you and he serve at the
 will of the people. As this seems to have been forgotten in Washington DC I would like to remind you of it. That being
said there are some things that we the people have both a vested and sheared interest in keeping as part of the public
commons and our internet,phone and air waves along with education and infrastructure are just a few of them.We the
people did in no way give you or any third party parasitic interlopers permission to give,sell or lease for long extended
periods any of our public commons of which the internet has become a major part. It is therefore in the best interest of
employee and employer to do as the court suggested and reclassify the internet so that it remains in the best interest of
the two vested parties....N Welch

------------------------------ Email 1,605 ------------------------------

From: eggleston
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality for the people. As Lincoln said, government should be "of the people, by the people, and for the
people"--people, not corporations.

Lynda Eggleston
350 Spring Lake Drive
PO Box 193
Pinehurst, NC 28374
US

------------------------------ Email 1,606 ------------------------------

From: norm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:33
Subject: Proposed Internet Rules
They are not net neutral.  Please rethink your position.

Norm Armour
9016 N. Seneca Rd.
Bayside, WI 53217

------------------------------ Email 1,607 ------------------------------

From: jasonstackhouse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Jason Stackhouse (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,
I have to ask you one question. What the heck is wrong with you? Why would you give up valid net neutrality rules? By
 doing so you will only help to stifle innovation and creativity among online commerce and business? I thought you
were a champion on the people and our internet rights. But clearly you are a despicable crony of the telecom industries.
Bravo for taking us a step back. While you're at it you might as well just approve the ill conceived Comcast-Time
Warner Merger. I'm sure that will not in any way choke progress towards faster internet speeds and lower costs for the
consumer. The country that created the internet should enure its citizens and businesses that use the internet, have fair
and reasonable cost to access the web and not be beholden to two to three companies which charge a exorbitant amount
of money for a ridiculously low speed, compared to the rest of the world. I would strongly urge you to reconsider your
foolish decision to let the highest bidder get the fas
 test speed.

Sincerely,
Jason Stackhouse
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,608 ------------------------------

From: vondakvandaveer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality. Keep the
Internet open and accessible to everyone.

Vonda Wolcott
1222 Michigan Court
Alexandria, VA 22314
US

------------------------------ Email 1,609 ------------------------------

From: matthew_m_schulz
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:34
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality the standard.
If you should change the way the internet works now, providers are now free to throttle the internet—by controlling
content, diverting users, charging for specific types of Internet usage—and any other profit-driven scheme they can
come up with.

We could find ourselves blocked from our favorite content or forced to pay more to access websites.  This clearly will
have an affect on those that can barely afford to survive now.  A case of the rich getting more.   Don't be fooled into
thinking that corporations will not take full advantage of this ruling by gouging the consumer more than they already do.
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The FCC can rewrite the open internet rules in a manner that would reconcile the court decision, protect users, and
establish an open internet. The FCC needs to use some simple reclassification procedures to solve the problem—except
that the internet service providers, like AT&T, Comcast, et al., are completely against this and actively working against
it.

Stop kowtowing to corporate interests and to save the open internet for we the people.  You work for us, not the
corporate oligarchy.

Regards,
Matthew Schulz
Cincinnati, OH

------------------------------ Email 1,610 ------------------------------

From: contact
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:34
Subject: We Demand Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler; members of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

We demand net neutrality.

Diane McLoughlin
--
Woodlawn, ON 11937
US

------------------------------ Email 1,611 ------------------------------

From: mhedt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domin tation of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.
A free and open internet is the last remaining source for news that is not dominated and controlled by large multi
national corporations. Our government is required to be of, by and for the PEOPLE, not corporations. You at the FCC
are charged with maintaining and protecting our access to NEWS and information that is not regulated and filtered by
and subject to the whim of corporate interests.
Ownership of news outlets has been allowed to consolidate in ever fewer hands while broadcasters have abandoned their
 charter to broadcast "in the public interest".

Michael Hedt
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PO Box 531
Burley, WA 98322
US

------------------------------ Email 1,612 ------------------------------

From: annehartner
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:34
Subject: A lot is at stake - please fight for true net neutrality
Please reject the two-tiered system, which would allow big players to dominate our experience, limit our choices, and
stymie innovation. Freedom of information, which includes the freedom to access information, is vital to a democracy.
I'm extremely concerned regarding the shift in our country away from the best interests of its citizens, choosing instead
to focus on the benefits of those who already have too much power.

Please protect our internet, as it plays a vital roll in our lives. We deserve to have voice.

Thank you,

Anne Hartner

------------------------------ Email 1,613 ------------------------------

From: mkekennelly
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:35
Subject: Please Defend Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Please reconsider new FCC rules that will compromise net neutrality and benefit cable and internet providers. The
internet is an utility that all Americans should have equal access to, and providers should not be able to give preferential
 to some organizations over others in order to guide the way consumer use the service.

I strongly believe that these policies will stymie innovation and collaboration, and may cause my peers and me to lose
faith in our government.

Thank you for considering my email,

Michael J Kennelly

------------------------------ Email 1,614 ------------------------------

From: threepines
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Net NeutraLity (NN) is a must. Do not take any actions whatsoever to diminish NN.

Citizens United will eventually give way for honesty and citizenry vs. corporate greed, profit, and the insecurity of
anyone who cultivates unsustainable values.

I pray caution, patriotism, and courage will guide heart and your decision, and that you will show America that the FCC
works for their real federal boss --  WE THE PEOPLE.

Hal Anthony
3995 Russell Road
Grants Pass, OR 97526
US

------------------------------ Email 1,615 ------------------------------

From: ccapp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet needs to be governed by the "Common Carrier" laws that have long been on the books and the create the
cornerstone of fair and democratic communications. Do not hand over the usability of the internet to the highest bidder.

Cris Capp
5157 Chesley
Los Angeles, CA 90043
US

------------------------------ Email 1,616 ------------------------------

From: shohini.b
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

The Internet is our most democratic medium.  It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate. Network neutrality is the guiding principle that has allowed for these advancements.

It's a shame that for-profit interests want to violate the principle of network neutrality in order to increase their own
profit margins. They must not be allowed to destroy the free and open culture of the web.

I strongly urge you and your colleagues to support robust net neutrality efforts that prohibit network operators from
blocking, impeding or interfering with any lawful Internet traffic or prioritizing any content or services.

Regards,
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Shohini Bhattacharya

------------------------------ Email 1,617 ------------------------------

From: dianavestg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media,

not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

We want net neutrality.

Diana Goodman
123 Mendosa Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116
US

------------------------------ Email 1,618 ------------------------------

From: todd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, the Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed,
sans the content server(s) hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade
environment whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid
for delivery of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a
medium of content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gate keeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
 which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
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wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,

Todd McGuckin

------------------------------ Email 1,619 ------------------------------

From: meridianwoman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:38
Subject: No corporate bosses dictating the internet;  Keep NET Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Raelian Donna Grabow
PO Box 2193
Volcano, HI 96785
US

------------------------------ Email 1,620 ------------------------------

From: ynnad777
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:38
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel Fuller (  writes:

Are you all ready for this the government is now going to ruin the internet for us all by giving the evil companies like
Comcast and wave cable the power to charge Netflix and other companies who use streaming services more. This will
only increase what us as customers will pay. Email your FCC www.FCC.gov/leadership tell Tom Wheeler what you
really think  we need to take back our country where we can. Do you want you internet to turn out
 like your TV where you pay more for what you do. If you ask me they should just update the internet we have which
hasn't been since it was created. Think about that next time something is buffering on your computer and that website is
just going so slow.

You should be ashamed of yourself. I just hope that one day you will realize there is more than just kick backs for
yourself. Us little people have the internet to look forward too and you are about to break this too. Its bad enough our
health care is broke. We the people are the true countries power. We always find a way to go on. If the government
destroys the internet we will just make a new one.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 1,621 ------------------------------

From: danzimmermancollege
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:40
Subject: Net Neutrality, It's Importance, and Why It Should Not Be Abolished
Dear Tom,

I recently read from several reliable sources that the FCC plans to abolish Net Neutrality in the United States, and allow
"fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed. That is a mistake.

Net neutrality is the very core of what makes the internet so accessible, and such a necessary vehicle for free market
capitalism that it is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to take control of it. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know that you, like many of our country's officials, are
likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable
companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests and paycheck ahead of the marketplace's functionality, you are doing irrevocable
harm to our nation. The idea that this change will not have a drastic, extraordinarily negative impact on our society is at
best naive, and at worst a flat lie. Access will be cut off so completely for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be forced away from any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
 neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the public good to line
your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will
have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I strongly discourage your actions thus far, and demand that as a
representative of our government, you represent the people - users and small businesses alike - in this matter.

Sincerely,

Daniel Zimmerman

------------------------------ Email 1,622 ------------------------------

From: johnyapplsede
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:40
Subject: Fast lanes
I'm STRONGLY opposed to your position on net neutrality. Do not allow preferential treatment on the last mile. The
internet needs to remain open.

Sincerely,
David Ring

------------------------------ Email 1,623 ------------------------------

From: jace.m.miller
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
I just wanted to write a quick email to express my frustration with the Net Neutrality ruling.
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As a consumer, I already pay my broadband provider for access to the internet, furthermore, I pay for the data I use. If I
exceed my data cap, I pay a premium for it. This is fairly standard in the industry these days.

High bandwidth businesses like Netflix, Hulu, and Amazon are already paying for their internet access. They pay their
premium to the backbone provider for their bandwidth and SLA.

The companies that installed that backbone infrastructure did it with heavy government subsidy.

As a consumer, I paid for significant portions of it via my taxes. Regions of the country were divided up so that
backbone providers didn't compete with one another for customer base. The lack of competition is stifling innovation.
Without the pushing of a free market, providers are able to sit idle offering service that is sub-par in the developed
world and rake in large profits, subsidized by my tax dollars.

...now net neutrality is a thing of the past, the cost to provide high bandwidth services will go up, those higher costs will
be passed onto me the consumer.

My frustration here is that me (the consumer) is being squeezed on both sides of the fence.

The FCC is failing to protect the public services. Backbone access, and spectrum both, and as a tax paying citizen I feel
like my concerns are taking a back seat to that of big business. The very entity government organizations like yours are
supposed to protect and insulate me from.

-Jace

------------------------------ Email 1,624 ------------------------------

From: lynafer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality is essential. The internet is a utility and must be treated like one. Corporations already dominate so much
and threaten our democracy in a very real way. This is the last straw. Enough. It is your responsibility to protect all
Americans, not just those who are able to bring enormous pressure and money to bear.
Net neutrality now - real neutrality.

Lynne Westafer
4248 DIVISION ST
LOS ANGELES, CA 90065
US

------------------------------ Email 1,625 ------------------------------

From: jedennis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:42
Subject: FCC is a Traitor to democracy!

Your efforts to do away with net neutrality are just one more example of Government of the Corporations, By the
Corporations and For the Corporations.  Your efforts will further the effort of a few very rich billionaires to destroy our
democracy!
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Shame on you!

James Dennis
471 Blakely
Sequim, WA 98382
US

------------------------------ Email 1,626 ------------------------------

From: jreed99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:42
Subject: Open the CIA Mandela Files

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Reed
93690 Stadden ln.
Coos Bay, OR 97420
US

------------------------------ Email 1,627 ------------------------------

From: change
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

If I may use a technical term, American broadband already SUCKS.  You apparently want to make it worse.
Get real.  Check out some other countries and see what they do.

Eric K. Albrecht
1772 Main St.
PO Box 422
San Antonio, NM 87832
US

------------------------------ Email 1,628 ------------------------------

From: aglerhouse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as sm@oke screens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.  Big busness big money the only thing that matters

john la follette
2621 sunbury rd
columbus, OH 43219
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,629 ------------------------------

From: dreed12
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler

Please do what is best for the average citizen of our country. Take a stand on net neutrality. I understand you used to
work for the cable industry, but that doesn't give you an excuse for greed.

david reed

------------------------------ Email 1,630 ------------------------------

From: med.black
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't abandon net neutrality. I realize this is a fantastic way for very rich people to become even richer, but it is
as the cost of simple users like me and my family. The freedom of information (which has it's roots in the First
Amendment to the Constitution) is of paramount importance to a society that values truth and knowledge, putting a
price tag on information is of paramount importance to those who wish to charge us for that information, and even
worse, control it.

Please please PLEASE, don't do this. I cannot speak to your motivations as we have never met, and while there is plenty
 of speculation (unfortunate words like "corruption" and "plutocracy" get thrown around, accusation words for which I
have little use without proof) I wish to appeal to your humanity. Please don't put a price on information and
communication.

Thank you,

Ben Black

------------------------------ Email 1,631 ------------------------------

From: foggen
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:45
Subject: Stop Pay-for-priority
Dear all at the FCC,

Please scrap any and all plans for rules that would empower ISPs to create tiered access to subscribers on a fee basis.
All of the major American ISPs are huge companies sitting on legacy monopoly infrastructure on which they hope to
seek ever-growing rents.  Many customers have at best one viable option for high-speed internet, and these companies
seek to exploit that position by anti-competitively holding these customers hostage to extract payments from video
services those customers pay to access while simultaneously pushing their own inferior VOD offerings as a substitute.
Comcast's recent peerage brinksmanship against Netflix is proof positive that American ISPs cannot be trusted to justly
administer the most important communication resource in the world.
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The only way to protect Free Speech and guarantee that the internet remains a viable free market of services and ideas is
 to embrace Net Neutrality, either by classifying the internet as a telecommunications service or by simply refusing to
cooperate when monopoly companies seek permission to tighten their grip.  The future of the internet is at stake.

Thank you,

Michael Powell, Foggen, Stickman, et al.
"Knowledge is power, France is bacon."

------------------------------ Email 1,632 ------------------------------

From: stephenroberts999
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:45
Subject: Keep Internet Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Roberts

CA 92037
US

------------------------------ Email 1,633 ------------------------------

From: dsorresso
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:45
Subject: Proposed new rules for tiered-Internet
Mr. Chairman,

I am writing to express my extreme disappointment and disapproval of your proposal allowing for Internet providers to
establish fast lanes for those who choose to pay for them. I believe this is a fundamental and unacceptable compromise
on President Obama's campaign pledge to uphold Net Neutrality.

Taken within the context of Comcast's proposed merger with Time-Warner Cable, the prospects of allowing a service
provider to accept money from content providers for faster delivery are frightening. One company, Comcast, would
effectively be in charge of what Internet content a large swath of Americans get to see. They would almost certainly
give favorable treatment to the content companies which they own.

And if a competing, smaller content provider came along, Comcast doesn't have to directly throttle that provider to
protect their businesses. They can simply make the fast lane that much faster -- enabling their preferred partners to
stream (for example) HD video, while relegating smaller startup to SD video, making their content less attractive to
customers unless they pay Comcast's tariffs, which they may not be able to afford.

I know that your proposed rules have some manner of guarantee for minimum quality-of-service and would require that
Internet providers make this new fast lane available to "anyone" under "commercially reasonable" terms. I am sure these
 rules were added to mitigate exactly the scenario I described above. But to be perfectly honest, I have little faith that the
 FCC can enforce definitions of "commercially reasonable" that benefit American broadband customers in a court of
law.
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There is enough wiggle room in that phrase that I'm sure Comcast could just start doing something that is without
question harmful to American broadband customers and then tie the FCC up in court for years (all while continuing
whatever damaging practices they come up with). And there's no guarantee that such a fight would even go the FCC's
way. In fact, history indicates that it would not.

These rules may not allow for a "slow lane" today where Internet providers can actively discriminate against traffic they
 don't like. But with these rules in place to establish precedent for Internet traffic discrimination, you would be naîve to
not expect there to be such a thing in 5 years.

Please reconsider this proposal. I believe that it is un-American, and I cannot see how it could possibly benefit the
average American citizen.
--
Damien Sorresso

------------------------------ Email 1,634 ------------------------------

From: gratis.maxwell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:47
Subject: Another Way

O.K. Mr. Wheeler, I've got a theory. About why you're lobbying for this. They're paying you, I'd assume. the companies
 that'd be buying the faster plateaus of access. Money's great, isn't it? a new house, a new car, power in general, it's all
attainable with money. I get it. But really, you're lobbying for THIS? To destroy the last bastion of true free speech and
equal opportunity? Come on, can't you make money some other way? Without making millions of people angry? I think
 you know that this is a ridiculous proposal, and you know what it'll do to the general free spirit of the internet. Why
can't you be like all the other politicians and take bribes from oil companies or something? There are plenty of
opportunities to make money. this is America, isn't it? You're involved in politics, so you're patriotic, yeah? Then really,
 stop assaulting free speech in the name of a few bucks that won't matter when you're dead in what, fifteen, twenty years
 or so. It's un-American.

Gratis Maxwell
191 Circular Street
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866
US

------------------------------ Email 1,635 ------------------------------

From: zjohnso2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:47
Subject: THIS IS ABSURD, THE INTERNET IS A UTILITY
There is already virtually zero competition for internet access. Please don't make it worse for the average American,
things are already bad enough down here.

------------------------------ Email 1,636 ------------------------------

From: dnevin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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I am the owner of a small business that supplies software and data services.

I cannot afford to pay extra to access my data in the cloud. My business costs are already inhibiting my viability.

If internet service providers are allowed to give preferential service to some customers and punitive treatment to others,
it will put small businesses like mine OUT of business and AGAIN give the advantage to large companies and reduce
competition in the marketplace.

I strongly urge you to PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY.

David Nevin

ROCHESTER, NY 14621
US

------------------------------ Email 1,637 ------------------------------

From: sanderswbw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I worked for many years in the telecommunications industry during the 1990s, as the industry innovated and grew. I
worked in companies large and small that built the infrastructure to meet the surging demand for access to the Internet.
Eventually I worked for a media content start-up that could never have launched were it not for net neutrality.

The same conditions and requirements for open access exist today - and even if they didn't, conditions of democracy
still do demand that open, unfettered access be maintained and strengthened.

John Sanders
153 Court St.
Dedham, MA 02026
US

------------------------------ Email 1,638 ------------------------------

From: mary
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:48
Subject: Do not gut Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler and Commissioners Clyburn, Rosenworcel, Pai and O’Rielly:

Yesterday I was shocked to read that the FCC "will release new proposed rules that will now allow Internet providers
the ability to offer a fast lane. The new rules would represent an about-face for the government, which had previously
argued that all Internet users and content should be treated equally. The new rules would allow providers like Comcast
or Verizon to negotiate with content companies like Netflix, CBS, or Google, to charge different amounts for priority
service." [ http://www.thedailybeast.com/cheat-sheets/2014/04/24/cheat-sheet.html#9]
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As a technology reporter, editor and analyst for the past 30 years, I am completely opposed to this change to a two-tier
system for Internet users. The U.S. already lags far behind many other countries (including South Korea and Poland) in
making high-speed Internet access available to all its citizens. The two-tier system you propose will result in priority
service going to the highest bidders, which will undoubtedly result in higher costs to consumers and even worse Internet
 access for many Americans.

More alarming, however, is the negative effect such a two-tier system will have on new entrants to the market and the
pace of innovation. Start-ups and small content providers will be unable to compete with Google, Facebook and other
entrenched players for premium service.  Relegated to the "slow track,"  these companies will be at a complete
disadvantage. Research has shown that even two seconds of delay prompts a majority of customers on eCommerce web
sites to abandon their shopping carts .
[http://blog.radware.com/applicationdelivery/applicationaccelerationoptimization/2013/10/case-study-slow-load-times-
shopping-cart-abandonment/]  With a two-tier system, small eCommerce sites won't stand a chance.

American taxpayers have been promised for many years -- including by President Obama himself -- that our Internet
access will remain egalitarian. As someone who has covered the development of the Internet since the mid-1980s, the
very idea of a two-tier system flies in the face of the philosophy that build the Internet.

Other parts of the world, including the European Union, are working to ensure the Internet remains an egalitarian
service for all citizens. You, however, have betrayed the trust of the U.S. taxpayers. A two-tier system will impede free
online speech and the future of content delivery.

I urge you to reverse this plan, and will be contacting my elected officials to let them know of my opposition to a two-
tier Internet.

With deep disappointment,

Mary Petrosky
349 Landfair Ave.
San Mateo, CA 94403

------------------------------ Email 1,639 ------------------------------

From: mary
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:48
Subject: Do not gut Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler and Commissioners Clyburn, Rosenworcel, Pai and O’Rielly:

Yesterday I was shocked to read that the FCC "will release new proposed rules that will now allow Internet providers
the ability to offer a fast lane. The new rules would represent an about-face for the government, which had previously
argued that all Internet users and content should be treated equally. The new rules would allow providers like Comcast
or Verizon to negotiate with content companies like Netflix, CBS, or Google, to charge different amounts for priority
service." [ http://www.thedailybeast.com/cheat-sheets/2014/04/24/cheat-sheet.html#9]

As a technology reporter, editor and analyst for the past 30 years, I am completely opposed to this change to a two-tier
system for Internet users. The U.S. already lags far behind many other countries (including South Korea and Poland) in
making high-speed Internet access available to all its citizens. The two-tier system you propose will result in priority
service going to the highest bidders, which will undoubtedly result in higher costs to consumers and even worse Internet
 access for many Americans.

More alarming, however, is the negative effect such a two-tier system will have on new entrants to the market and the
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pace of innovation. Start-ups and small content providers will be unable to compete with Google, Facebook and other
entrenched players for premium service.  Relegated to the "slow track,"  these companies will be at a complete
disadvantage. Research has shown that even two seconds of delay prompts a majority of customers on eCommerce web
sites to abandon their shopping carts .
[http://blog.radware.com/applicationdelivery/applicationaccelerationoptimization/2013/10/case-study-slow-load-times-
shopping-cart-abandonment/]  With a two-tier system, small eCommerce sites won't stand a chance.

American taxpayers have been promised for many years -- including by President Obama himself -- that our Internet
access will remain egalitarian. As someone who has covered the development of the Internet since the mid-1980s, the
very idea of a two-tier system flies in the face of the philosophy that build the Internet.

Other parts of the world, including the European Union, are working to ensure the Internet remains an egalitarian
service for all citizens. You, however, have betrayed the trust of the U.S. taxpayers. A two-tier system will impede free
online speech and the future of content delivery.

I urge you to reverse this plan, and will be contacting my elected officials to let them know of my opposition to a two-
tier Internet.

With deep disappointment,

Mary Petrosky
349 Landfair Ave.
San Mateo, CA 94403

------------------------------ Email 1,640 ------------------------------

From: janio100
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
For shame!  I want democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. I want
net neutrality.

Janice Gams
6712 Yellowstone Blvd.
FOREST HILLS, NY 11375

------------------------------ Email 1,641 ------------------------------

From: chiefted
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:49
Subject: Proposed changes to Net Neutrality

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I’m writing you today because of a Wall Street Journal report that indicates the FCC will be changing its stance on net
neutrality.
The Internet should be a free and open space. Cable companies should handle all traffic equally. The idea that Comcast
or AT&T or Time Warner can sell priority bandwidth to a larger company is against what net  is and should be.
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I can understand Mr. Wheeler from what I’ve read  that you are still lobbying for the CITA or these changes that you
propose would have never seen the light of day. The changes that you do propose will hinder startups like Twitter and
Facebook, and give priority bandwidth to larger companies. This is not how the Internet was designed.

I know the proposed rules have not been released yet, but I can assure you I will be writing during the comment period
to make sure the Internet stays open for everyone.

Ted Ellis

------------------------------ Email 1,642 ------------------------------

From: billhaberkam
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
I just read the recent proposals for net neutrality and I have to say I'm pretty shocked.  People and businesses already
pay enough for internet.  I don't see how that doesn't entitle us to free access without additional restrictions.  What are
we paying for then?

Your "fast lane" proposal sets up a very dangerous way for any and ALL ISPs to charge content providers for unfettered
 access.  The problem is these content providers are already paying huge sums of money for quick connections to the
internet.  I consider this double-dipping.

If every country followed suit it could lead to massive charge-backs to end users.  Not only that but ISPs will start
creating their own services which offer greater speeds, while blocking or otherwise limiting other content.  That's simply
 unacceptable.

I strongly think we need to advocate for a free and open internet where ISPs can't block or throttle any content.  It's not
their place to decide what we should see.  We're already paying for connections, why should there be a double tax?

Thanx for your time!

William Haberkam

4601 Madison Street
Hollywood, Florida  33021
786-556-2255

<http://money.cnn.com/2014/02/27/technology/open-internet/?iid=EL>

------------------------------ Email 1,643 ------------------------------

From: erie1917
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:50
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
jack Smith

------------------------------ Email 1,644 ------------------------------

From: tpierce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Killing Net Neutrality will stifle internet innovation.  If companies like Comcast have their way and startups like Netflix
 were just starting out they would never become the companies we have today!

If No Neutrality then BAN ISP's from selling or being owned by any type of content or service provider.  If you are an
ISP you only sell bandwidth, provide email accounts and web hosting NOTHING else.

Trevor Pierce
3528 NE 97th ST
Seattle, WA 98115
US

------------------------------ Email 1,645 ------------------------------

From: snarkhunter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want ACTION for democratic media.

We want net neutrality.

Thank you.
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R Rogers
1601 Rollingstone
Norman, OK 73071
US

------------------------------ Email 1,646 ------------------------------

From: lydiahowell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for small d DEMOCRATIC  media, NOT platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. THE REST OF THE DEVELOPED WORLD HAS NET WEUTRALITY0----far FASTER INTERNET FOR
CHEAPER RATES.

So, WHAT;S WRONG WITH THE U S A --

We want net neutrality.

Lydia Howell
2121 Minnehaha Ave.S
apt 710
Minneapolis, MN 55404
US

------------------------------ Email 1,647 ------------------------------

From: zaranell32
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:50
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Todd Brown (  writes:

I imagine you've seen plenty of emails about this already by now, but I want to add my two cents to the discussion and
clearly state my opposition to merger of Comcast and Time Warner and their proposed 'Fast Lanes'. The state of
America's Internet Service Provider industry is abysmal already. Allowing Comcast and other ISP's to control the
content that users can access is among the worst actions you can take right now, and I hope that you'll carefully consider
 the negative impact it would have on the majority of American citizens.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,648 ------------------------------

From: denverbabushka
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Please do not destroy democratic net neutrality. We need you to protect net neutrality now. There is only one internet
and it should be regulated fairly, not for the profit of a few.

Lauren Swain
3277 Raleigh St.
Denver, CO 80212
US

------------------------------ Email 1,649 ------------------------------

From: brisell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brandon Risell (  writes:

I oppose the fast lane on the web. I believe that basic utilities should be provided to Americans with some kind of
understanding that the utility company isn't trying to limit what you get for the sake of money.

If my electric company told me that their electricity would no longer power Samsung electronics, because samsung
didn't pay them off, I would be upset and frankly would do everything in my power to change things for the better. I
would hope that the FCC feels the same way.

Two articles that are more than likely skewed in the interests of the authors, but still provide enough concrete
information to scare me:

From 2005
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/06/27/AR2005062700415.html

More recent
http://www.esquire.com/blogs/news/comcast-twc-chart

Please rethink the fast lanes on the internet. I believe that basic unrestricted internet should be protected in the same way
 that power is provided to consumers free of restrictions.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,650 ------------------------------

From: jku
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners,

Why would you even consider handing more power to the already behemoth corporations that act as gatekeepers of
Internet services?  Do you realize the potential implications of your decisions regarding net neutrality?  This is yet
another money making scheme for the corporations that already control too much of our country’s resources and
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infrastructure by manipulating and controlling our government.  Isn’t that obvious to you?

Information should be free-flowing and non-discriminate.  It would be a travesty to see the flow of information to be
altered by the corporations and indivduals who can afford to by allowing the Internet to be carved up to the highest
bidder.  The Internet must remain free of any government or corporate censorship and control.  Anything less would be
un-American!

Please reconsider your position regarding net neutrality.

Best Regards,

Jack Ku

City Grounds
1921 Alton Pkwy | Irvine, CA 92606 | 
T (949) 756-0000  x104  |  F (949) 756-8039 |  C (949) 637-3838

------------------------------ Email 1,651 ------------------------------

From: joshuarmoss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:52
Subject: Please Keep the Internet Open
Dear Mr Wheeler,
I am writing you today as a taxpaying citizen who is highly concerned about how the FCC is regulating the internet. I
have only two simple points that I would like to communicate to you:

#1 The internet is a utility and should be regulated accordingly.  My wife and I work from home and both of us depend
on the internet to earn a living.  The internet is essential to our livelihood.  This is the case for most Americans. I would
implore you to stop playing the lobbyist game of negotiation and attack this problem from the source. This means
regulating the internet as a utility.

#2 There can be no ISP "fast lane" allowed.  This is a point of no compromise. We cannot allow ISP's to dictate content
delivery in this matter. It opens up the door to eroding the free speech of the internet. It might not happen today or
tomorrow but in 10 years the level of complexity that this concession would create would be staggering and almost
impossible for the FCC to regulate fairly.

In closing we live in exciting times during a technological transformation that will be looked back on as an important
era in American history. You sir have the power to write that history. I implore you to take a stand against large and
corrupt corporations who do not care about the people they service. These companies will never do what is right for the
consumer because their competition is non-existent. It is up to the FCC to protect Americans from these parasites.
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Please take a stand to protect the principles of freedom that this country was founded on. Thank you for your time.

Respectfully,
Joshua Moss
704-579-5502

------------------------------ Email 1,652 ------------------------------

From: creegster
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Ladies and Gentlemen-
Please do not kill net Neutrality. This is necessary for innovation and an open market. What you are doing is horrible for
 the country.

Thank you

Craig Duffy
1848 S Cloverdale Ave
Los Angeles, CA
90019

--
>=]

------------------------------ Email 1,653 ------------------------------

From: jonathan
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 12:52
Subject: A musical plea to keep the internet free
I was so moved by the new rules that you've announced I wrote a song about it: youtu.be/c34NU_ph9YM?a
<http://t.co/6xsy2jjIm5>

Please don't blow up the internet.

Love,
Jonathan
 <https://mailfoogae.appspot.com/t?
sender=aam9uYXRoYW5Aam9uYXRoYW5tYW5uLm5ldA%3D%3D&type=zerocontent&guid=426b6318-5b8d-
4a39-a391-2b808fb3a588> ?

------------------------------ Email 1,654 ------------------------------

From: sebastianbrock
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:52
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Subject: On Destroying Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the
internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed.
This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now
the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC
commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP
of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid,
either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the
outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing
irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be all about
opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the
chance for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet
will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't
being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations.You are selling out the public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to
revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions
for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.
You clearly do not know what freedom is, and highly value your own self
interests over the good of the nation. What you are doing is disgusting,
and you are unfit to lead.

------------------------------ Email 1,655 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:52
Subject: Net Neutrality

The latest FCC policy shift, allowing a an Internet "Fast Lane", is unacceptable.  Please look to Brazil's Internet "Bill of
Rights" for an model of how to ensure an open Internet.

Daniel Bullok
1803 Hillshire Drive
urbana, IL 61802
US

------------------------------ Email 1,656 ------------------------------

From: petesapadin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:53
Subject: Open internet
The new rules for "fast lane" of the internet is just another way for big corporations to eliminate competition and screw
over the people to try and squeeze even more cash out of everyone.

Do your job
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Protect the people

Keep the internet open, and stop aligning the FCC with corporate interests at the expense of the people

The internet should be treated like a utility, don't let America fall even further behind.

"Commercially Reasonable"?

That means as much as they can possibly get away with.

That language isn't fooling anyone

Pete Sapadin
—
Sent from Mailbox<https://www.dropbox.com/mailbox>

------------------------------ Email 1,657 ------------------------------

From: irevolt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Stand with us "We the people" now and fight to maintain a democratic society, or stand up against the wall later when
the corporate oligarchy is overthrown.

Robert Cook

MN
US

------------------------------ Email 1,658 ------------------------------

From: chuckwet
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chuck Wetherald (  writes:

Dear Chairman,

It would be a travesty to allow the big media companys access to a fastlane on the internet.  Please reconsider your
position on Net Neutrality.  If it is not broken why try to fix it?

Thank you for your time,

Chuck
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,659 ------------------------------
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From: jachimi64
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joseph Chimi

------------------------------ Email 1,660 ------------------------------

From: mbake
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the FCC,

Before being elected, Barack Obama made compelling statements about the need for network neutrality.  Since then, the
 American people have continued to demand network neutrality.   The FCC however, has ignored the democratic will
and the President's promises, and now seems poised to destroy democracy on the Internet.

If Mr. Wheeler does not intend to do his job and instead tries to kill network neutrality, he should resign now, thereby
saving us the trouble of having to reverse his decision later, and saving himself the embarrassment of having made the
most wrongheaded anti-democratic decision ever made by the FCC.

Cut the crap, Mr. Wheeler. We've had enough.

Mark Lloyd Baker
4278 S San Carlos Dr
26 San Carlos Dr. fire# 4278
Globe, AZ 85501
US

------------------------------ Email 1,661 ------------------------------
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From: stew1000
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:55
Subject: Net Neutrality and the Comcast/Time Warner Merger
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC.  Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know.  History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships.  You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago.  You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and we, as
 the people betrayed by the office you and your predecessors have chosen to abuse, will ensure the very vehicle that you
sabotaged will be the medium used to solidify in history that though you made kings of yourselves, history will make
traitors and cowards of you all. You, and by direct connection your family and legacy, will be branded the Benedict
Arnold of the 21st century.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have.

------------------------------ Email 1,662 ------------------------------

From: sfenloch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Scott Fenloch (  writes:

Chairman Tom Wheeler,
I would like to express deep concern about your apparent negative stance towards net neutrality. While I constantly hear
 reports of countries around the world reinforcing net neutrality and also protecting citizens rights from influential
lobbyist, I constantly hear of the United States government succumbing to such lobbyist instead of the citizens it
represents. I have trouble understanding why the FCC Chairman would enable corporations to further exploit the
consumers of this country. I feel that the corporations involved in this dispute have more than enough of a monopoly
over the market and signs point towards them strengthening this monopoly, like wise we need our government to protect
 us from these kinds of invasions that have over run this great country. I call on you to protect me in this net neutrality
case.
Thank You
Scott Fenloch
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 1,663 ------------------------------

From: parsonstaylorj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:57
Subject: Internet 'fast lanes'
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to express my extreme displeasure over the new proposed rules for internet providers, which would allow
the creation of internet 'fast lanes' for those able to pay for it.

Whether or not this change is considered an overhaul of 'net neutrality' is semantic. It would allow established internet
companies a large competitive advantage over startups and smaller companies who cannot afford to pay, hurting
American small business, innovation, and competition. Given the FCC's stated goals of

A. "ensuring an appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the communications revolution" and

B. "Promoting competition, innovation and investment in broadband services and facilities",

these new rules cannot be allowed to stand.

As a servant of the American government and therefore its people, I hope you will consider the irreparable damage
these regulations will have upon the the free market, and do what you can to stop them. Thank you.

Regards,
Taylor J. Parsons

------------------------------ Email 1,664 ------------------------------

From: kstitzel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a citizen, I demand action for democratic media. Instead, the FCC has offered only platitudes and support for
corporations over citizens. I demand the FCC offer a commitment to Internet neutrality.

Kendal Stitzel
1412 W. Mountain Ave.
Fort Collins, CO 80521
US

------------------------------ Email 1,665 ------------------------------

From: cameron.birkestrand
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 12:58
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We, the
American people, want and need net neutrality.

Thank you.

Phoebe Oaks
541 Chariot Ln.
Indianapolis, IN 46227
US

------------------------------ Email 1,668 ------------------------------

From: dashoveler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:00
Subject: Net Neutrality MUST Remain

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
This is absolute garbage. We need an internet that is open and free, you know, like the rest of the known world (minus
China). Due to the FCC's continued flight from regulation, there are no smaller ISPs for the people to choose from, so
we can't just pick one that isn't going to scam us, funnel their own synergistic ads down our throats, and dry up streams
to newly discovered content. We're tired of hearing your version of Net Neutrality that basically amounts to, "Maybe if
we wait a couple months, we can ease everyone into this crappy idea we have."

Stop screwing around. Enact Net Neutrality or get left in the dust as far as the new world economy is concerned.

Clayton Chan
533 Grand Canal
Irvine, CA 92620
US

------------------------------ Email 1,669 ------------------------------

From: mmatson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:01
Subject: Please Maintain Net Neutrality For All

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please, keep net neutrality alive.  America must maintain a democratic media for all.  We cannot fall behind other
countries and lose net neutrality just to once again satisfy the power greed of wealthy corporations.  All businesses and
people must be on the same playing field for this country to succeed.

Please do the fair and just thing for all Americans and keep net neutrality.

P. Matson

OR 97034
US

------------------------------ Email 1,670 ------------------------------
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From: alanh137
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Whatever happened to Abe Lincoln's "of the people, by the people, for the people"?  The answer?  It has been replaced
by "of the money, by the money, for the money".  We need an equal pipe for everyone, not more equal if you have more
 money.

Alan Hochhalter
909 Heartland Dr
Nampa, ID 83686
US

------------------------------ Email 1,671 ------------------------------

From: jono.kloeckner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jonathan Kloeckner (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

I am extremely disappointed and saddened by your commission's choice to cave to the corporate interests in Washington
 and set up a pay-for-use "Fast Lane" for the Web.  I thought that you and other agents of the government would do the
right thing for the PEOPLE of this nation, and reign in the control that ISPs have on an essential piece of infrastructure.

If anything, I was hoping that you would push Net Neutrality to new, more equal grounds.  As it stands, the ISPs in this
nation are completely gouging Americans in terms of price/performance.  In Europe, an internet package that would cost
 70 USD can be had for the equivalent of 30 USD - I ask you, Mr. Chairman, how is this in the interest of the PEOPLE.
 It completely baffles me.

I implore you to listen to the people of this nation and retract your ridiculous proposal that has made a mockery of your
so-called "Net Neutrality". If anything, these new rules will encourage ISPs like Comcast and TWC to charge even more
 for service while offering similar or worse performance.  I simply cannot fathom how your proposed rules will help our
 country develop further and faster and how this will help the citizens of this great nation.  The only "people" I see this
benefiting are corporations - namely ISPs who will have an expansive new source of cash flow - that will be able to line
their pockets even more than they already have been.

TL;DR:  Mr. Wheeler, if you approve and enact these new rules, you will fuck up the future of the Internet.  In the age
of information, the Internet is the greatest resource we have to develop further as a country, and as human beings.
Please don't bring the future of the Internet to its knees just so a few corporations can make profits off of it.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,672 ------------------------------

From: kylesgray
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:02
Subject: Open Internet
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To whom it may concern,

The FCC has made some stupid decisions lately. Instead of being interested in what the public wants, you only listen to
greedy, bullshit companies that fill your pockets. This is not what your job is.

Internet is a utility, it's something that should be regarded as a right to use or the ability to use, and yet you are treating it
 like another money hole.

Don't kill net neutrality. Any and all data should be the same, regardless of hi much money a company or business has.
Please listen to the actual citizens and people of this country, not the corporations

Kyle

------------------------------ Email 1,673 ------------------------------

From: joesilver
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Spare us your patronizing comments please. What we want is net neutrality.

Joe Silver

NY 10462

------------------------------ Email 1,674 ------------------------------

From: matthew.l.davidson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:04
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler,

Please keep the internet free and accessible.  The rules you have proposed would make a system where only large,
wealthy companies would be able to reach consumers. The huge economic and employment benefits we have seen from
the internet are the result of a free and neutral internet.  11 years ago the FCC screwed up by letting the cable companies
 force out competition by not sharing their lines giving America one of the worst connectivity rates in the developed
world.  Please don't make it worse.  Thank you.

-Matthew Davidson

------------------------------ Email 1,675 ------------------------------

From: jonathan.m.bojan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:05
Subject: Concern about "special access" regulations
To whom it may concern,

I am a registered voter in center country, PA, who is concerned about newly proposed regulations in the area of the open
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 internet policy. Specifically, any clauses which pertain to allowing ISP's to negotiate for preferential traffic treatment
based on the principle of what is "commercial reasonable." I am concerned that this will compromise the high degree of
Internet neutrality we have cultivated up to this point in history and cause growing gaps in the services which lower
income individuals are able access. I will be watching the issue, and I hope the FCC will do its best to work in the best
interest of the general constituency of American voters.

Be well,
Jonathan Bojan
State College, PA, 16801

------------------------------ Email 1,676 ------------------------------

From: dredri
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:05
Subject: Against proposed FCC 'fast lane' rule
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to express that the FCC's proposed new rules for Internet 'fast lanes' are anti-consumer and anti-
competitive.  One of the most important factors which has led to the tremendous amount of tech innovation we've seen
in the last 2 decades is that all traffic on the Internet is treated equally; if you produce a compelling app, anyone and
everyone can use it, and natural market pressures decide who succeeds and who fails.  With these new proposed rules, a
startup - who is likely to be short of funding anyway - would need to secure additional funding to immediately cut a deal
 with an ISP or their app would be at risk of never reaching an audience.

These deals also provide incentives for ISPs to take sides on applications.  If an ISP and an application have an
agreement, it is in the ISP's interest for that application to succeed.  As a result, it makes it very, very difficult for a new
product to overtake an old one - if, say, AT&T has a deal cut with Facebook to provide 'fast lane' access, there's no
incentive for AT&T to make a deal with any similar product.  This leads to another negative consequence - that ISPs are
 each going to make deals with only some popular sites.  For example, it could be that if you want fast Netflix and
Facebook access, you have to use Comcast, but if you want fast Google and Twitter access, they only have deals with
AT&T.  You use all 4 sites?  Too bad.

Additionally, it incentivizes ISPs to artifically introduce congestion.  If non-paid traffic is being served at adequate
speeds, why would anyone pay for the 'fast lanes'?  It's in the ISPs' financial interest to create congestion - or at least
minimize network expansion - so that there's motivation for business to pay for the 'fast lanes'.  We need the exact
opposite of this - a system which encourages ISPs to provide faster, more reliable Internet service for all.

I strongly encourage you to rethink these proposed rules.  They would compromise consumer choice, repress technical
innovation, and incentivize artificial congestion with the sole benefit of bringing in profits for ISPs.

-Scott Callaghan

------------------------------ Email 1,677 ------------------------------

From: loismaggie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lois Duran

------------------------------ Email 1,678 ------------------------------

From: mikeloven
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Loven (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

Meredith Baker's recent appointment to Comcast's executive board combined with the proposed merger of Time Warner
 and Comcast was seen by us as nothing less than the total corruption of the FCC by highly influential corporate
lobbyists. If you want to change that image in any way, you'll reject Tom Wheeler's insane proposal to pick winners and
 losers over the internet by allowing those with the cash to buy rights to internet traffic.
Make no mistake, you will destroy the Internet if you pass his proposal. You will doom innovative startups who do not
have the cash to compete against deep-pocketed multinationals. You give unfair advantage to those who need it the
least, and you doom the American public to an aging telecommunications infrastructure already less competitive than
many nations with only a fraction of our annual GDP.
Nearly one in three people in America have no choice in Internet providers and you're about to make it one in two. Stop
the FCC corruption! Stop the merger with Time Warner and stop Tom Wheeler from trying to kill net neutrality!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,679 ------------------------------

From: emcadorette
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to express my deepest hope that your organization will not allow internet giants like Verizon, Google, et al
to negotiate their own pay-for-greater-play speed points on the internet. While I am pleased to hear that the FCC will
initiate rules to prevent blocking of sites by content providers, this is not enough for maintaining an open internet in
which all players (and consumers) can compete.

Please retain a full, free, completely open internet, where all content creators are as equal as their content can make



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

them in the market. Please do not allow those with the deepest pockets to dominate the internet the way they
(seemingly) dominate everything else in the country today.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Cadorette
Alexandria, VA

------------------------------ Email 1,680 ------------------------------

From: jay
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
I implore you, as both an consumer and builder of the internet, to
please reconsider your upcoming decision which would nuke net neutrality
in favor of an internet 'fast lane'.

I don't get to choose ISPs with my dollars, as only one services my
area, and so my only recourse is the FCC requiring them to honor my
payment with fair traffic balancing to destinations of my choice.

Please do not allow this proposal to pass.

--
Jay Faulkner

------------------------------ Email 1,681 ------------------------------

From: adam
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:08
Subject: what on earth are you doing
I wish I could say I was surprised at the news about the dismantling of net neutrality today, but when a free market
fundamentalist and former lobbyist for cable monopolies is the head of a regulatory commission it sort of lowers your
expectations.

I don't really have any reason to expect that this email will make a difference, but you are currently orchestrating the end
 of an era, and small business in the US will never be the same again.

I was about to suggest that you might have trouble sleeping after enacting such obviously corrupt changes, but the
kickbacks you get from the cable industry are probably making that much easier.

thanks for ruining everything,

adam

------------------------------ Email 1,682 ------------------------------

From: martin.hoffman
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:08
Subject: Save Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Martin Hoffman
133 Starr St apt4L
Brooklyn, NY 11237
US

------------------------------ Email 1,683 ------------------------------

From: cory.sturdivant
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Cory Sturdivant (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

I am a firm believer that in order for America to close the gap with other countries around the world in getting
broadband into as many homes as possible we need a free and open Internet. The proposed rules that the FCC will be
looking at provide ISP providers and other interested parties too many opportunities to make consumers pay twice for.

In all honesty, the Internet needs to be reclassified as a common carrier. This would return the Internet to its roots and
stop ISPs such as Comcast, Verizon, etc. from gouging customers. I and many Americans alongside with me support
this reclassification. America's economic success especially for small businesses and startups is directly tied to a free
and open Internet. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cory Sturdivant
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,684 ------------------------------

From: andrew.peterson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am confused as to what allowing ISPs to charge different rates for different content providers would accomplish.  As I
understand it, 10 gigs of data from google should cost google on the upload and me on the download, but why should
that same 10 gigs cost something different from another source?

It seems like this would give all the power to the ISPs.  I know in the area where I live, you either have internet, or you
don't.... there's not a lot of competition.  Having single source, and allowing the ISP to charge based on any metric they
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want seems like a dangerous pairing.

-Andrew Peterson

------------------------------ Email 1,685 ------------------------------

From: cheryl.d.monroe
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to express my concern for the proposed rule regarding Net Neutrality. Allowing companies to charge
higher rates for faster access is not Net Neutrality. This is effectively no different than allowing companies to restrict
speed to some sites. This will stifle innovation and punish small businesses and start-ups. Please uphold true Net
Neutrality in the FCC rules.

Thank you,
Cheryl

------------------------------ Email 1,686 ------------------------------

From: kungfujoe1000
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:09
Subject: Net Neutrality Hurts the Country
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 1,687 ------------------------------

From: sheperdcohen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:10
Subject: Net neutrality
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Today the internet is basically a utility like electricity or water, NOT A LUXURY. Please stop being such a coward and
please finally stand up for the people.

------------------------------ Email 1,688 ------------------------------

From: mariposa
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:10
Subject: RE: Net Neutrality
As a concerned citizen of this country and a user of the internet we all enjoy, I urge you to to maintain net neutrality and
 not allow the open nature of the internet to be devolved into a marketplace where, yet again, the wealthiest are all that
are allowed to succeed. Maintain the neutrality! The proposed guidelines are hurtful to the citizenry as well as unfair to
the average company. In this day and age when the internet is perhaps the primary way that people reach, learn about
and communicate with businesses, allowing anything to impede or mitigate that flow of information is tantamount to the
 government handing out a list of approved sites to visit. This is America The Free. Maintain that freedom online!

Thank you.

-James Thomas

------------------------------ Email 1,689 ------------------------------

From: duke.brandonshire
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:10
Subject: Please don't ruin the internet.
Dear commissioner,

I am an avid user of the Internet and I would urge you to please protect net neutrality. The Internet works best, and is
such a wonderful incubator for innovation, when it is neutral, allowing everyone from the biggest corporation to the
smallest mom and pop website an equal footing.

The new rules that I understand are being proposed would have the opposite effect. Those who are already big and
powerful could simply pay more to get better access, effectively muscling out new smaller potential competitors. This
will have a huge chilling effect on innovation on the Internet.

Please do not support these new rules. Instead I would encourage you to support new rules that would actually
strengthen net neutrality. ISP's should not be allowed to discriminate in how they handle traffic. I am paying for my
Internet access, and I want it all to arrive at my home at the same rate, whether it comes from a huge corporation or a
neighbor down the street. I DO NOT want companies to be able to (and eventually to have to, if they hope to compete)
pay extra just so I can get their content to me in a timely fashion.

Please protect the Internet as a haven for innovation and equal access.

Stephen Brandon
5940 Monticello Rd.
Alexandria VA, 22303
703-508-5972

------------------------------ Email 1,690 ------------------------------
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From: lisa kestrel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lisa Nagle

------------------------------ Email 1,691 ------------------------------

From: morganam86
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:10
Subject: Net Neutrality is paramount
Don't internet priority control over to for profit companies. This would be an extremely hard blow to fair use for a
service we already pay for. ISPs should not determine priority by asking people to pay more to ensure their content can
compete. How is this a fair system?

Don't make a mistake that'll hurt the market place for years to come only to be found the wrong move and reversed
down the road. Don't take money from these lobbyists so that they can take MORE money from those who couldn't
afford their own lobbyists to fight this bullshit.

Cheers to our wonderful law making system, eh? In case you can't read between the lines that last sentence was
DRIPPING with sarcasm...

~Morgan A. Mataya~

------------------------------ Email 1,692 ------------------------------

From: mrxa0007
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:10
Subject: net neutrality
Please consider shutting down the policies that are to be proposed on Thursday that would allow Internet service
providers to charge certain websites or services for preferential treatment.  Such a policy is not in the best interest of
most of the citizens of this country.  Let's keep the Internet the way it is--neutral.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Regards,

Michael Allen

------------------------------ Email 1,693 ------------------------------

From: david.poole
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Leadership,

I believe that the recent proposal that will allow service providers
to negotiate separate rates with individual services will should not
be enacted. Doing so will ultimately hurt customers and stifle
innovation. The internet must remain free and open to all equally.

Regards,

David Poole

------------------------------ Email 1,694 ------------------------------

From: gotwyrd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Demand Progress wants me to yell at you.

But I think I understand what is going on here.  You thought you could make a difference.  You thought you could make
 a stand for freedom. Then you found out you can't really do that.

But while this new set of rules might allow you to fine any flagrant violators--any company that deigns to outright block
 traffic "just 'cuz" with no good reason, this new set of rules will also effectively enshrine and act as an endorsement of a
 very non-neutral Internet where big companies are totally allowed *in writing* to make traffic they don't like really,
really slow.

I wonder--does the language specify *how* slow companies are allowed to make the traffic?  What if a company were
to throttle traffic to, say, 14.4 KBps?  Would that still count as ok?
--
Furry cows moo and decompress.

Isaac Comer
4640 N Denver Ave
Kansas City, MO 64117
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,695 ------------------------------

From: aperrin2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:12
Subject: Net neutrality is important for innovation
Please do not allow service providers to provide preferential treatment to certain websites. The internet has generated so
much innovation precisely because its flat structure let small websites become big. If large websites get more bandwidth
 it may strangle the next Netflix or Google, because they must start small.

Andy Perrin

------------------------------ Email 1,696 ------------------------------

From: cmotdibbler5
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:12
Subject: Please preserve Net Neutrality
I am writing to ask you to please preserve Net Neutrality and not to allow Internet Service Providers to throttle or block
customers data use. Please classify the internet as a public utility; this will preserve a free and open internet, without
which our most basic freedoms are severely curtailed.

                                                                                                       Thank you,
                                                                                                           Andy Zahn

------------------------------ Email 1,697 ------------------------------

From: john.wilker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please step up and take Net Neutrality seriously. There’s no shortage of opposing view points you can read up on to see
why it’s a bad to remove the neutrality we currently enjoy.

Imagine if back in the hay day of telephony, if a call to DC cost 10x more than any other long distance call because the
telco’s didn’t want people calling their representatives. Imagine if a call to a family member on another telco service
cost 20x more, because the telco could and wanted to incentivize people to use their service over another…

That’s the precipice we find ourselves on now. You and the FCC stand ready to change the future for the better or the
worst. It’s already starting, with Netflix having to pay comcast for usable throughput.

What happens when i can’t access the website for my local representative, because she opposes a bill my internet
provider is in favor of?

What happens when I can’t reach the website of another internet provider because they compete with mine?

A few years ago, I’d have said those examples are farfetched, but now… not even remotely farfetched. We’re months,
maybe years from that reality, and the FCC is the only line of defense the citizens have against this future.

Please do the right thing, for the voters, and the citizens, not for the business interests. An open and neutral internet is
the foundation of free speech and open information exchange. Don’t go down in history as the man who killed that.
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Thank you,

John Wilker
Founder, 360|Conferences
CEO, Denwhere?
(720) 381-2370
twitter: jwilker<http://twitter.com/jwilker>
johnwilker.com<http://johnwilker.com/> | 360|intersect<http://360intersect.com/> | 360|Stack<http://360stack.com/> |
360|iDev<http://360idev.com/>

Remember that bad times, are just times that are bad.

------------------------------ Email 1,698 ------------------------------

From: mtbunch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark Bunch

------------------------------ Email 1,699 ------------------------------

From: kpatterson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:16
Subject: Thanks for selling out the internet to big business
Dear assholes,

Thanks for selling out the internet against the wishes of the people! You are truly disgusting human beings. Absolutely
disgusting!
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Ken Patterson

------------------------------ Email 1,700 ------------------------------

From: lizconnor
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:17
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY

Please think about what you are doing. The internet is one of the only things we have left that doesn't favor the rich
because they have the money to pay for special treatment.

Please, please do not put an end to net neutrality.

Liz Connor

------------------------------ Email 1,701 ------------------------------

From: briancalhoon
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:17
Subject: Concerns over net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I hope you take the time to read this. I do not typically write these kind of letters, but I feel strongly about this. As the
regulating communications body, the FCC must ensure real net neutrality. A "fast lane" inherently destroys this concept,
 even if the recent proposal insists on a certain baseline of service and a to-be-determined standard for when these fast
lanes are commercially reasonable. The proposal may claim to disallow discrimination, but in sanctioning preferential
treatment over the flow of ideas, the FCC would destroy the central idea that has made the internet so vibrant.

Your job is particularly important in this matter because consumers are powerless. If this most recent development
makes us afraid, if we see these fast lanes as a fundamental breach of trust, our only choice is between consuming a
biased internet and leaving the internet altogether. We cannot choose alternate ISPs with better practices, since alternate
ISPs are not available to most Americans. This is unlikely to change. The costs of establishing a new ISP are
astronomical due to earlier supreme court decisions. Furthermore, existing ISPs continue to fight any change that would
make alternate options available for consumers.

Cable companies have invested massively in building out the current infrastructure. But they built that infrastructure on
dollars coming from people who trusted in the free flow of ideas (both on the content producer side and the content
consumer side), a concept so powerful that the internet rapidly became a necessity for daily life. The internet is now our
best tool to find jobs, do our jobs, stay informed, have a voice in our government, manage our money, shop, promote a
business, entertain ourselves, stay in touch with friends and family, and more.

In the short term, creating fast lanes could make some of these jobs easier, but this view is absurdly myopic. Dozens
(hundreds? thousands?) of crucial services that exist today would not have stood a chance if fast lanes had existed at
their conception. The internet is one of the few markets where the barrier to entry is low, but fast lanes have the
potential to change that. Adopting fast lanes is an indicator that we think the internet has reached its highest capabilities,
 that no one who isn't backed by major corporate interests will create another groundbreaking service, and that it's no
longer worth fostering an innovative environment.
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I do not believe this, so I implore you: please maintain a free flow of information uncoupled from corporate interest.
Please do not allow internet fast lanes.

Respectfully,

Brian Calhoon

www.briancalhoon.com<http://www.briancalhoon.com>

www.bostonpercussiongroup.com<http://www.bostonpercussiongroup.com>

------------------------------ Email 1,702 ------------------------------

From: rndunn2004
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:17
Subject: Do NOT  End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Tom Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality and for you to protect, defend and honor the U S Constitution & Bill of Rights.

RN Dunn
full street address OR 9-digit zip
denver,, CO 80220
US

------------------------------ Email 1,703 ------------------------------

From: david.bothner
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:18
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Dear Sirs/Madams,

I object to the new draft proposal for internet access that will allow ISPs to charge higher rates for premium speeds
and/or access. This proposed change will fundamentally skew the landscape of the internet, and the freedoms it enables.
Charging more for special access speeds and/or charging more for cites/services to have preferential traffic treatment
under some vague and flimsy definition of “commercially reasonable” discriminates against smaller, less established
companies, essentially disadvantaging the disadvantaged.

As a business owner who uses the internet for ecommerce, I can immediately see how this proposed rule change can
hurt my business. As a power-user of the internet itself, I can see that this proposed rule change will simply cost me
more money for the services I already enjoy. The distorted market attitude here will empower the largest companies to
nearly the point of monopolies, and the rest of us will pay more for less.
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I urge you to reconsider this proposal and keep the net a neutral and fair market place with fair and equitable access.

Thanks,

David W. Bothner, Marketing Director
800.521.9746  734.769.5565  fax 734.769.1708
www.noirlaser.com<http://www.noirlaser.com/>

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

NoIR: Full Spectrum Eye Protection

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Please think before printing.

------------------------------ Email 1,704 ------------------------------

From: jgbuell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:18
Subject: Net neutrality
I’m writing to ask you and the FCC to reconsider the proposal to enact a “fast lane” for certain content providers on the
Internet. I believe maintaining true net neutrality and allowing all Internet traffic to be treated equally is best for
maintaining healthy competition among Internet businesses and is thus better for Americans.

Thanks for your time.

-Jim Buell
St. Louis, MO

------------------------------ Email 1,705 ------------------------------

From: rowdy124
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:19
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Thanks for providing his email. If any of you want some sort of idea of what to write, here is what I wrote as an
example:

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

-Rowdy Pameticky

------------------------------ Email 1,706 ------------------------------

From: elainesbooth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elaine Booth

------------------------------ Email 1,707 ------------------------------

From: dmorone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom,
The Internet is a utility. What are you doing to protect the people from monopoly corruption?

What happens in countries where there’s real competition? In the UK, where incumbent provider BT is required to
allow competitors to use its wired broadband network, home internet service prices are as low as £2.50 a month, or just
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over $4. In South Korea, where wireless giants SK Telecom and LG Uplus are locked in a fierce technology battle,
customers have access to the fastest mobile networks in the world — up to 300Mbps, compared to a theoretical max of
80Mbps on Verizon that’s actually more like 15 or 20mbps in the real world.

------------------------------ Email 1,708 ------------------------------

From: ryananding
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:22
Subject: Please Explain Your Obliteration of Net Neutrality

Explain to me and the American people how it is that your proposed changes will benefit the American consumers that
you were elected to protect.  Explain to me and the American people how your proposed changes benefit anyone other
than the Telcom's and your own pocketbook/career.

Ryan Anding

------------------------------ Email 1,709 ------------------------------

From: mwherley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We REALLY need equal access for all info on the web. If it were just paying a little more for Netflix, it might be
acceptable, but non-commercial sites will be shunted to the barely accessible backwaters of the internet by any decision
to allow preferential bandwidth and transmission speeds to commercial sites. Give us true net neutrality.

Michael Wherley
952 W 4th Ave
Eugene, OR 97402
US

------------------------------ Email 1,710 ------------------------------

From: djgeki
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:23
Subject: Don't let my email get lost in a non-neutral Net!
I'm sure you all know why you're receiving emails just like mine; please do your part in protecting the neutrality the
Internet needs to survive! This is about more than just you and your peers: it affects the entirety of the Internet and
business as we know it. If you don't do your job, which requires asserting influence over the interests of big businesses
rooted in their old ways, you are encouraging the rich to overpower our country in more ways than even you would ever
 want to see. Please, don't kill the small business dream! Protect the Internet!

-Roddy
A daily user of the Net

------------------------------ Email 1,711 ------------------------------

From: oligold69
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To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:24
Subject: Letter from a citizen
Dear FCC members,

I am writing to express my concerns as an American citizen. When our founding fathers spoke of the 1st

Amendment with regard to a free press, the intent was that the government was not to interfere with the public’s right to
criticize our government. The idea was that the free press would be a watch dog over our government to help assure that
 the people were not unduly misinformed or otherwise influenced by any single interest that would lead to a reduction of
 our personal freedoms.

Furthermore our founding fathers were severely opposed and distrustful of large corporations. Until the 1800s
corporations were restricted from engaging in campaigns and even owning stock in other corporations. Until the 1800s
corporations had limitations on property ownership and lifespan.  It was the common view amongst our founding fathers
 and our legislators that corporate interests were not necessarily in the benefit of the American citizens and there
charters were thusly limited to practicing their trade with the permission of state and federal regulations.

Today we see that 90% of all media is controlled by just 6 corporations. These corporations have a single interest and
that is to make profits for their shareholders and not necessarily the interest of the public good, yet the FCC still refuses
to regulate just how much control of the American public airwaves and media are controlled by an ever increasing
concentration of corporations.

Today I read that the FCC is now going even further in allowing corporations to control information access. In response
to the Supreme Court ruling I expected the FCC would do more to keep the internet a well regulated communication
network by making it fall under the same rules as other telecommunication laws instead of treating it like media. By
allowing the extremely small handful of corporations the ability to charge more for certain content the FCC is doing
nothing to protect small voices with limited resources from being overwhelmed by large corporations with all the
resources they would ever need thus effectively crushing competition necessary for inspiring new innovations and the
freedom of expression.

As I see it the FCC has been little more than a tool for corporations to bend the original intent of our constitution and
understanding of what it takes to have a free society into something that allows them to legally pursue their own
interests even if it is at the cost of the erosion of the first amendment. The FCC has allowed corporations to control the
public dialog which in turn allows them to help shape public policy which is not necessarily in the interest of the
American people as the corporations who help control the dialog have only their own interests in mind. Two plus two
equals four and in this instance the FCC has been complicit in changing the free press from a watchdog to a megaphone
for corporations to control the dialog.

I’m not a far left reactionary nor am I an activist. I am simply an American citizen who, perhaps naively, believes that
our government is for the people of the people and by the people. I believe that it is not unreasonable to assume that
those who control the media are able to also control the dialog. Years of empirical evidence demonstrates that
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advertising works. It is not such a great leap to put content available through the media together with advertising. It is
time to start acting in the interest of the people. It is time for the FCC to put a leash on how much of the public airwaves
 and internet is ultimately controlled by a handful of corporations. Can’t you see it is not in the best interest of freedom
of the press and freedom of expression to allow fewer and fewer interests to decide on what information we the people
have access to? It is demonstrable that deregulation hasn’t led to greater competition, but it has instead led to the ability
of larger more powerful corporations to swallow up smaller companies and ultimately have more control over more
markets.

Please start acting in our interests. Please bring back the spirit of the founding fathers. Please give the public airwaves
back to the citizens without the undue influence of mega corporations.

Thank you kindly,

Oliver Gold

------------------------------ Email 1,712 ------------------------------

From: john.ellenich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioner,

Please support Net Neutrality. The openness of the Internet is it’s defining nature. Allowing ISPs to discriminate data
would undermine what we’ve all strived to build since the beginning of the Internet.

As someone who builds mobile apps, I fear for the repercussions if service providers are allowed to charge more for
certain data types. It will severely stifle innovation and limit our ability to build great user experiences and truly
innovate.

Thanks you for your time,
John Ellenich
Mobile UI Designer, Jive Software
Palo Alto, CA

------------------------------ Email 1,713 ------------------------------

From: clementhill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:24
Subject: ABSOLUTELY do NOT end Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We Americans want a commitment to the democratic principle of net neutrality.

We want action SUPPORTING our democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want NET NEUTRALITY!



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Mary Clement-Hill
840 SE Lilly Ave
Corvallis, OR 97333
US

------------------------------ Email 1,714 ------------------------------

From: sreczek
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

You do not know me, and before today, I did not know you.  But I ask that you do not kill net neutrality.  Doing so
would be another blow on the way we live in America, and once done, it cannot be undone.  We live in a free nation, not
 one that is run by cooperation.  I implore you to not kill net neutrality and allow us to live in a country that we know
and love.

--

Stephen Reczek
Bradley University Class of 2014
Elementary Education-Math
America Reads-Monitor

------------------------------ Email 1,715 ------------------------------

From: ckahl5
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:27
Subject: Net Neutrality

Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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------------------------------ Email 1,716 ------------------------------

From: mbartleman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:27
Subject: Please -- Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and members of the
Federal Communications Commission,

How can you propose ending the open Internet?

We want action for democratic media -- we want net neutrality.

Mark Bartleman
1984 Del Mar Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651
US

------------------------------ Email 1,717 ------------------------------

From: richard.rasmussen1996
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:27
Subject: Net Neutrality Ruling
Dear Mr.Wheeler,

     Recently I have read a few articles regarding net neutrality. As far as I understand, the FCC plans on changing it's
regulations which could potentially end net neutrality, causing not only a drastic change in the way we use the internet,
but potentially a drastic uproar from the millions of internet users in the United States. I understand that these changes
are good in theory, and the FCC probably believes that these changes could create healthy competition in the digital
markets, but I feel as though the FCC has failed to realize the potential, and almost certain, negative affects that could
come from these changes in regulations.
     Sadly, internet service providers are very scares in many parts of the country. Many regions are limited to only one
provider. If these internet providers were able to discriminate against certain online services the consumers could do
absolutely nothing about it. I feel like the changes proposed by the FCC could potentially benefit the internet, and create
 healthy competition in the future, but at the moment there are simply not enough ISP options to allow ISPs the right to
discriminate, which also violates the 14th amendment of the Constitution since the Supreme Court has ruled in the past
that corporations should be treated as people.

Richard Rasmussen

------------------------------ Email 1,718 ------------------------------

From: jmarshallstewart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:28
Subject: Proposed new rules for preferential treatment of Internet traffic
I am dismayed that the FCC is considering new rules to allow preferential treatment of Internet traffic by broadband
providers. No aspect of this rule benefits the public, and it will add another barrier to entry for growing tech companies.
The only beneficiary of such a rule would be Internet service providers, who could sell faster access to their subscriber
base. I hope you will reconsider adopting this rule, which would reduce the usability of the net and damage an important
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 sector of economic growth.

--James Stewart

------------------------------ Email 1,719 ------------------------------

From: mwschulte
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:29
Subject: Don't Further Erode Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Your decision to end net neutrality and sell it to those who can afford it will not only stifle innovation but also increase
the connectivity gap between rich and poor.

 Providing preferential delivery speeds to corporations that can afford it will ensure that the innovation that has made the
 Internet the last equal platform for innovation in this country a relic of the past.

I understand there are pressures on ISPs to deliver increasingly large amounts of data.  But tiering Internet speeds is the
wrong solution.  Consumers that use higher amounts of data need to bear the costs of their choices and if they are unable
 or unwilling then the true value of those services will be known. Tiering the Internet into pay for speed will not
positively impact anyone except for the ISPs.  Consumers won't benefit. Ultimately, they will lose.

I urge you reconsider your decision.

Respectfully,

Michael Schulte

------------------------------ Email 1,720 ------------------------------

From: wpmccarthy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and other members of the Federal Communications Commission:

If the FCC allows a so-called "fast lane" for some (corporate) content, it will create a two-tier system.  The "slow lane"
(us ordinary citizens) will lose out.  We want, and we depend on, net neutrality.  Do not betray the plain citizens of this
nation.  Preserve net neutrality.

Thank you for your attention.

Bill McCarthy
1414 Patricia St
Key West, FL 33040
US

------------------------------ Email 1,721 ------------------------------
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From: tflexxx01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
Wheeler:

You're a stooge of big business....but then again, that's where you come from...big business...and that's why you have
your position at the FCC.

Just signed a petition at the White House site to have you fired for your lack of "net neutrality".

Fuck You, Wheeler.  Fuck you to hell.

David E. Garvin
New York, NY

------------------------------ Email 1,722 ------------------------------

From: kismetrld
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

If you think that fair and easy access to the greatest creation of mankind isn't a human right, there is something very
wrong with you.

But go ahead and sell it to proprietary interests. Maybe then people will head outside and fight like hell about all the
other things going wrong in this country that they're too busy with the internet to combat.

You'll wish they were still in their chairs streaming Netflix without added fees.

Patricia Willenborg
1315 N. Columbus Ave.
30
Glendale, CA 91202
US

------------------------------ Email 1,723 ------------------------------

From: dowell.dustin
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:31
Subject:
Dear Commissioners of the FCC,

The New York Times in their recent article titled "F.C.C., in a Shift, Backs Fast Lanes for Web Traffic" describes the
F.C.C.'s recent decision to permit some of the largest Monopolies in the United States the ability to hold content on the
internet for ransom. Not only does the FCC appear incapable of limiting the already anti-competitive practices of
Comcast and TWC and will inevitably rubber stamp their merger regardless of the detrimental affect to competition, but
 also feels it necessary to permit these companies complete control over content as well.
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It is clear to me that the FCC no longer stands for promoting competition, innovation and investment in broadband
services and facilities or at the least has completely failed in this pursuit.

It is clear to me that the FCC no longer supports the nation's economy by ensuring an appropriate competitive
framework for the unfolding of the communications revolution.

It is clear to me that the FCC no longer revises media regulations so that new technologies flourish alongside diversity
and localism.

Lets be honest - Comcast and TWC are bridge trolls. They didn't build or even own many of these bridges, but charge
me $80 a month (A price well above the global average) to cross them at a reasonable speed. They maintain them at
least well enough to cross, but have no incentive to improve anything. Now you plan to give them permission to let
those bridges decay if the bridge's destination doesn't submit to their shakedown. Perhaps there a high traffic bridge
(netflix) and it needs to be bigger than the others... Those people - that heavy traffic - is a large group of people who
have already paid their tolls to cross that bridge.

The truth is that this infrastructure should be a utility - and the inability to recognize this truth is the most destructive
problem of all. No other comparable service is provided in my area due as much to regulatory capture and collusion as
lack of competition. This is for access to infrastructure subsidized by my tax dollars, mostly owned by third parties, and
maintained to the bare minimum by Comcast and its affiliates.

Competition only actually exists for content providers, something that is uniquely possible due to the neutrality of the
internet. Now not only is Comcast my only internet provider - they are the final word on my content as well.

I submit this letter in the hope that there is someone within the FCC that stands on the side of the people of the United
States and not private corporate interests.

Sincerely,

Dustin Dowell

------------------------------ Email 1,724 ------------------------------

From: gralawle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet is, among other things, a modern research tool. In that respect, it's like a public library, and it should be
treated like one. We the People should have access to any kind of information we want, and it shouldn't be filtered by
anybody for any reason.
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Net neutrality, please!

Lawrence Graham

GA 30338
US

------------------------------ Email 1,725 ------------------------------

From: r c jansen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet was invented by an agency of the US Government:  the Department of Defense, not by private industry.  It
has its origins in Arpanet.

It has evolved into an essential technological asset on a planet wide basis.  People of all walks of life rely upon
unfettered access.

Do not go down the path of totalitarian government and restrict access to a favored class, which is exactly the first step
in the process you will follow if you eliminate net neutrality.

Robert Jansen
1339 S. Fann st.
Anaheim, CA 92804
US

------------------------------ Email 1,726 ------------------------------

From: dbdmcdermott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:33
Subject: An Open internet
Tom,

A free an open internet is something very important to me. Like most other young people, i use many internet services
every day, and new services come and go at a faster and faster pace. Allowing a 'tiered' internet allows the large players
(like Comcast) to extort companies that are providing content to customers on their services. Comcast (and other
internet providers) tell us that they offer us a download speed; they shouldn't be able to choose what content gets
downloaded on the highway just as a freeway isn't able to choose whether a Kia or Ferrari has the right of way.

By giving priority- paid - access to those who can afford it, it eliminates the abilities of small companies, or
organizations to compete with larger companies. What if an open education platform like Khan Academy is given the
slow lane to media providers because media providers have the funds to pay for that? How is that in the interest of
society and the consumer instead of the corporation?

Sure, maintaining and expanding  the "internet freeways" is expensive, but when consumers see innovative solutions
like Google Fiber or T-Mobile disrupting an industry that has failed to innovate, and are protected by laws and
technicalities, and watch the Comcasts and Timewarners quickly be lowering  prices and increasing speeds at no
additional cost to customers, it leaves a bad feeling that these companies are solely motivated by profit.
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Comcast, Time Warner, and other telecom industries consistently receive some of the worst Customer Satisfaction
ratings in America:

*       Business Insider - 5 of the worst 15 are cable Companies (Time Warner: 7th, Comcast: 4th)
<http://www.businessinsider.com/15-worst-companies-for-customer-service-2013-1?op=1>
*       American Customer Satisfaction Index - Time Warner and Comcast are ranked at the bottom of
ISPs<http://www.theacsi.org/index.php?
option=com_content&view=article&id=147&catid=&Itemid=212&i=Internet%20Service%20Providers>

Please help protect an open, fair, and honest internet by stopping the Time Warner/Comcast merger and by promoting
an internet that provides equal access to all services.

Thanks,
Dylan McDermott

*

--

Dylan McDermott
(415)295-6505

------------------------------ Email 1,727 ------------------------------

From: nostromo100
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

Brazil just created the world's first Internet bill of rights -- protecting exactly the principles that you and your FCC
cohorts are on the verge of assaulting. Is it impossible for a former lobbyist to follow Brazil's example or is the rule
Once a Lobbyist Always a Lobbyist?
Is asking for integrity from the FCC an exercise in futility?

Michael Mueller

WI 53202

------------------------------ Email 1,728 ------------------------------

From: o.b.ashley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:35
Subject: You are hurting America
Tom,

You are hurting America. You have the option to turn around. You can be an agent for healthy change and stand for
freedom of information and a free market, or you can be a crony and be remembered as the FCC chair that sanctioned
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the next communication monopoly.

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

?
 You can still turn back and speak for the people
?, but right now you are actively hurting America and one day you or you legacy will be held responsible. ?
?
?
I reiterate you have the opportunity to effect positive change.
? Take that opportunity and speak for the people you are supposed to protect.?

-Owen

------------------------------ Email 1,729 ------------------------------

From: rbrown519
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

KEEP NET NEUTRALITY!  It is long past the time for the interests of a few to control the many.  Please take time to
consider all the opposition you are receiving about this.  It is for good reason.

R Brown
4th Ave N
saint petersburg, FL 333701
US

------------------------------ Email 1,730 ------------------------------

From: stephen.menke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Net neutrality is critical to free flow of information and an informed citizenry.  Do not let it be subject to the narrow
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needs of corporations and narrow political agendas. Keep net neutrality.  It is vital to our democracy.

Stephen Menke
3138 North Drake Court
Grand Junction, CO 81504
US

------------------------------ Email 1,731 ------------------------------

From: glorycompy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality made the Internet a democratic medium for all.  Your dangerous proposals would turn this medium into a
two-tier institution where those with the more money can get better access.  I and other like-minded Americans want net
 neutrality.

Peter Wong
268 Joost Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94131
US

------------------------------ Email 1,732 ------------------------------

From: wyatt.lisak
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:39
Subject: Preserve net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,
Your proposed rule will gut net neutrality and squash innovation. It will exacerbate the access gap between rich and
poor to a vital tool for economic success. Please rethink your position. Thank you for your time.
Lisa K Wyatt

------------------------------ Email 1,733 ------------------------------

From: photomark
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Again the United States takes goes against the world trend of an open internet.  Without net neutrality the U.S. will
become a 3rd world citizen on the internet.  We need leadership to act in the interest of its citizens first instead of
corporates interests.

Mark Stegall

Goleta, CA 93117
US

------------------------------ Email 1,734 ------------------------------
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From: bowlingwestgary1980
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:40
Subject: Net neutrality
We simply can't gut and destroy this. By doing so would effectively put an end to most small companies who can't
afford to pay the fee. By this it would kill almost all internet browsing my family and I do. Is this what you guys want?
No of course not but let's call it an unintended consequence. We are seeing things like this happen every where the last
4+ yrs. All its doing is drawing an even bigger wedge between the rich and the middle class. We simply can't allow this
to continue.

Thanks for your time,

Gary Winters (concerned citizen)

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android<https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>

------------------------------ Email 1,735 ------------------------------

From: tomtaylor0401
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media.  I am very concerned that losing net neutrality will give large corporations an
unfair advantage and drown out the little guy.  This will be bad for democracy.  Please keep net neutrality.

Tom Taylor
Greenbelt, MD
Greenbelt, MD 20770
US

------------------------------ Email 1,736 ------------------------------

From: patty.verdigris
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:44
Subject: Killing Net Neutrality
I cannot fathom how you can justify this decision.

Somehow, despite the erosion of everything that has made this country great, I have remained an optimist concerning
the future of our country. This plan of yours, to bow to powerful and entrenched interests at the expense of the citizenry
is the last straw for me, however. I no longer believe we have a vibrant future. We will no longer lead the world in
innovation and our economy will suffer and as the economy suffers so will the people.

Someday, if you have children, you will have to explain why Daddy sought to destroy the most important invention ever
 devised by humans.

What a legacy.

Patty McIntire
401 Lansdale Ave
Lansdale PA
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------------------------------ Email 1,737 ------------------------------

From: hamptonaa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action to maintain a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality.  Corporations already run our country and invade all areas of our lives!  Keep the
internet neutral!

Amy Hampton
825 New York Ave.
Martinsburg, WV 25401
US

------------------------------ Email 1,738 ------------------------------

From: mrwboilers
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:44
Subject: Net neutrality is extremely important
Please maintain net neutrality. Despite the spin you've tried to put on it, your proposed changes would destroy the
internet as we know it. I don't know what the ISPs have bribed you with, but please have some sense of integrity and
don't bow down to them.

------------------------------ Email 1,739 ------------------------------

From: microjoel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet should not be made into something that can be manipulated or restricted by a monopoly of service
providers and or government sanction. We must maintain the same aspects for the internet that is maintained in the First
Amendment of the Constitution of the United States. The availability of Freedom of speech on the internet must not be
filtered or altered by some government or special interest organization.

Keep the internet free. Uphold the tenant of Net Neutrality so that it remains free and unfettered.

Joel Faust
316 Priestford Road
Churchville, MD 21028
US

------------------------------ Email 1,740 ------------------------------

From: phillyredsox
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 13:45
Subject: I don't normally do this.
Greetings Mr. Wheeler.

I am writing you to let you know that I personally think that allowing big corporations to get a stranglehold on the
Internet isn't the best option. Never before in the history of humanity has there been a tool so vast and empowering as
the Internet has become. It has connected the world in a way that nothing else really could. Please don't fuck it up for the
 United States. This is supposed to be the land of the free so let's leave the Internet, and the people that use it, free.

Thank you for possibly reading this.

Phillip Kelly Redman writing you from the Internet,

------------------------------ Email 1,741 ------------------------------

From: trung.vu
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:45
Subject: Net Neutrality

Mr. Chairman,

Please don't play the consumer as fools. I will make sure my vote will not be with the party that gave you, your chair. I
hope the lobby money made breaking biggest commerce infrastructure since the national roadways. You have truly
made a case that we don't need any government. Your office is once again proven useless to me as a voter and a
consumer. I don't use many public services, I do expect the US government to protect me from industrial greed.
Especially on a platform I use 80% of my waking hours.

Thank you,

Voter

Trung Vu

------------------------------ Email 1,742 ------------------------------

From: cyprowski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:45
Subject: don't charge more for our internet, it should be equal
Obama says... "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through
which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to
different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is that there is this
incredible equality there."

------------------------------ Email 1,743 ------------------------------

From: mro.ayala
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:45
Subject: Support the public.
Hello,
My name is Oscar Ayala and I'm concerned about the FCC's proposal to allow ISPs, (who are content providers
themselves), to charge competing content providers for preferential treatment. Correct me if I'm wrong, I've paid the ISP
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 for a specific advertised speed to access  the internet, if you allow this wouldnt my connection to a website(content) be
throttled if a content provider doesn't pay for preferential treatment? This does not seem fair or just.
Please support net neutrality. The public demands it. http://arstechnica.com/tech-policy/2014/04/net-neutrality-dead-for-
good-fcc-may-endorse-pay-for-play-deals/?comments=1
Thank you for your time.
Oscar Ayala

------------------------------ Email 1,744 ------------------------------

From: jrmorgandelossa
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners,

We live in a world now where streaming media is a highly profitable industry. It's become a staple of American life -
stories of "Netflix dates" are more common than "going to the movies" - and it's rare to hear of someone at this point
who doesn't subscribe to at least one of the countless services available.

At the same time, service rates for internet connectivity are at an all-time high. Buyers are often forced into "Package
Deals" in order to keep costs low before prices are inevitably raised, bandwidth caps force additional monthly costs on
users, and laws allowing for area dominance ensures that one company can lock down entire districts, allowing them to
charge whatever they want, since they *know* people have no other option. In a world where internet access is a given,
this is already a travesty.

Allowing ISPs to charge outside services for faster connection rates doesn't just hurt consumers, it hurts everyone
involved outside those ISPs. Netflix et al. raises their rates hurts their business, as customers scramble to find the lowest
priced option. Streaming conflict no longer revolves around content, but instead price. Gaming services such as XBox
Live, Playstation Plus, and the Nintendo Network all take a major hit. Corporate businesses who rely on IP-based
conference services - e.g. Cisco WebEx and Avaya - have the potential to get hit with additional charges if Cisco or
someone else gets a forced fee raise.

Net Neutrality is *vital* to keeping America running and successful. Allowing ISPs to dictate who gets what speed is a
disaster, and it won't be one "waiting to happen," it will be one that happens as soon as a bill is signed. Please don't let
that come to fruition.

Thanks for your time,

James R. Morgan-DeLossa
System Support Administrator, NVIDIA Corporation

mailto:  | 971-228-9193

------------------------------ Email 1,745 ------------------------------

From: kristof007
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:46
Subject: Please Uphold Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" on the internet, allowing wealthier companies to pay a fee to
have their content delivered faster than other content. This is the first step to a gated /segragated internet where certain
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sites will load faster than others (or worse yet, they will not be accessible). Please try and uphold the first of five bullet
points on the FCC's "About Us" page:

*       Promoting competition, innovation and investment in broadband services and facilities

Allowing Comcast to charge Netflix a fee so Netflix can keep delivering their product to costumers goes against
everything the bullet point above stands for.

I hope you will reconsider your stance on the issue and protect the internet in it's current form.

Sincerely,

Kristof Igloi

------------------------------ Email 1,746 ------------------------------

From: dojh88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:46
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Donald Hansen (  writes:

Net Neutrality, is very important.  Keeping government more out than in is very important, it sounds like you guys want
 to just give away the internet to the big business interests.  And that the USA will no longer be in control.  WE made
the internet you ass!!!!

Please pull your head out...

Don H.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,747 ------------------------------

From: patrick.rastelli
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:46
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I urge you to consider the negative and far-reaching implications of new Internet rules currently proposed. I firmly
believe that the rules being proposed fly in the face of the current concept of Net Neutrality. As I am sure you know by
now, I am not alone in this belief.

The introduction of these new rules will stifle innovation and further exacerbate the growing chasm between the rich
and the poor.

If you have any questions, please let me know.
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Best,

Patrick Rastelli

------------------------------ Email 1,748 ------------------------------

From: hanuman.welch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:47
Subject: Keep Our Internet Open and Fair!
Chairman Wheeler,

In 2007, presidential candidate Barack Obama vowed to support net
neutrality<http://www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/elements/2014/04/the-end-of-net-neutrality.html?
utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter>—and we need to hold him to that promise.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

Do not allow greedy, consumer-hostile corporations to clog internet services that don't want to pay an increased 'fast
lane' fee. We demand a free and open internet. Net neutrality is an issue that's not going to go away and our voices will
be heard.

--

Hanuman Welch
Associate Editor | Complex Media, Inc.

mailto:  |
@HanumanWelch<https://twitter.com/HanumanWelch>
(917) 338-5645

1271 Avenue of the Americas, 35th FL.
New York, NY 10020

------------------------------ Email 1,749 ------------------------------

From: kimmeld
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:49
Subject: Loopholes
"To be very direct, the proposal would establish that behavior harmful to consumers or competition by limiting the
openness of the Internet will not be permitted."

Establishing a pay "fast lane" is harmful to consumers and limits the openness of the Internet.

“commercially reasonable.”
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Loophole that allows any and all monied interest to harm consumers and destroy the openness of the internet.

What will it take for you to stand up for consumers and not monied interests?

------------------------------ Email 1,750 ------------------------------

From: shintensuken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:49
Subject: Re: Concerning Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

 You continue to disappoint me and the American people. My name is Thomas Dowdy. I wrote to you just yesterday
concerning your saddening decision to stifle the free market through your refusal to support net neutrality. Now again I
write you because, again you have released statements that are saddening and disappointing. In your statement you say
that critics of your proposed policy are "flat-out wrong." You go on to say that "behavior that harms consumers or
competition will not be permitted." How then can you say that your policies will stand? You say that service providers
will be required to have a competitive baseline bandwidth. Then tell me, exactly how competitive can any such
"baseline" be if it is even a fraction slower than the fastest available to all? How can there be an even play field when
you are intentional setting it off-balance? And who  is to decide what an appropriate baseline is? The FCC, an agency
who is renting out the ability to
 bend the rules? I once again repeat, this affront to the free market will not go unnoticed nor unpunished. I have already
stated that I will not support any politician who supports this unfair policy, but now know that since you have refused to
recognized the error of your decisions, this zeal will now extend to any politician who supports you.

 Signed,

 Thomas Dowdy

------------------------------ Email 1,751 ------------------------------

From: kylenaber
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
It is despicable that the FCC thinks it is even remotely ok to even consider eliminating net neutrality. It is the only thing
keeping the free market of the internet truly free. Don't ruin it out of some misplaced sense of greed or whatever.
Payoffs are a sure-thing without net neutrality. Payoffs lead to rising prices. Rising prices lead to people not buying. Not
 buying leads to company decline and a stagnating economy. Don't be the reason the economy stagnates. Keep the
internet free.

-Kyle

------------------------------ Email 1,752 ------------------------------

From: dillongoff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:50
Subject: On Net Neutrality and Upcoming FCC rulings
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Dillon Goff. I would, on behalf of my family and myself, like to formally announce our support of net
neutrality, as well as our full support of any and all legislation and legislative efforts towards making net neutrality a



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

reality. The very idea that a utility as vital as internet access could be governed and limited by the whims of a private
company (whose sole purpose of existence is to profit) is, to be frank, offensive. One wouldn't expect a water main or
power line to be limited to certain institutions because an excess fee wasn't paid, so why should the same even be
considered for internet access? It would seem that ISP's and the FCC are still living in a world where internet access is a
luxury, something only to be used for entertainment by the privileged. This is obviously not the world we live in.

So, in summation, my family and I directly and openly oppose any legislation allowing ISP's to limit and suppress
certain internet actions.

Thank you,

Dillon Goff

------------------------------ Email 1,753 ------------------------------

From: schwatman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for further corporate domination of the Internet.
We want the First Amendment of our Constitution to apply to OUR internet. We want net neutrality.

William Swatos
74109 Pele Place
Palm Desert, CA 92211
US

------------------------------ Email 1,754 ------------------------------

From: ehuzinec172
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr Wheeler,

I am writing to you today as I have been following multiple news sources covering the recent FCC policies and stances
on internet neutrality of data, and am disappointed (to put it politely) to find a radical shift in ideas from your agency. In
 previous months, the FCC has had the stance of protecting net-neutrality, to prevent ISPs from being able to determine
which content has priority in terms of bandwidth and availability through the internet to customers. Now we are told
that you have decided to REVERSE this decision and completely destroy any sort of actual neutrality, and have decided
to give even MORE POWER to the ISPs, at a loss to the consumers and users of the wonderful technology that is the
internet. This is disgraceful that you have done what appears to be deception to the american public, in choosing to side
with major corporations, rather than protecting the internet as it was intended: to be a equal access medium for data and
ideas. As a PUBLIC SERVANT, I plead for you to reconsider this course of action and think of the american public, as
well as the world at large, which look to the US as a leader of policy (considering how the US is the main contributor to
the existence of the internet). Don't sell out to the Internet Provider monopolies, and think of the costs that the country
will have to bear if we remove all protections for the users for equal access to data.  I thank you for reading this email,
and hope that you understand the potential gravity of you and your agency's decisions.

Sincerely,

Evan Huzinec
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------------------------------ Email 1,755 ------------------------------

From: sadel555
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:50
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sadel Fetic (  writes:

I'm concerned that the new Chairman Tom Wheeler is still working for his previous employers: "lobbyist for the cable
and wireless industry".
Is not the purpose of the FCC to provide service for the public good? It appears now the FCC is working for the large
internet service providers.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,756 ------------------------------

From: morandawrites
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Tom,

To put it bluntly, please work harder towards keeping the net neutral.  If you do not we will find someone else who will.
  This is important to us, the people who see the freedom that the internet has brought to our lives; and who value it as a
tool to gather information, help others, and grow as a global community.  Thank you for your time.

Have a wonderful day!

-Mike

------------------------------ Email 1,757 ------------------------------

From: beadacious18
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jeanine Center (  writes:

Congratulations!  Nice work. You have just gutted Net Neutrality, in essence destroying the Internet as we know it
today. You have ignored the pleas of consumers, who are tired of being fleeced by Comcast and other monopolistic
Internet providers, and handed the Internet over to them. With respect to the Internet, we're moving in exactly the
opposite direction as the EU and South American countries like Brazil, who are acting to implement strong Net
Neutrality protections. Their Internet services are generally better and cheaper as well. You must act on this issue to
protect consumers from the telcoms' monopolistic practices.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,758 ------------------------------

From: schrupp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lynne Schrupp (  writes:

Are you fucking kidding me?!? Isn't your job to create and enforce rules that serve the public interest and the American
people!!?! Net Neutrality is a good rule that serves the American people. What I hear being proposed is bullshit, clearly
not in the public interest, and only serves to enrich the largest telecoms. The corrupt judge that ruled wrong, and your
currently weak rules do not serve the American people.

I can't tell you how fucking pissed I am that you would betray the American people. Did AT&T, Verizon and other
mega-corporations bribe you!! God damn it! What does it take for you to do the right thing for the American people!

Here are rules that serve the interests of the American people. The Internet is a public utility! The FCC has the
obligation to regulate that utility in the interests of the American people and the public good. Access to content may not
be restricted in any way. The freedom to provide content shall not be infringed in any way! All content providers and
access shall be treated as equal by ISPs.

The American people DEMAND that you propose rules that actually serve the public interest and the public domain.
We demand that you do right by the American people! Make clear and definitive rules that support and protect Net
Neutrality.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,759 ------------------------------

From: tom mcdermott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:52
Subject: Keep the Internet Open
Mr. Wheeler,

I am a software engineer and avid advocate of a free and open internet. I am writing today to urge you to do everything
in your power the internet stays i as open as possible to both businesses and consumers. The ISPs who want to break
down net neutrality have never had the best interests of the consumer in mind. They have stifled progress across the
country. The state of broadband int he US is deplorable compared to most of Europe and Southeast Asia, where
consumers enjoy faster, more reliable internet at a lower price point.

In addition, the ability to effectively charge an EXTRA toll to get reliable access to customers will stifle the creation of
new businesses and jobs repaint on the internet. Every company with an online presence already pays for their access.
The only reason that ISPs like Comcast want to charge them again is because they don't feel like they aren't making
enough money, you just have to look at their customer service records to see that nothing will change.

The major ISPs have already stolen billions of dollars in subsidies from American taxpayers by not laying out fiber
across the country at all, even after we paid for it. Don't let them steal from our online businesses too. Don't let the ISPs
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destroy the most powerful tool for collaboration, innovation, and free speech the world has ever seen.

-Tom McDermott

------------------------------ Email 1,760 ------------------------------

From: bhepler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:53
Subject: Net Neutrality Concerns
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing because I would like to voice my concerns over the the FCC proposing a new rule allowing companies to
pay for faster lanes for sending video and other content to their customers. I fear what companies like Comcast and
Time Warner, soon to be one company, will start doing to the sites that cannot afford to pay these giant companies so
that their customers can watch HD video or play games online or connect through web chats. I am a online student
about to graduate who plays video games online and has no cable or satellite TV so I have streaming video service
accounts. I no that I am no longer part of a small percentage of people that live like this. This decision could have
dramatically negative effects on those of us that consume the internet in this way. There is no parity between the internet
 providers and the speeds and prices that they provide. This is something that needs to be address as well. The internet
need to become a public utility in America. As an online student I require access to the internet. this is an expense i have
 to have just like my auto insurance or electric bill. Please consider my words and I hope others take the time to speak
out about this as well. Thank you for your time in this matter.

Brian Hepler

------------------------------ Email 1,761 ------------------------------

From: ahafamily
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

President Jefferson warned (in the same spirit) about abuse of patent laws (& how important innovations are being kept
from human-development.) Controlling information destroys freedom (quality of life.) The obvious need for
CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM is proof this is inappropriate restriction to the public welfare...

Brad Flaharty
1333 4th St.
San Rafael, CA 94901
US

------------------------------ Email 1,762 ------------------------------

From: murphysj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler:
I am a very strong proponent of net neutrality, i.e. everyone should have relatively equal access to the internet,
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streaming speed, downloads, etc. Do not let the Time Warners, Comcasts, Verizons and so on control the internet
content/speed any more than they already do. In fact, the proposed merger between Comcast and Time Warner should
not be allowed to take place. Listen to the people who you are supposed to represent and not the mega media
corporations. Stand up for the "little guy".
Sincerely,
Steve Murphy
a very concerned citizen/voter

------------------------------ Email 1,763 ------------------------------

From: nbarner21
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:54
Subject: RE: Net neutrality

Dear Sir,

Allowing Internet service provides to charges corporations and other companies different rates for faster connections is
ultimately cheating all of us, the American people, access to a net neutrality.
 Rather than force Internet companies to pay premiums, the FCC is decided to ALLOW them to pay premiums to
receive preferences. Nice. How is that really going to protect access? Eventually everyone will have to pay the premium
 or have their product squeezed out in the REGULAR service which will be degraded every year.

Meanwhile, in Brazil they have passed an Internet Bill of Rights and Europe is looking to do the same.

The people do NOT support your move. Stop this giveaway to corporations.

Nadine Barner
Los Angeles CA 90049

.

------------------------------ Email 1,764 ------------------------------

From: rutherin
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:54
Subject: Keeping the Internet Accessible
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I am writing to you in response to the news that new internet rules may be in the works that will tear down net neutrality
 and change the internet as we know it. At first glimpse the issue seems cut and dry: here is a relatively unregulated
resource, an untapped source of money and power. But net neutrality is so much more complicated. We live in a country
 that claims to value freedom above all else: freedom of speech, freedom to meet together, freedom to pursue happiness
in its many forms. We are a country founded on this principle.

The internet, by its very nature, promotes and preserves these freedoms. What other resource is as accessible to the
homeless population as it is to our nation's leaders? It is truly a great equalizer. It is this neutrality that allows myself,
and thousands of other concerned citizens, to connect with you and your colleagues, to voice our concerns beyond the
checkboxes of a poll. To carve up the internet and sell limited access to the citizens of the US, is to further widen the
gap between our nation's rich and poor. Doing so will silence voices, isolate individuals from the wider community, and
further suppress accessibility to information, entrepreneurship, and education.
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Consider the cost: can the United States continue to call itself the greatest nation in the world-- a nation of freedom for
all-- when one move on your part can strip away so much opportunity? Today I have the ability to access the world. If I
lost everything, I could still go to a public library and use the internet at no cost to find a job, contact family, read the
news, find a place to stay tonight. My fear is that my daughter will not be able to say the same thing when she grows up.

Please preserve net neutrality, for the sake of liberty and justice for all.

Respectfully,

Ruth E. Montgomery

------------------------------ Email 1,765 ------------------------------

From: brianjmcadams
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:55
Subject: Do not kill net neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler

Please don't give the giant ISPs what they want by killing net neutrality.  The United States is already behind the rest of
the world in terms of internet speeds and reliability.  These companies show no interest in improving their services or
charging less.  This is purely to bleed customers for more money and to prevent new companies from threatening their
interests.  Do the right thing, reinstate Net Neutrality and but the interests of the people before the interests of these
companies.

Supposed to protect the people, so protect us.

------------------------------ Email 1,766 ------------------------------

From: mobiusixi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:55
Subject: Net Neutrality Freedom
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality. What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there."

Keep the gates open and stop corporations from taking away a freedom which we as Americans deserve. This would be
detrimental for our ability to stay competitive in a global market and will only widen the gap between the poor and the
rich.

Please keep net neutrality.  Thank you.

-Tim Slattery

------------------------------ Email 1,767 ------------------------------

From: greg.deguire
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 13:55
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Subject: Net Neutrality
How can you possibly believe that what you are doing is the right thing for the internet and American citizens? What
makes the internet great is that it levels the playing field for everyone. A small startup of hardworking, brilliant folks
can topple those with deep pockets if their product/service/idea is the better option.

What you are proposing is that those with the biggest pockets will win since they will get priority treatment and the
fastest speeds. It is counterproductive and dos little more than line the pockets of those that provide the pipes.

Please do the right thing. based on the NY Times article, you are about to destroy the internet as we know it... not better
it.

------------------------------ Email 1,768 ------------------------------

From: stgeneziz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:55
Subject: Net neutrality.

           Dear Mr. Wheeler, while I can certainly appreciate the tenuous position you find yourself in, I can also foresee
the negative outcome of allowing companies like at&t or Comcast to essentially toll internet connections that have
already been paid for by their own customers. I'm sure you can see the problem we, as consumers might have with that.
Sure you might say, " if they do anything bad, we'll catch them. " but ask yourself, in reality, what power does that give
the consumer in situation where too often the choices are dismally minimal, and blatantly overpriced.  I urge you to
come out strongly against such behavior. As an employee of a major internet carrier I stand to gain substantially from
any new revenue streams my company is able to secure. However I could never feel good from my short term profits, of
 they come at the expense of the free and open internet. We as Americans should stand as the gold standard in ensuring
that all individuals can have access to all the wealth of information the internet provides. Without money hungry
gatekeepers only interested in how their stock is trading that day.

   Thank you for your consideration.

          Orlando.

------------------------------ Email 1,769 ------------------------------

From: clark
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:56
Subject: today's proposal
Ladies and Gentlemen of the FCC,

I wish to express my categorical opposition to the proposal you put forward today regarding new rules allowing ISPs to
create special access lanes in their Internet bandwidth for entities willing to pay for them, and to the very concepts
underlying the imposition of a “commercially reasonable manner” of action as the standard of business conduct for
these providers.

Your time is valuable and I won’t waste it acquainting you with the many arguments against the course you’ve outlined;
 I expect as public servants you have familiarized yourselves with them already.  Instead I will merely lend my voice in
complete support of the net neutrality principle, as an Internet entrepreneur and digital media executive who thoroughly
understands the nature of the decisions you face and the arguments on both sides.   My company delivers an educational
 online game experience to millions of children worldwide through AnimalJam.com<http://AnimalJam.com>.

Please, I implore you, abandon this course.  America has suffered enough due to the hegemony of the loudest voices
calling upon you to unshackle them in the name of free enterprise.  Their stewardship of our country’s internet



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

infrastructure and publicly owned airwaves for the last several decades amply demonstrate bad faith and a fundamental
unwillingness to prioritize public interest.

You, on the other hand, are charged with putting the public interest first.  I respectfully ask that you stand your posts and
 discharge that duty now.  Preserve a truly free and democratic Internet.

Sincerely,

Clark Stacey

______________________________
Clark Stacey
CEO, Smart Bomb Interactive
801-355.4440 x112 (direct)
801.412.0000 (mobile)
Skype – sbi.clarks

------------------------------ Email 1,770 ------------------------------

From: crow3711
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
Don't sell out the American people so companies can charge people more for access to Internet. President Obama
supports net neutrality and so should I. Just adding my voice to the many people who should be slamming your accounts
 with pleas for net equality.

Sincerely,

United States Citizen
Cameron Smith Crowe
412 - 708 - 9509

www.SmithCrowe.com

------------------------------ Email 1,771 ------------------------------

From: matthew.allen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: An open internet...
I'd like to say that I support an open internet. To allow companies to charge more for allowing certain data through is a
slippery slope and is not something that an open government should allow.

To allow for certain organizations and companies to act as gatekeepers over what we can or can not see destroys much
of what makes the internet great. The wonderful equality of the internet is one of the great things in our world today. To
allow these companies to charge different rates for different internet traffic destroys that equality and says "only those
people who are able to pay will be allowed to participate in internet as future."
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We can not allow this... please support an open internet.

© 2013 EagleView Technologies, Inc. All Rights Reserved. Roof estimation reports issued by EagleView Technologies
are covered by one or more International and U.S. patents and pending applications, including U.S. Patent Nos.
8,078,436; 8,145,578 ; 8,170,840 and 8,209,152. This message may be subject to nondisclosure, copyright and privacy
policy. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender. www.eagleview.com and
www.pictometry.com

------------------------------ Email 1,772 ------------------------------

From: jdevore64
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: Internet Fairness
Is it fair, as a consumer, to pay an ISP for internet access, subscribe to a service...say Netflix, only to have my ISP
charge Netflix, which pays for internet access themselves, to use their network....which I am paying them to use?

Netflix will then raise my price to pay for the fees my ISP is charging them.

So how many times should I have pay my ISP for service?

Should an ISP get paid twice for every byte that is being sent?

A response would be nice, although I do not expect one.

Please, work for the American people, not the big service providers that each make billions and billions of dollars each
year already.

Thank you

Jerry DeVore.

------------------------------ Email 1,773 ------------------------------

From: beinghere
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission in general:
"...former cable TV and cell phone industry lobbyist, revealed proposed new rules -- drafted by himself -- that would
end net neutrality. Big corporations would pay for faster delivery of their content, making it difficult for smaller
operations to compete."

BEYOND DISGUSTED WITH SMALL PEOPLE IN LARGE POSITIONS ENSURING THAT BIG
CORPORATIONS GET MORE THAN THEIR FAIR SHARE. BEYOND DISGUSTED WITH THE REVOLVING
DOOR BETWEEN THEM AND DC. HELLO, MR. WHEELER, YOU BEING A CASE IN POINT. EVEN IF WE
DIDN'T KNOW THIS ABOUT YOU, YOUR RULING WOULD SURELY GIVE US A CLUE AS TO WHOSE PET
YOU MIGHT BE.

MAYBE IT'S TIME TO CLEAN HOUSE, TOP TO BOTTOM, GREEN PARTY ALL THE WAY THROUGH. GET
RID OF YOU PANDERERS AND PUT IN THOSE WHO KNOW WHO THEY ARE SUPPOSED TO REPRESENT--
US, U.S. CITIZENS. YES, I HAVE SHOUTED THROUGHOUT AS I AM TRULY TIRED OF DECISIONS MADE
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BY THE SHORTSIGHTED WHO PANDER TO OLD BOSSES AS THEY NOW HAVE POSITIONS IN WHICH
THEY CAN DO SO AT WHATEVER COSTS--THE PUBLIC BE DAMNED.

E. RODRIGUEZ
1 MOUNTAIN RD
OTISVILLE, NY 10963
US

------------------------------ Email 1,774 ------------------------------

From: pcendeavorsny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I write to you today with much trepidation regarding the subject of Net Neutrality.

If you are serious about protecting the future of communications for all or the integrity of your commission you will
grow a pair and stand behind the generations that have yet to need a free and open internet for expression in a new age.

There is a serious question of Liberty, here. You will stand with the American people or other. If My expectations are
not clear I would be happy to discuss it with you or your agent.

Best Regards,
Ross Baker
RVC, NY
516-232-5301

Ross Baker
12 Linhurst Pl
Rockville Centre, NY 11570
US

------------------------------ Email 1,775 ------------------------------

From: gesus236
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: Keep the internet the same please.
I would like to encourage you and your partners to keep the internet how it is. Its a great scource for anyone to get
information. The belief  is that by changing the way it works that will not be the case. Big companies, that by history
books care more for the bottom line than the people will charge for the info everyone should have access to

Thank you for your time.
Hope you make the right decision.
Sincerely Bryan O'Brien
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Sent from my Sprint tablet

------------------------------ Email 1,776 ------------------------------

From: johnson.christopher00
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing you in regards to the FCC's "Open Internet Guidelines". I will spare you a long-winded rant. I am sure your
 inbox is full of emails like those. I just wanted to add my name to the list of those opposed to the end of net neutrality. I
 would like to point out to you another name on that list, President Obama, who said in 2009:
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality.  "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there."
If internet providers are able to change bandwidth speed/allotment based on what it charges the website
manager/creator, it will ultimately lead to increased costs to consumers. Therefore, the "best" internet would be only
available willing to those willing to pay for it. This would exacerbate the wealth gap in this country even further. I will
not pretend that this is purely an ideological argument; I simply do not want to pay more for a service I already have due
 to simple greed on the part of corporations like Comcast or Time Warner Cable.

Thank you for you time,

Christopher K Johnson
Research Associate
Valley-Columbia Heart Center

mailto

------------------------------ Email 1,777 ------------------------------

From: thedonquixotic
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!!!

The future of free speech is at stake.

David French
2121 W William Cannon Drive
Austin, TX 78745
US

------------------------------ Email 1,778 ------------------------------

From: xcaliber002
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Mr. Chairman,

 I write you today asking you to protect net neutrality and stand up to the telecommunications industry that seeks to have
 it dismantled. You and the FCC are the only thing that stand in the way of another corporate victory over the American
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people. I know it is difficult to stand up to such a powerful lobby, but you have a great responsibility to protect the
interests of the American people. I beg you to heed the calls of thousands of ordinary citizens and stand up for our
rights, as is the noble charge of all dutiful public servants such as yourself. Thank you!

Keith Leonard

------------------------------ Email 1,779 ------------------------------

From: tsaot
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:59
Subject: How exactly are the new rules allowing traffic prioritization  helpful to the Internet?
Mr Wheeler,

The new FCC open internet rules, as you are well aware, now allow ISPs such mine (Comcast), to charge services I use
for reliable access to me.

My question around this issue is this? How do these rules promote a more reliable Internet?

I am currently signed up for a data plan that allows a 25 Mb/s connection to the Internet. Ideally, if that data is sent to
me at less than 25 Mb/s, I should receive that data at the speed sent. If it's sent faster, I could understand it being slowed
down because I'm not paying for that level of service.

My current understanding of this matter is though that if my data, or data sent to me, has not been, let's say, insured for
lack of a better term, and someone else has requested data that has been insured, and there is not enough bandwidth
available, my data will be delayed/dropped despite my paying for access to it. Please correct me if I'm wrong. If I'm not,
 how is this right?

Thanks,
Anthony Howell II

------------------------------ Email 1,780 ------------------------------

From: edhmelusbusiness3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:59
Subject: Net Neutrality and you, good sir.
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

Have you heard yet? Net Neutrality is important.

------------------------------ Email 1,781 ------------------------------

From: shjo0703
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:59
Subject: Net Neutrality : Please uphold
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to let you know that the recent decisions about net neutrality are absolutely NOT OK. The proposed "Open
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Internet Rules" guideline as pointed out in recent reports is absolutely abhorrent, giving much too much power to the
corporations such as Comcast, Time-Warner, and Verizon. In your public response to this (see below link), you've given
 extremely vague statements that don't actually refute the article.
   I implore you and your organization to please consider the American citizens when making your decisions, rather than
 corporations. At the least release this information outlining the official guidelines as voted/selected to the public.

Sincerely,

Josh Shadrick

------------------------------ Email 1,782 ------------------------------

From: ramseyahmed5
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:59
Subject: Net nutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler net nutrality is a fair concept and to drive up prices would hurt the common user of the internet to
the point of canceling there subscriptions all together due to not being able to afford their subscriptions. This is not OK

------------------------------ Email 1,783 ------------------------------

From: evanstexture
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 13:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
You will be setting our country back decades if you give in to corporate pressure.
The internet is the last bastion of true freedom on the planet, taking that away makes you a monster.
Don't be a monster.

Josh Evans

------------------------------ Email 1,784 ------------------------------

From: pdolack61
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:00
Subject: Net neutrality must be preserved

To: Chairman Wheeler and the commissioners of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am shocked at your intention to dismantle net neutrality, and allow corporate censorship of the Internet. This goes
against all reason.

The D.C. Circuit has clearly indicated that the FCC need only regulate Internet service providers in the same manner as
telecommunications companies to be able to impose net neutrality laws. It is of the upmost importance that the FCC do
this, and preserve net neutrality.

Shame on the FCC for imposing corporate censorship on the Internet. Democracy withers when information is blocked.

Pete Dolack

NY 11222
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,785 ------------------------------

From: jaerin79
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Do not end the equal playing field on the web and increase the income gap in our country.

------------------------------ Email 1,786 ------------------------------

From: v10hellfire01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

So much for me taking the time to give you a simple and well researched letter treating you like a human being who can
 make rational decisions. I did all that even knowing this issue would still present itself eventually, and I was right.

If you have any morals and principals, please reconsider your actions with much thought. Otherwise, you are leading us
down a slope from which we cannot return, thus harming American society even more and making us a shell of our
former selves in the eyes of other developing nations--like Brazil.

There's a reason why America is failing in everything day by day...I wonder why?

Robert Olszewski
10 Buell Street
New Britain, CT 06051
US

------------------------------ Email 1,787 ------------------------------

From: lendolthornton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
We get taxed to death already. Stop costing us more for greedy corporations. If politicians allow things like this to
happen a revolution will start online. That's not a threat by me but, it is a warning of what more capable people will do.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,788 ------------------------------

From: daerice
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:02
Subject: You killed the Internet
Hey FCC,
Fuck you.

Today I mourn the end of an era, the end of freedom, the end of everything that was good about the internet.

You killed it. You failed us, all of America, and the world.
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Sincerely,
Andrea Juillerat-Olvera

------------------------------ Email 1,789 ------------------------------

From: simplee
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

WE DEMAND ACTION FOR DEMOCRATIC MEDIA!!!
WE ARE FED UP WITH YOU BEING A PUPPET OF THE MEGA-CORPORATE INTERESTS!

WE DEMAND NET NEUTRALITY NOW!!!!

Lee Stanfield
6231 E. 15th St.
Tucson, AZ 85711
US

------------------------------ Email 1,790 ------------------------------

From: redbird462001
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Diane Ray

------------------------------ Email 1,791 ------------------------------

From: mike.smeen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:04
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Subject: Concerned about your latest policy announcement
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I just wanted to voice my concerns about your policy announcement yesterday. Although you’ve seemed to backtrack a
bit today on exactly what the proposal would entail, the end result of the is still clear: there will be discrimination
between different types of internet traffic. No matter how small the “commercially reasonable” fee may be, the troubling
 factor is that any fee at all is going to stifle innovation and ultimately be bad for the end consumer.  The even scarier
part is, we both know how government bureaucracy works - an open ended phrase like “commercially reasonable” ends
up getting turned into granular details that ultimately favor the companies who lobby the government and pay to put
people like yourself in office.

I’d like to take one excerpt from the public statement made today as an example: "After all, a prioritized connection for
a heart monitor may be a good thing at home without harming anyone else.” Sure, in theory that sounds great! However,
 these are the scenarios that pop up in my head immediately after reading this statement:

1. What’s to stop there being a tiered system for heart monitors, one in which those with good health insurance plans or
enough money to pay for the “premium heart rate monitor traffic”?

2. What if a new startup company develops a new heart monitor that’s revolutionary?

a. Without the capital up front, how can they make their product into the homes of those who need it without being able
to pay the cable companies the big bucks to make sure their product works as it should?

b. What if they develop a compression algorithm that makes the “priority pipe” necessity for that traffic unnecessary?
It’s still traffic of that particular type and thus will still be subject to additional fees if the cable companies see fit.

Overall - the picture that has only begun to be painted from this announcement is already scary. It will only get scarier
when lobbyists and big business get their hands on it.

Do the right thing for the citizens of this country. We do not need to be protected from Janet Jackson’s “nip slip,” we
need protection from the corporations who are trying to take over the internet, something that we all know is just as
necessary as phone lines are and should be treated as such (like a necessity, not a commodity).

Thank you for your time and I hope you have the courage to stand up and fight for what you already know is right.

—
Best,

Michael Smeen
310 Bradley Ave
Northvale, NJ 07647
(201) 965-1524

------------------------------ Email 1,792 ------------------------------

From: crbennett87
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:04
Subject: Why are you giving more power to monopolies?
Monopolistic Internet providers don't need more ways to accumulate money. They're expressing interests of pure greed
and you're enabling them. You should be ashamed, and I don't support you. The media is already controlled by 6 huge
companies, and the Internet is the only source of freedom that citizens have left, media-wise. You are destroying that.
Please reconsider your actions before this country is brought to shambles by the corporations that are already controlling
 it.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 1,793 ------------------------------

From: neil
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
How long do you think we can be condescended to and ignored. We want net neutrality.

Neil Alexander
4227 164th Street
Flushing, NY 11358
US

------------------------------ Email 1,794 ------------------------------

From: sierra
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:07
Subject: Tom, please do a better job protecting the internet.
The free sharing of information is basically humanity's only hope. Donors need to get to causes. Free platforms need to
be offered young geniuses who will fix the problems of the future. I (a small business owner) need to continue to talk
face to face with my little brother (a student) in Buenos Aires via Skype for an affordable, low monthly rate so my
family can stay as tightly knit as it's always been.

Don't let big money walk all over our internet. We need it in good shape so it can help us build a better future together.

Thanks,

Sierra Frost Haager | 503.583.8615 | BREAKUP RECORDS<http://www.breakuprecords.com/>

Portland | Oakland | Brooklyn | The Internet

------------------------------ Email 1,795 ------------------------------

From: ennis.harper
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:07
Subject: The end of network neutrality. Regulatory Capture.
Text book regulatory capture.

Legal scholars have pointed to the possibility that federal agencies such as the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) had been captured by media conglomerates.
Peter Schuck of Yale Law School has argued that the FCC is subject to capture by

the media industries' leaders and therefore reinforce the operation of corporate
cartels in a form of "corporate socialism" that serves to "regressively tax
consumers, impoverish small firms, inhibit new entry, stifle innovation, and diminish

consumer choice".[39] The FCC selectively granted communications licenses to some radio
and television stations in a process that excludes other citizens and little stations
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from having access to the public.[40]

Michael K. Powell, who served on the FCC for eight years and was chairman for four, was
appointed president and chief executive officer of the National Cable & Telecommunications
 Association, a lobby group. As of April 25, 2011, he will be the chief lobbyist and the

industry's liaison with Congress, the White House, the FCC and other federal agencies.

Meredith Attwell Baker was one of the FCC commissioners who approved a controversial
merger between NBC Universal and Comcast. Four months later, she announced her resignation
from the FCC to join Comcast's Washington, D.C. lobbying office.[42] Legally, she is

prevented from lobbying anyone at the FCC for two years and an agreement made by Comcast
with the FCC as a condition of approving the merger will ban her from lobbying any
executive branch agency for life. Nonetheless, Craig Aaron, of Free Press, who opposed the

merger, complained that "the complete capture of government by industry barely raises any
eyebrows" and said public policy would continue to suffer from the "continuously revolving
door at the FCC".

------------------------------ Email 1,796 ------------------------------

From: cyaperry
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:07
Subject: Your recent decision regarding net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing in regards to today's news that the FCC intends to allow for Internet service providers to sell "fast lanes" to
content providers.

I would like to voice my strongest displeasure with this decision. Creating an open, free, and equal internet is one of
America's greatest achievements, and set a precedent that has been followed by all free nations throughout the world.
Today, you upset this balance, handing the keys to the most important and powerful invention of the last half-century
over to already-successful businesses who increasingly operate like oligarchic regional monopolies.

I cannot understand the rationale for this decision, other than idiocy, a sickening lack of spine, or simple corruption. It is
 simply bad business. The highest profile (American) companies in the world today: Google, Apple, Facebook,
Microsoft, Amazon etc, have all achieved success from humble origins precisely because the people who preceded you
in your position had enough foresight to understand that, in our capitalist system, an equal playing field is necessary to
spur future growth. Your decision won't kill these companies, but it will kill the possibility of new ones who lack the
resources required to pay to be favored by ISP providers. It might kill Netflix, for example, because of the price increase
 it will have to pass on to it's subscribers- the same subscribers who pay for it precisely because it allows them a way to
watch television programs, without needing to pay for the exorbitant fees the cable companies want for their
"programming bundles." In other words, you force people's money back into the arms of the very same folks who were
trying to get away from them. Coincidence? I bet not.

Besides being awful capitalist policy, this decision paves the way for the censorship of the internet- we are not china, so
the government won't censor content- so instead, Verizon/Comcast will just simply remove specific content that they
find offensive. God knows what that will be. I won't see it, so I guess I'll never know. Your office will claim that this is
not the case, that it's an overreaction, but I am no longer buying it. You have lost all credibility in regarding this.

All that aside, you just sold your country. You know it, I know it, but what you don't know is that for what it's worth,
you have just lost the Democratic party my vote until someone reverses it's policy of being for the corporate interest in
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product to market this year. However, with this announcement, I have little hope that the barriers to entry will be low
enough for us to make an impact and difference in the world thanks to the open internet. We have small budgets, we
cannot afford to pay the big-boy prices for access to the internet economy like Google, Netflix, and other entities.

This is a complete and total barrier to our ability to create and share with the world. If these rules were in place in 1995
we would not have things such as Facebook, Google, Apple Computers, or even Microsoft. Everything in our new
digital era is founded on the shoulders of giants that started as David’s before they became Goliath’s.

While the world may be flat, the internet is not. These kinds of barriers will only bring budding entrepreneurs their
knees as they would now be forced to play the game by the rules of Verizon, or Comcast. I cannot even imagine an
America where this becomes a necessity and not a risk.

No doubt you’ll be receiving many responses to your new proposed rules, and it’s likely my own response will go
unheard. However, myself and many other who live our lives in the digital space will be working tirelessly to make sure
 that this never happens. I have already contacted all of my representatives from the municipal to state to federal level to
 make sure that I am heard.

I implore you to reconsider.

Thank you for your time,

Matt Offers

Product Manager

Amarillo Segment Lead

Seilevel

email mailto:

mobile   469.667.1795

office     512.527.9952

fax         512.527.9953

requirements defined<http://requirements.seilevel.com/blog/>

------------------------------ Email 1,800 ------------------------------
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From: rodrwill1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

In 2007, presidential candidate Barack Obama vowed to support net neutrality—and we need to hold him to that
promise.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

Name me 1 segment of society that was originally developed "for the people" that HAS NOT morphed into "for
corporations or special interests." The repeal of Glass-Steagall started it all. The middle class started dying that day, a
slow grim death that is yet to come.

Please protect us; the citizens who created the opportunity for these corporations to exist. Frankly, they should all
acknowledge that and strive to put customers first rather than the bottom line. Why change the paradigm to a LESS
friendly and potentially much more expensive one? Who will support these corporations if no one has any money to do
so? Half of the United States citizens live paycheck to paycheck. Tell me how deciding in favor of Verizon Comcast etc
represents "we the people."

                                 Thank you,
                                  Will

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,801 ------------------------------

From: hennessey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:09
Subject: Give me a Break on this one, will ya?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Hennessey
10212 S. 45th St.
Phoenix, AZ 85044
US

------------------------------ Email 1,802 ------------------------------

From: narayanjgold
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Tom Wheeler,

I am writing asking you to ensure that net neutrality stays a right of each and every citizen.  Over the last several years I
have watched as the only cable company in my area repeatedly raised the prices on my internet without improving my
connection or download speeds.  I am fearful that if the government does not protect smaller companies that these types
of situations will continue.  I subscribe to comcast cable and have not had the best experience with them and I am
fearful of data caps and small companies not being able to pay to allow me to access them.  President Barack Obama put
 it well "I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that
says that the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to
be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about
the internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."  Please don't allow companies like Comcast and
Verizon take away this right.

Thank you,

Narayan Gold

------------------------------ Email 1,803 ------------------------------

From: jmburton
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:09
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
I wanted to take a moment to express my concern regarding reports, data, and articles that have been in the media
regarding the change in position the FCC is starting to take. I'm sure you've all heard the 2007 quote from now President
 Obama, but that statement of the internet being a fundamentally equal environment, at least within the United States,
still holds true.

As a gainfully employed Millennial, the internet has been changing and evolving my whole life. And with every
iteration and buzzterm, it becomes a more interesting place. The internet of the 90s is pretty silly looking now, and it
was a little confusing at the time, but in 2014 the web has evolved, taking over almost every facet of American life. To
suggest that it would be beneficial to have companies control this environment by controlling speeds that certain
websites and applications may get is completely ridiculous, and I sincerely hope that each of you know this deep down,
regardless of what data is published.

Many of the choices that are made in Washington today only benefit companies, leaving the consumers to pick up the
pieces. Don't act like politicians; please make the correct choice and stay with Net Neutrality.

Thank you,
Jacquelyn Burton

------------------------------ Email 1,804 ------------------------------

From: thaddeusmt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:09
Subject: Don't End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality!

Evan Johnson
1247 East 1300 South
Salt Lake City, UT 84105
US

------------------------------ Email 1,805 ------------------------------

From: freakhound.krew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Don't Let greed win
Don't let Verizon, Time warner Etc..have there way
Do not let this Go unchecked
Fight for net Neutrality for it not to get trampled on by these companies
Seriously is messed up and i don't wan't to suffer finacially cause of them

------------------------------ Email 1,806 ------------------------------

From: lorac1061
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:10
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Please, sir, let's not start the ball rolling on opportunists taking advantage of our legal system to gain unnecessary profits
 and control over the internet in the United states. We all enjoy it's free use and love the privilege to do so in our
country. You are one of us, act as one of us. Maintain Net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 1,807 ------------------------------

From: ixlad
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:10
Subject: Net Neutrality for everyone

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Luis de la Fuente
1066 san pasqual st.
Pasadena, CA 91106
US

------------------------------ Email 1,808 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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The Internet has only succeeded due to its neutral nature.  The largest success stories on the network, such as Google,
Netflix, Facebook, Twitter, all of which are common household names, could not have formed in a "pay to play"
environment.

I understand carriers need to make money.  I work for a carrier.  However, I also understand the Internet only has value
due to the services and content you can reach through it.  Neutering future companies by making it impossible for them
to compete against large entrenched players means the future Internet will be a dustier, older version of the Internet we
already have (because new innovation will be killed in its cradle and the result will be stagnation).

Do you want to go down in history as the people who destroyed the future potential of the Internet?  History is very
unkind in its assessment of people who made short-sighted decisions, and history remembers you for a long time.  I
don't think I'd want to be that guy.  Do you?

Sincerely,
Dan Lowe
* Internet user since 1991
* Working in the Internet & carrier industry since 1995
* Parent who doesn't want my kids' Internet to suck

Dan Lowe

OH 44060

------------------------------ Email 1,809 ------------------------------

From: ericjacobson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:10
Subject: internet access versus internet content
Good afternoon!

I just wanted to send a quick note with my thoughts on Net Neutrality. Let me first start by briefly explaining my
situation.

I get broadband internet from Comcast. I pay $85/month for a 50MB plan. There is no faster service available, in fact,
no competitors even come close. I would drop Comcast in a heartbeat if I had the option. I do not get television or
telephone service from Comcast.

I get my media content from Netflix and Amazon Prime. I pay Netflix $8/month for content. Notice: This is less than
1/10th what I pay Comcast to get my content to me quickly.

Recently, Comcast has strongarmed Netflix into subsidizing Comcast for my data connection, on my behalf. I feel like
that's completely irrational. I don't understand why my $85/month doesn't already include a guarantee that I will have
fast internet?

I don't understand why this is tolerated by the FCC. Comcast has a straight-up undeniable monopoly on the high speed
wired internet market in Minneapolis. They are clearly using their monopoly to their own advantages. Doesn't the FCC
exist for the purposes of controlling these exact issues?

I look forward to your response! Thanks!
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-Eric Jacobson
206-459-1973

------------------------------ Email 1,810 ------------------------------

From: hennessey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:10
Subject: Start Listening to THE PEOPLE!!!!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Hennessey
10212 S. 45th St.
Phoenix, AZ 85044
US

------------------------------ Email 1,811 ------------------------------

From: halorules15
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I believe that Net Neutrality must be observed. Barack Obama spoke out in support of it in 2007. I don't believe that it's
right for internet service providers to charge more to certain customers or companies. Please do not let the FCC act
against the best interest of the people it's trying to serve.

Philip Lagarde

------------------------------ Email 1,812 ------------------------------

From: rivetingmelody
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:11
Subject: Keep net neutrality.
"Open Internet Rules" is wrong. It drives up prices for consumers and promotes absolute favoritism with service
providers. It may not be openly stated but that is the outcome of what is happening. The internet is not something to
monopolize. We all use it. We all benefit from it. Trying so hard to "own" this is criminal and if someone honestly
believes it is okay it is greed to the core. I don't know everything there is to know about this battle but I know that no
good can come of forwarding this idea. All it does is line pockets and give internet providers reason to be bias.

------------------------------ Email 1,813 ------------------------------

From: lorena222
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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No no no you can't take OUR internet! Do you hear me?? YOU CAN NOT. Do whatever you have to do to keep the
internet free for all. I am so sick of corporate scum and corrupt government ruining every good thing in the world.

Lorena McGovern
PO BOX 224
QUILCENE, WA 98376
US

------------------------------ Email 1,814 ------------------------------

From: jeff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

There is a dangerous "fox guarding the henhouse" situation in allowing telecoms to meter the Internet. The Internet is an
 incubator for innovation because a start-up can get the same online visibility as a large company. For that reason, net
neutrality is critically important.

Jeffrey Zienowicz

------------------------------ Email 1,815 ------------------------------

From: steinmetz t
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality.

Chairman Wheeler and the FCC:

The Internet is for end users, NOT corporations!

Please support net neutrality.  Killing it is like restricting personal travel: only certain companies would be allowed to
use the Interstate system, no personal cars. What kind of sense fore that make?

That's not fair to actual Americans!

Tom Steinmetz
6867 Oakes Rd.
Brecksville, OH 44141
US

------------------------------ Email 1,816 ------------------------------

From: ds
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is absolutely counter to the mission of the FTC.  The government works on behalf of the people's freedom, not
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corporate entity entitlement to profit.

Daniel Starling
850 N. Oakland
Apt. 4
Fayetteville, AR 72701
US

------------------------------ Email 1,817 ------------------------------

From: bermudaheaven
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:13
Subject:

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel Bond
2528 Crater Lane
Newberg, OR 97132
US

------------------------------ Email 1,818 ------------------------------

From: jake.puffer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:13
Subject: I want to keep Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Don't create an ecosystem for corporate domination of the Internet! We want net neutrality.  Wheeler's proposal
undermines the basics of net neutrality.

Jacob Puffer
2825 8TH AVE.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90018
US

------------------------------ Email 1,819 ------------------------------

From: merrittb7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Screw all of you. You're KILLING the U.S. Economy as we speak by doing this. You will put an end to the global tech
boom that our country is famous for by implementing some cockamimie "fast lane" that no doubt the Comcast, Verizon
and AT&T lobbyists have told you to implement. Oh wait, every one of you has worked for them at some point in time.
The blame will be on all of you for the downfall of the U.S. economy, and especially you Tom Wheeler, when tech
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companies can no longer reach the audiences they used to because people cannot afford to pay for fast internet speeds.
So thank you, all of you, for killing our future.

Brandon

Brandon Merrit
3750 King Ranch Road
Ukiah, CA 95482
US

------------------------------ Email 1,820 ------------------------------

From: nunez.robert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Rob (  writes:

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,821 ------------------------------

From: seanmcconnell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As the IT Manager of a small business I am deeply concerned about the idea of Internet Service Providers being allowed
 to throttle bandwidth and charge tolls for preferential treatment.  The business I support is a small chain of retail stores
that are connected to each other over the Internet.  Our Internet connections are used to transfer business critical files,
provide customers with information about our products, and perform off site backups of a very large amount of data.
These processes are absolutely critical our company and we pay a hefty fee for our Internet bandwidth, over $1000 per
month.
We pay for and expect a certain level of service from our ISPs.  When we upload backup data to our off-site backup
service we expect our bandwidth will not be artificially reduced by our ISP, our off site backup service's ISP, or any
other network in between.  This is what we considered the agreement when we purchased this service and we expect the
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 FCC to hold our ISP to the static standard of service we agreed upon, not allow them to change the nature of Internet
service at will.

Internet access as it is billed to and used by customers today is a utility, or "common carrier" and should be regulated as
such by the FCC.  The FCC mistakenly classified it as an "Information Service" and has made no apparent effort to
correct this mistake.
Internet Service Providers sell and guarantee a specified amount of bandwidth to each customer individually, exactly the
 same as terrestrial phone services.  What end customers do with that bandwidth, be it email or browsing or online video
 games or streaming media, is none of the Internet Service Provider's business.  Internet Service Providers have no right
to limit the use of this utility by "Throttling" the bandwidth of any third-party content provider and effectively reduce
the customer's quality of service below the level agreed upon between the provider and customer.

Likewise, as a utility service, ISPs should not be demanding a fee from third-party content providers for preferential
treatment.  In phone terms that would be like AT&T charging a fee directly to Sprint customers who call AT&T
customers for better call quality and then heavily compressing the calls of Sprint customers who do not pay the fee.
Third-party content providers already pay significantly more than the average customer because the bandwidth they
require is significantly higher than the average customer.

There is also an issue of conflict of interest in this matter that has been rarely discussed.  It is well known that the major
media companies have ownership or significant financial interest in the operation of most major Internet Service
Providers.  These companies will effectively give their subsidiaries and/or sister companies a free ride on their networks
 while third-parties will be charged extra for the privilege of reasonable quality of service.  Third-party companies that
cannot afford to pay will be pushed out of business as their audience will be unwilling to accept poor service even if the
fault rests with the Internet Service Provider.

The current course of the FCC will destroy all hope of proper regulation of Internet access, ruin the customer's
experience and confidence in a stable Internet, and destroy the environment that allowed the amazing innovations we've
seen in Internet technology over the past 20 years.  I beg you to reverse this destructive course and move to correct the
mistakes of the past by reclassifying all Internet Service Providers as "common carrier" utilities.

Sean McConnell
2711 E Michigan Street
Indianapolis, IN 46201
US

------------------------------ Email 1,822 ------------------------------

From: jake
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'll keep this short.  As a citizen I wanted to voice my displeasure at
how the agency is handling net neutrality.  I understand that the FCC has
lost in court while trying to regulate net neutrality in the past, but
this is no excuse for the current proposals coming from the FCC.

Internet access is a public utility, no matter how much the big ISP's
(Comcast, Verizon, et al) say otherwise.

The agency should stand against "Peering Agreements" such as the
Comcast/Netflix agreement.  ISPs should be "dumb pipes" that treat all
traffic equally. There should be no discrimination based on content source
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or content type.   ISPs should be required to transmit all packets to and
from customers with no interference, throttling, added fees, or censorship.

I would hope the agency would continue to work with lawmakers to protect
these basic internet principals rather than propose policies that
essentially green-light bad behavior by the ISPs.

No reply is necessary.  Thank you for listening.

------------------------------ Email 1,823 ------------------------------

From: k l marshall
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:14
Subject: Internet Fast Lane Rule
Mr. Wheeler,

I am blown away that anyone at the FCC can think that the fast lane proposal that is part of Net Neutrality rule will be
good for consumers. The only thing that can come from this new rule would be increased costs to consumers.
Companies like Netflix, Vonage and others will be forced to raise their prices which will in turn be passed down to
consumers.

As a consumer I already pay over $80 per month for what the US considers high-speed internet services. My ISP is
already paid a significant sum of money per month to pass my traffic regardless of what the traffic contains and where it
 is destined. The ISP should be a dumb pipe that treats all the traffic equally regardless of what it contains and the ISP
should plan and build their network and peers accordingly based on the number of subscribers and amount of traffic
they pass. This is what a free market should be!

Ultimately allowing the ISP to charge a company like Netflix or Vonage to transport their traffic means the ISPs are
getting paid twice to transport the same traffic. Not only will Netflix and Vonage have to raise their prices due to their
increased peering costs, the ISPs will also likely increase their costs as well by implementing tiered pricing plans.

This can only kill the Internet as we know it today!

Regards,
Kevin Marshall

------------------------------ Email 1,824 ------------------------------

From: davidomundo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality.

David Lee
1205 Maritime Way
Richmond 94804
US

------------------------------ Email 1,825 ------------------------------
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From: jdthestampede
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:14
Subject: Hello r
Hi I was just saw an article saying that you're going to allow isp to charge websites so they will be allotted so much
bandwidth over other websites. I think this is a terrible idea and does more harm to us than good. The internet is a great
place of equality and its current state with net neutrality keeps everything equal on all level if we dump these idea's then
we're just letting all the big isp pick and choose who has a speeder connection on their network. The price hike to use
the internet and any website would be outrageous and should not be allowed. I hope you take your time and think on
your actions sir I can only guess on how many emails you get a day on this and hope that you keep whatever sense of
net neutrality intact for everyone to be able to use the internet as equals.

James G

------------------------------ Email 1,826 ------------------------------

From: taylor hoyt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:14
Subject: A Plea For Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I doubt you'll even read this, but in the event you do I'll keep it brief.
The internet is a hornet's nest that you don't want to rattle. I'm sure you're getting immense pressure from ISPs to
comply to their whims, but please see the bigger picture.
Throttling websites and charging extra fees will DESTROY everything good about the internet.

What makes it great is for everyone to be on equal ground and to have a voice. Doing what you're doing will absolutely
ruin that.
The internet is an essential part of our daily lives, dare I say a utility. Please don't give in to greed and protect the
internet.
Hell, you'd be going against President Obama:

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the
servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

A concerned citizen,
- Taylor Hoyt

------------------------------ Email 1,827 ------------------------------

From: sdwoodson91
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

I live in the back woods and already have to pay an arm, a leg, and a left testicle for internet, not to mention Xbox live
and Netflix. If the prices go up any father I won't be able to afford anything internet service provides. I run a small at
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home craft shop and depend on the internet for my wares. I can't go without internet. My shop depends on it. It's not fair
 to offer a "fast lane" and require companies to pay extra for faster speeds. Actually you do that already. No need to add
more money to that already rising cost. I get you don't care because you have plenty of money to waste. However, not
many Americans do. I work two jobs other than my shop and can barely make ends meet as is. The only entertainment
in my life is the internet and Netflix. Raises those costs will force many Americans like myself to disconnect services
and cause companies to lose even more money because you are greedy. Please think about this in an average American's
 point of view and realize this means forced disconnects, gamers losing the only past time they have and love, and many
 companies losing money and going out of business. With the economy the way it is now, the country can't afford to
lose anymore.

------------------------------ Email 1,828 ------------------------------

From: leahclaire4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The wrong decision will further exacerbate our country's inequality. Don't put this kind of power into the hands of
corporate interests that have already proven they value greed over humanity. The internet should be equally accessible
to all, regardless of economic level. Please don't ruin this.

Leah Koch-Michael
11047 Otsego St
213
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US

------------------------------ Email 1,829 ------------------------------

From: klstorer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
It is a smack in the face of democracy and its principles to allow corporations to override net neutrality and it makes
you, Mr. Wheeler, and any on the FCC who agree with you, enemies of a free and democratic society.

Rethink your position. You are not behaving as one who deserves your post nor the respect of your fellow countrymen.

Act like a good standing member of your American society.

Kevin L. Storer
860 Hunter Rd
C
Enon, OH 45323
US

------------------------------ Email 1,830 ------------------------------
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From: egwynn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:15
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elijah Gwynn
150 W21st St
Apt 3J
New York, NY 10011

------------------------------ Email 1,831 ------------------------------

From: stephuw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:15
Subject: Free and open internet, please
Dear Tom Wheeler,

Please create net neutrality rules that encourage a free and open internet, not rules that stifle and inhibit it.

If the newly drafted rules are approved, not only would costs for consumers and online companies rise, but big, rich
companies with the money to pay large fees to Internet service providers would be favored over small start-ups with
innovative business models — stifling the birth of the next Facebook or Twitter. Smaller companies that can’t afford to
pay the premium will get whatever plodding service is left for everyone else.

Listen to what the people want, not what Time Warner and Comcast want. These monopolies should not get to dictate
how the internet is shaped.

Thank you,
Stephanie Markham
Seattle, WA 98105

------------------------------ Email 1,832 ------------------------------

From: yakyuzananji
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:15
Subject: A call to unveil the current Open Internet Proposal to the public
Mr. Wheeler,

Last night, reports came in that the current Open Internet Proposal that is being considered by the FCC will include
language that will permit the creation of a so called "Fast Lane" payment structure.  While you have since come forward
 to say that this isn't true, you were distressingly vague about what is actually contained in those proposals.  As such I
ask you, please release the current Proposal to the public.  You and the FCC are the organization that represent us, the
American People, and our best interests, and repeatedly your representation has come up against veritable mountains of
money and political pressure from the organizations that stand to directly profit from anti Net Neutrality, and who have
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already begun to extort large companies like Netflix into paying extra for "preferential treatment", and the permission in
 doing so is a slippery slope.

Recently, the EU made motion to draft Net Neutrality into fundamental law across Europe.  The fact that America is
still fighting over it is in many ways embarrassing at this point.  I urge you to reveal your current Proposal to the public,
and to take steps toward making the Internet a public utility.

Thank you for your time,
Andrew Seich

------------------------------ Email 1,833 ------------------------------

From: peace4myheart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:15
Subject: Net Neutrality!!!
I am a supporter of net neutrality and not the greed of larger internet provider.  I voted for Obama and his administration
 with the promise to uphold net neutrality.  However, now I hear that this promise is being broken.  Please reconsider the
 future of the internet and for the good of all Americans and not fall into corporate greed.  I understand that money
makes the world turns, but there is much more to life than just making money.  So please do the right thing.  Thank you.
  Nghia D. Doan.

--

"If the truth is cruel, then surely lies must be kind.  That is why kindness is a lie!!!”

------------------------------ Email 1,834 ------------------------------

From: aam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

Ending net neutrality is the death knell of what makes the internet such an extraordinary engine for prosperity and
human freedom.

Please do not destroy the greatest tool ever invented for expanding human capabilities!

Please do not knuckle-under to the incumbent, vested interests.

Please preserve net neutrality!

Sincerely,

Adam Margulies

Adam Margulies
211 Howe Street
Seattle, WA 98109
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,835 ------------------------------

From: howard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We see how we already have the worst internet speeds and prices in the developed world.  That's bad enough.  What's
worse is that the carriers in this country aren't being treated as common carriers in fact.  They should have no knowledge
 or interest in the content of the traffic, unless they are liable for that content.  If they want to remain non-liable, they
really need to get their hands off, and just do what we're paying them to do: route the packets.  Route them accurately,
without snooping, fast as possible.

We not want smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Howard Shubs
3305 Calle Cuervo NW apt 924
Albuquerque, NM 87114
US

------------------------------ Email 1,836 ------------------------------

From: aaclark91
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:16
Subject:
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there." - President Barrack Obama

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,837 ------------------------------

From: tsimpson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:16
Subject: No Fake Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tom Simpson
105 Corley Woods Ct
Lexington, SC 29072
US

------------------------------ Email 1,838 ------------------------------

From: finalxinc
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:16
Subject: Keep net neutrality!!!
Do not let corporations run the last free haven Americans have!

------------------------------ Email 1,839 ------------------------------

From: herr.james
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I know your background makes it difficult for you to consider ordinary users, but seriously: that's your job, not to
pander to big businesses. Do your job, quit being a hack for the big net companies.

James Herr
818 Brittany Dr
Cheyenne, WY 82009
US

------------------------------ Email 1,840 ------------------------------

From: magusxp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr Wheeler,

I am writing to you asking you to reconsider your current position about the upcoming rules related to net neutrality.
This goes far beyond just netflix, this affects consumers and the purchasing power of people. These actions will tip the
scale even more favoring those who can afford the effects of the new rules you are trying to implement. Not all of us are
 rich, so please reconsider your position on these new rules, because otherwise it will seem that you are more interested
in the well being of corporations rather the citizens of this country.

Thank you for your time, and I hope you read this email and rethink your position.

Regards

Isaac Vega

------------------------------ Email 1,841 ------------------------------

From: aaclark91
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Do not change net neutrality
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there." - President Barrack Obama

Sent from my iPhone
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------------------------------ Email 1,842 ------------------------------

From: homegrown53
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Clearly you are dickhead accomplices to the oligarchs.

Net neutrality is a black and white issue.  By trying to grey it you are making it clear that you favor blacking it out

Jim Wells
18 W. Stewart Ave
Medford, OR 97501
US

------------------------------ Email 1,843 ------------------------------

From: mcs363
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is a key component of the way the internet functions currently. It allows for an open forum (relatively)
uncensored and unpolluted by corporate interests. Equal access to all content is at the heart of net neutrality, and must
be preserved at all costs. To allow corporations to pay more for consumers to have easier access to their content is one
of a slew of ways in which the US government is not a democracy, but a government fueled by money, a plutocracy, or
any other term you might prefer. You must retain and support net neutrality to allow for open communication for the
future of America. It is an obscene infringment upon our personal rights to be spied upon willy nilly by the government
(and its corporate partners). But to be given only a certain subset of 'approved' or 'paid for' content AND have
surveillance puts the US awfully close to being a totalitarian state, the very opposite of what the US was founded as.
Support net neutrality, and help to restore democracy to the US.

Michael Schramm

------------------------------ Email 1,844 ------------------------------

From: ironichorse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.
Do the right thing. Safe guard the future for ALL on the internet!

Peter Grahame

Albuquerque, NM 87114
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US

------------------------------ Email 1,845 ------------------------------

From: tinyquake
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Oppose the Comcast/Time Warner Monopoly Proposal
Dear Chairperson Wheeler,

I believe from my personal experience with Comcast here in Savannah GA that allowing ISPs to also be content sellers
(via their cable television services in this case) is a disservice to the American people. I also believe supporting the
Comcast buyout of Time Warner will make the situation worse for me as a consumer.

In my case, Comcast has offered me access to the internet with and without having it packaged with their television
cable service here in Savannah.If I purchase my internet access by itself, the rate per month is substantially higher than
the rate for a "package" the includes (very) basic local cable TV access.

I do not want or need their cable television access, nor do I appreciate having to pay for it. My choice, in this market in
which they have an effective monopoly, is to take the package deal or just disconnect from the internet.

I am happy with the reception I get with my antenna from local broadcast channels. I get full HD where it is broadcast
in HD, and I get all of the sub-channels of the local stations as well. I do not get this Quality of Service from Comcast
basic cable - it is low resolution and does not include sub-channels.

In St Petersburg FL I also have an internet connection, through "WOW" (Wide Open West), which is (relatively) a
much smaller ISP. They charge me a flat rate for fast internet access which is substantially lower that what I am forced
to pay in Savannah. WOW does NOT sell cable television access nor access to special content they control or generate.
Their pricing is simple and transparent. AND they have competition in the St Petersburg area which keeps pricing under
 control.

I find it hard to believe that making Comcast larger will improve my access or costs for internet access here in
Savannah. That, to me, is not a reasonable expectation.

Yours respectfully,

Thomas Valler

Registered Voter

------------------------------ Email 1,846 ------------------------------

From: rrange
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Please Don't End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Please don't allow the last true open interface for information exchange to be dictated by the wishes of our not-so-
benevolent ISP's.

Ronald Range

TN 37920
US

------------------------------ Email 1,847 ------------------------------

From: tomreeck
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is an outrage, and we want action for democratic media, not corporate gifts allowing domination of the Internet.
We want net neutrality.

Thomas Reeck

CO 80026

------------------------------ Email 1,848 ------------------------------

From: msg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:17
Subject: Net Neutrality is Necessary!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Seeing telecommunications companies choose traffic to restrict speeds on would be seeing every new Internet cloud
provider never have happened.  Please don't kill my startup

Matt Goldstein
73 Hancock st
Somerville, MA 02144
US

------------------------------ Email 1,849 ------------------------------

From: fgshepard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

Please support the principles of Net Neutrality and reconsider your reported proposal to allow preferential treatment of
certain content at a charge. Such a policy will encourage ISPs to not improve standard service and will make it more
difficult for new and small companies to compete with their richer, better established rivals.

Best,
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Frank Shepard

Frank Shepard

------------------------------ Email 1,850 ------------------------------

From: mdnevill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hey Tom,

I'm a graduate student at North Carolina State University studying computer science. I got into computers because I
think they're magical and should be freely available to everybody - to help improve the lives of everybody. The internet
should be the same way. There shouldn't be such thing as a "fast lane." Internet service providers shouldn't be
gatekeepers of data, and they shouldn't get to regulate the free flow of information for a quick buck. Do us a solid and
fight for net neutrality.

Sincerely,
Mitchell

------------------------------ Email 1,851 ------------------------------

From: wdholt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:18
Subject: Net Neutrality is Non Negotiable

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I intend to ask my senators and congressional reps to totally defund the FCC, since you no longer function in any way
that resembles action for the public good. Bought and sold, another lobbyist trying to smile his way through the lies.

You must not read the headlines. Spain, Italy, Thailand, Greece...they're coming here. The people have had enough of
this crap.

Wayne Holt
2207 Post Office St.
Apt 312
Galveston, TX 77550
US

------------------------------ Email 1,852 ------------------------------

From: tobydammit13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:18
Subject: Please support net neutrality
Hello,

Please step outside the world of the lobbyists, the corporations and the special interests and listen to the common man.
We want continued net neutrality. We want protection against pay-for-play price increases. We want equal access to all
websites without interference/bottlenecking from ISPs.
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Please listen to the people. Don't let the internet become a shadow of its former self.

Thank you,
Richard

------------------------------ Email 1,853 ------------------------------

From: gucky
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The only reason small business can succeed in the US right now is the growth of the internet. From food trucks to apps
start ups, I am surrounded by an economy buoyed by the access and backbone that the internet has provided.

Do not take away the last level playing field that entrepreneurs in the US have. Please keep Net Neutrality alive.

Amanda Peterson
164 Howth St
San Francisco, CA 94112
US

------------------------------ Email 1,854 ------------------------------

From: chrisblack.genius
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:18
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chris Black (  writes:

I've heard that the FCC is considering new rules governing the Internet. Please know that I oppose any rule allowing
payment "for special access to consumers." Allowing better speeds for those who pay is tantamount to throttling access
for those who don't. An open Internet has driven the spectacular innovation of the past two decades, and must continue
to do so. Thank you for your time.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,855 ------------------------------

From: sallymoen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:19
Subject: RE: Net Neutrality
To Tom Wheeler:

Please do not kill net-neutrality. Please reclassify the internet.
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Net-neutrality is necessary for free, democratic expression and the free exchange of ideas in the internet age. It would be
 both naïve, blatantly incorrect, and dishonest to deny that. Net neutrality is crucial to the democracy that the United
States Government claims to be. Those claims ring ever more hollow as the days pass and government agents (many
with disgustingly obvious conflicts of interest and abject lack of objectivity) like yourself continue to make decisions
such as these. Charging companies like Netflix more to stream video is only the beginning. This decision will inevitably
 lead to corrupt giants like Comcast—who with their impending merger will be growing even more outsized than they
are now after having acquired NBC Universal, an obvious violation of anti-trust law that should never have been
allowed—stifling criticism and competition. There is virtually no competition and so people will have no choice but to
purchase internet access from censorious monopolies. Asserting that competition and criticism will not be stifled by
overpowered behemoths like Comcast and Verizon as a result of going down this path defies reason. Businesses cannot
be trusted to regulate their own behavior. They have shown time and time again to be unable to resist their greedy,
short-sighted, and destructive natures, taking every opportunity to abuse their customers and the American people. If
they can get away with it, they will do it.

Killing net neutrality is a danger to innovation. If net neutrality dies, then we will enter a new age of stagnation, an age
in which powerful and wealthy interests can snuff out innovative ventures that they dislike or by which they feel
threatened, an age in which progress has been shackled to cinder blocks and tossed in the river by the corrupt, an age in
which amoral—immoral, even—companies and powerful interests can block off, amputate the reach of, or just plain
muzzle competition and information that runs contrary to their selfish and greedy desires. As hyperbolic as that sounds,
that is exactly what will happen. I’m currently working towards becoming a coder and a decision like this will all but
assure that I become nothing more than a cog in an increasingly rusty and outdated machine instead of a force for
innovation. Maybe I’ll come up with the next big thing, maybe not. But it will likely be the latter if you continue down
this path. That or I will simply have no choice but to go to a country that rewards innovation instead of entrenched
interests that will do anything to protect their power—even if that selfish stifling of opposition and competition is
contrary to the ideals of capitalism. Killing net neutrality will push innovation and people like me either out of the
country (brain drain) or into jobs that contribute nothing to progress (brain-dead). How will the U.S. be able to compete
globally? (We won’t.)

Without net neutrality, income inequality will only further grow and calcify. The rich can pay for priority while the rest
of us languish in the jammed slums of the internet. Throttling innovators who can’t pay and rewarding wealthy
reactionaries not only harms start-ups and other such ventures, but it harms consumers who are already paying through
the nose for the internet (far more for far less, even compared to poorer, developing countries) and, as a result of going
down this dangerous path, will have to pay even more for access to even less. In what way would destroying net
neutrality not harm the consumer? The answer is this: it would unquestioningly and unequivocally be harmful to the
consumer and to the people of the United States.

Any institution that fancies itself capitalist or democratic cannot reasonably or in good conscience allow this to happen.

Like it or not, the internet has become an integral part of modern life every bit as necessary (moreso, I believe) than
telephones, for example. In the United States, how are most people required to apply for jobs? On the Internet. How is
most news and knowledge disseminated? Through the Internet. How is much of the maintenance of social circles and
contacts—maintenance that many employers now require of their employees and prospective employees—conducted?
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Through the Internet. I could go on, but the rule of threes makes for a prettier argument so I’ll let you fill in the rest of
the (very long) list of the ways in which the Internet has become a necessity—a telecommunications utility—in modern
life.

Please reverse this course of action and reclassify the internet. Or resign to make way for someone who was not
previously a lobbyist for these very entities you are tasked with regulating.

Sincerely,

Sarah Moen

------------------------------ Email 1,856 ------------------------------

From: boomboom0718
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality. Put an end to
this before we all have to face giving up access or paying the big guys way more for less.

Mark Bloom
1049 W. Wellington
#3B
Chicago, IL 60657
US

------------------------------ Email 1,857 ------------------------------

From: bdredze
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for a sound democratic internet medium, not privatization of it. We want net neutrality.

Barry Dredze

 60190
US

------------------------------ Email 1,858 ------------------------------
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From: 48525044
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
This will do irreparable damage to the only source of current information, expression, and education that remains open
and free to all comers. It will also stifle innovation in just the way that monopolies always have.

You have enough. Leave some for the rest of us.

Peter Neidecker

------------------------------ Email 1,859 ------------------------------

From: raphinology
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want net neutrality!! And I oppose your proposal. I think its UnAmerican, and a complete betrayal.

Raphael Bennett
2 N Lasalle
14th Floor

------------------------------ Email 1,860 ------------------------------

From: tmmanz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Do not put every small business on the internet slow boat while creating a structure where only large corporate buyers
can afford the internet superhighway.

Please preserve and create further a democratic internet, Please insure genuine and structural net neutrality.

Thank you,
~ Tony Manzanetti

Tony Manzanetti

 95830

------------------------------ Email 1,861 ------------------------------

From: steve.sharp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I am in favor of net neutrality and believe it fosters more competition and a more vibrant internet.

Steven Sharp
1456 Maple Dr
Logan, UT 84321
US

------------------------------ Email 1,862 ------------------------------

From: unity2k
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I just received funding for my company that is building an educational Virtual Reality environment based upon the arts
and sciences - heavy emphasis on STEM.

Your recent actions frighten me from going forward as I may not be able to compete in getting my content seen by the
general public if those potential customers do not receive my tier of service.

How can I feel confident in producing a product if there won't be "shop" space on America's Main Street?

My new company is called Timefire LLC, we are an Arizona corporation and we need Net Neutrality.

Respectfully,

John Wise

John Wise
18660 N Cave Creek Rd
#219
Phoenix, AZ 85024
US

------------------------------ Email 1,863 ------------------------------

From: mbaucco
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I hope we make bribery illegal in enough time to prosecute you guys. Maybe if we start sending some of you to real jail
for corruption this madness will stop.

Matthew Baucco
2500 South Ford Ave.
2500 S. Ford Ave.
Bloomington, IN 47403
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,864 ------------------------------

From: boomcallister
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Deeply Concerned about new Internet Rules
Dear FCC,

I recently read about the new rules you are considering for network neutrality, and I want to inform you that I am deeply
 concerned about this new ruling and what effects it will have on the technology industry.

I am a designer/developer currently working in Silicon Valley and for me the internet is the greatest free markets ever
for developing and selling new ideas and products. I have developed several applications that take advantage of the
communication abilities of the internet and I hope to continue to create more.

I worry that these proposed changes will allow have a chilling effect on the current freedom of the internet market -
allowing ISPs to get between me and the people I am trying to reach, and will allow large Telecom companies to decide
whether or not my products will be successful and take a share of my profits if they are.

In your statements on the subject you state that you believe in the freedom of the market. While I agree with you, I fear
that most Americans do not live in an area where they have access to a free market of internet providers. The vast
majority of Americans get their internet access through AT&T or Comcast. And most of us don't have a choice to spend
our money elsewhere if we dislike our current provider.

If we had a robust ISP marketplace - where people could easily switch providers if they were dissatisfied with their
service - I would agree that there is no need for network neutrality. However, until that happens I urge you to maintain
the current neutrality of the internet so that my online endeavors - and those of many of my friends here in Silicon
Valley - can continue to be free and open.

Sincerely, Jacob Boyle

------------------------------ Email 1,865 ------------------------------

From: souseitatsu
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm not going to bore you with a wall of text. I'm sure you've heard enough about why Net Neutrality is necessary for
fair play on the internet.

So do something about it. Isn't lobbying supposed to be illegal? Because the majority of the population doesn't want Net
 Neutrality to go away. I'm sure if you look into any politician supporting its demise, you'd find they're receiving money
from Comcast or Verizon.

Stop this nonsense.

------------------------------ Email 1,866 ------------------------------

From: wbevington13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:20
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Subject: Internet
Dear Tom,

I hope your pockets are nice and bloated. This must have been your cash out before you retire, right? You sold out the
people with this reversal on the Internet staying neutral. Shame on you and the rest of the FCC. You should all be fired
and replaced with competant humans. If you had any integrity, you would resign immediately. You are an
embarassment to this country and the people. Did you get tired of the high paid lobbyists barking up your tree?

Do you hear that Tom? That is the sound of your career ending. Do yourself a favor and resign now before the rug gets
pulled back and we see the dirt..

Sincerely,
An American Taxpayer and VOTER.

------------------------------ Email 1,867 ------------------------------

From: i.own.hotmail.com
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality. Allowing a "fast lane" for ISPs would break the whole system that the Internet was designed.
The main protocol used for networking is TCP which is based on "fairness" for routing traffic and allowing companies
to pay for this "fast lane" would violate that. True net neutrality is not just a good idea to reinforce, but it is necessary
for our current internet infrastructure.

Alex Chee
3510 Moorpark Ave
San Jose, CA 95117
US

------------------------------ Email 1,868 ------------------------------

From: stancubog81
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Are you going to continue to try this crap? Every year, somebody tries to pass a law like this to control the internet. It is
not possible. Just give up and retire, you really look like you need a break

Stan Michael

------------------------------ Email 1,869 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Net neutrality is the very thing that will help prevent further corporatism ruling the airwaves. I urge you to maintain net
neutrality.

John Hedtke
2171 Kingfisher Way
Eugene, OR 97401
US

------------------------------ Email 1,870 ------------------------------

From: crobert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is as fundamental as free speech. Allowing ISPs to censor when they have near monopolies on access to
content is a horrible idea. We're already falling behind in education, let's not throttle people's access to information.

Chris Robert
357 Boston Road
Billerica, MA 01821
US

------------------------------ Email 1,871 ------------------------------

From: oddsonjon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I urge you to reconsider this action... the Internet is a public commons that needs protection from corporate influence
and monopoly power!!!!!

Jon Welch
21126 Chatsworth Street
Chatsworth, CA 91311
US

------------------------------ Email 1,872 ------------------------------

From: travruss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

Equality of access for internet content is vitally important to its continued development. Please don't shut off the easiest
and best means of creative delivery ever devised.

Travis Russell
2028 Towne Lake Hills West
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Woodstock, GA 30189
US

------------------------------ Email 1,873 ------------------------------

From: makofske
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality furthers the goal of keeping democratic media. I for one do not want corporate domination of the Internet.
 Please remove your proposal from consideration so that we have net neutrality.

William Makofske
76 Drew Road
Warwick, NY 10990
US

------------------------------ Email 1,874 ------------------------------

From: tunedogbiz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications motherfuckers...
We want democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net
neutrality.

Billy Foppiano
PO Box 12028
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US

------------------------------ Email 1,875 ------------------------------

From: giffjones
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and Federal Communications Commission:

Net neutrality is the foundation of our remaining ability to participate in a democratic government.  Please, please,
ensure that our internet remains open and freely accessible.  KEEP NET NEUTRALITY!

Mr and Mrs GT Jones
Seattle, WA

Mr & Mrs GT Jones
2600 Fairview Ave E
Seattle, WA 98102
US
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------------------------------ Email 1,876 ------------------------------

From: debbaker51
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Deborah Baker (  writes:

DO YOU NOT HEAR US?? NET NEUTRALITY.  NO ONE HAS THE RIGHT TO OWN OR CONTROL THE
INTERNET.

SHAME ON YOU FOR NOT HEARING US

Deb
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,877 ------------------------------

From: b5ed8adf
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Internet access should be considered a utility NOT a commodity! The Internet has been around publicly since the 90's
and there are still large areas of the US that have extremely limited or no access to it. Instead of causing to increase you
are willing to throttle it back even further.

Please, reverse this action and keep Net Neutrality!

Donna Startz

------------------------------ Email 1,878 ------------------------------

From: al.knave
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The end of net neutrality means the end of the free & open internet. Do no end net neutrality.

Al Clay
2309 Hawk Way
Bellingham, WA 98229
US

------------------------------ Email 1,879 ------------------------------
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From: robbinlynn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: First amendment rights are at risk by the end of Net Neutrality

The Web has become a potent tool for the exercise of our First Amendment rights and for control of intellectual
property in the United States.  Because of the ease of individual expression and self-publication, this tool has become
fundamental in the dissemination of ideas and creativity, with a wide base of accessibility.

Allowing service providers to pick and choose what content will be accessed will amount to placing a price on freedom
of speech.  Providers will be allowed to direct users away from or toward messages or content and essentially control
what users can access or see.  In an atmosphere ever-increasing consolidation of service providers, this would be
anathema to free expression.

I urge you to reconsider legislation that would limit a free and open internet and follow the lead of other countries, like
Brazil, who have guaranteed this access.  The US has always been a beacon for freedom of personal expression, but we
are increasingly falling behind even emerging nations on these issues.

Robbin Koenig
6715 W. 146th Ct Apt 42102
Overland Park, KS 66223
US

------------------------------ Email 1,880 ------------------------------

From: books.and.bikes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler-
    I am writing to express my dismay at how little the FCC has done to protect net neutrality. At a time when ISP
consolidation is raising the serious specter of monopoly, and pay-to-play deals are catching headlines, the FCC needs to
step in and be a much needed supporter of the people, not the already overly-powerful service providers.
     As a web designer, it is a must that I have access to fast internet, yet my neighborhood has exactly 1 option for
broadband. This option costs more, and provides slower service than comparable services in most other industrialized
countries<http://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-24528383>. It seems clear that without meaningful competition in the
market, or regulation as a utility, these issues will continue to get worse as the internet comes to be controlled by fewer
and fewer gate-keepers.
     It is shameful that the nation that has had the greatest part in creating the free and open internet has allowed powerful
 moneyed interests to hijack a free service that modern Americans are absolutely dependent on. As the head of the FCC,
you have the power to make that change, if only you have the bravery and integrity to counteract the sway of Comcast
and their ilk.

     Best regards,

                       Erik Rath

------------------------------ Email 1,881 ------------------------------

From: marnrr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Ending net neutrality is outrageous.

mARION rEICH
43000 sierra drive, #11
three rivers, CA 93271
US

------------------------------ Email 1,882 ------------------------------

From: levine
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Net Neutrality is critical!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The so called "fast lane" will destroy innovation in network based technologies.  If we didn't have these principles in
place we wouldn't have the amazing companies we do today.  Please make sure that we don't make the mistake of
handing the keys to this kingdom to the phone/cable companies.  They will crush all innovation on the Internet.

Lawrence Levine
480 58th Street
Sarasota, FL 34243
US

------------------------------ Email 1,883 ------------------------------

From: alvin.dantes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please support a neutral Internet. You threaten to destabilize the web with Internet fast lanes and special privileges for
large companies. You will disadvantage smaller companies who cannot afford the fast lane but still depend on fast
internet speeds to be competitive. And what about the nation’s libraries? More and more, we are delivering information
to lifelong learners using the internet. We aren’t just using ebooks and electronic journals. We also have educational
videos, audio, and a plethora of other multimedia resources. Without a neutral net, we do not have neutral information.
We will be forced to privilege information from the highest bidder. It will start small but it will grow insidiously until
libraries are just mouthpieces for large companies. Please do not bow to the whims of Verizon and Comcast. Make a
CLEAR statement that the internet is, ought and forever WILL be NEUTRAL.

Alvin Dantes

Head of Access Services

James M. Milne Library 111C
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State University of New York

College at Oneonta

Oneonta, New York 13820-4015

tel: (607)436-2159

email:

------------------------------ Email 1,884 ------------------------------

From: saliari
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
John Morris (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler.

This will be short and to the point.  I urge you to support classifying internet broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service.  The providers should not be controlling content of an open, free and neutral internet.

Regards,

John Morris
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,885 ------------------------------

From: nijie7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Go fuck yourself you stupid sack of shit.

Joseph Ussery
318 S Central Ave
Avon Park, FL 33825
US

------------------------------ Email 1,886 ------------------------------

From: phil.mos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: You should be ashamed. How do you sleep at night?
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You are absolute cowards if you bow to the big telecom companies on the issue of Net Neutrality.  The only possible
good that can come from this decision is more profits for multi-billion dollar telecom companies, and it will come at the
cost of lost opportunities for millions of small business owners around the country and the world.  You should be
ashamed.

Phillip Mosby
PO Box 1492
Kings Beach, CA 96143
US

------------------------------ Email 1,887 ------------------------------

From: quinn.thereaux
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:23
Subject: Please support net neutrality.
Hey! I just wanted to write real quick and urge you to please support net neutrality to the fullest degree possible. I've
been reading about the reported allowance of "fast lanes", and I've also read quotes from you saying that "behavior
harmful to consumers or competition by limiting the openness of the Internet will not be permitted". Well, I hope that's
not some sneaky, vague way of avoiding the point, and that you're genuinely working against any sort of fast lane
policy. Please keep the internet open and accessible to everyone. :-)

Thank you!

------------------------------ Email 1,888 ------------------------------

From: akos.ledeczi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Your proposal would open up Pandora's Box. I support complete net neutrality.

Akos Ledeczi

NASHVILLE, TN
US

------------------------------ Email 1,889 ------------------------------

From: arran64
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler

I'm from the UK, and I'd like to inform you that your plan to throttle net neutrality will effect us globally.  If the public
knew about this plan and its details, I'm sure they'd be very much against it.  Please don't be remembered as the man
who killed mankind's greatest recent invention in the name of big companies' short-term profits.
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Regards,

Arran Garside
Copy and content writer, Manchester & West Yorkshire

mailto:
07515572814

------------------------------ Email 1,890 ------------------------------

From: iccnyc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler and the the Federal Communications Commission:

Net neutrality is vital to our 21st-century American civilization.

Chairman Wheeler, you said, "One of the great things about what the Internet does and why it needs to stay open, it
enables people to organize and express themselves. A million people? That's boffo."

Isn't it, though. But we don’t need rhetoric -- we need a commitment to the democratic principle of net neutrality.

Not sort-of neutrality, not "well, neutrality is a relative term," not "but of course what we meant by neutral..." Neutral
neutrality.

Please act for equal access to the Internet. It is your opportunity and your duty.

India Cooper
315 W. 3rd
Madison, IN 47250
US

------------------------------ Email 1,891 ------------------------------

From: mjeans
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: End net neutrality, hobble the consumer

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  Please don't allow a few big companies to warp the internet any more.  Please don't let the internet
become just another front where America looks inferior and short sighted compared to other wired nations.

Matt Jeans

------------------------------ Email 1,892 ------------------------------

From: keverontes
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Several sources report that the FCC is proposing new rules about internet service providers. These reports say that these
rules will in effect gut what is generally called "Net Neutrality." I ask you and your staff to reconsider these rules, and
please view your job as protecting the average citizen's access to the internet.

I have no real illusions that you have not already spent considerable time and energy in making this decision, nor sadly,
do I expect my voice to sway your decision.

Kevin Glynn
Seguin, Texas

------------------------------ Email 1,893 ------------------------------

From: list
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Internet is a utility as important as roads, phones, water and electric.

Jason Bell

------------------------------ Email 1,894 ------------------------------

From: shermfoos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: The Internet Must Remain Free, Not Caged!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

Protect individual freedom – Protect the freedom of the internet!

I want action for free, independent, and democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of
the Internet. We want net neutrality.

The Internet IS A UTILITY. It must be equal. It should be free and open to all, and not owned by any business or
industry.

Brian Sherman

US

------------------------------ Email 1,895 ------------------------------

From: marshallbpayne
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Benton Payne

 75206

------------------------------ Email 1,896 ------------------------------

From: kendrablock
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: PLEASE, Do NOT End Internet Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the FCC,

Your proposed action to unfairly bias the Internet in favor of big corporations is despicable and un-American.

All websites should have equal access to the Internet. Big companies should not be allowed to pay for faster access that
smaller companies are not able to. This is a violation of net neutrality and is clearly a violation of the First Amendment.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph Muratore

NY 11790
US

------------------------------ Email 1,897 ------------------------------

From: jfjacksonrah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:24
Subject: Net Neutrality

There are two kinds of people, those who are against the removal of net neutrality, and those that know nothing about it.
 I know there is only so much you can do whrn the judicial system seems to be so blatantly pro-corporate, but you could
at least have a spine about it.

Joe Jackson

------------------------------ Email 1,898 ------------------------------

From: oktracy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Net Neutrality Mandatory
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Do not end equal access in a timely fashion to the internet

Karen Tracy
62350 Cummins Way
Joshua Tree, CA 92252
US

------------------------------ Email 1,899 ------------------------------

From: johnkosel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
I just wanted to say that as a citizen of the United States and as a voter, net neutrality is an important issue to me.  The
president who you work for supported it in 2007, and that was one of the reasons I voted for him.  Please do the right
thing here.  Thank you for your time.
-John Kosel

------------------------------ Email 1,900 ------------------------------

From: cain jordan2236
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Fight Net Neutrality
I don't know why this is even a question. You know what the right thing is, and you shouldn't be backing down from
people like twc and Comcast. Somebody has to keep them in check because it's quite obvious they're letting the power
they have go to their heads.

------------------------------ Email 1,901 ------------------------------

From: crandallclose
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Crandall Story
301 Butternut Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

------------------------------ Email 1,902 ------------------------------

From: bennyjzov
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Benny Jimenez

FL 33137

------------------------------ Email 1,903 ------------------------------

From: lukebucholtz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Luke Bucholtz

 48092

------------------------------ Email 1,904 ------------------------------

From: jacob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is an absolutely essential component to any prospect of democracy in the digital age.  Any proposal by the
 FCC to interfere or curb net neutrality would be an appalling dereliction of your duty to the citizens of the United States
 of America.

Jacob Heric
55 ALBA ST
PORTLAND, ME 04103
US



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 1,905 ------------------------------

From: noble.abellard
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Keep the net neutral!
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality. What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there." President Barack Obama

------------------------------ Email 1,906 ------------------------------

From: sebcarrillo27
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:25
Subject: Internet fast lane
Hey there ! Just a tax payer and a gamer wanting to inform you. The internet is great don't mess it up. As is it companies
 charge a ton. They already have there slimy little toes in everything. don't let them ruin it. Or you will go down in
history as the guys who let the internet become
A monarchy. With Corporate kings and queens demanding all the poor give them more than they need. Be the hero who
stood up against this madness.
Thank you
,Sebastian

------------------------------ Email 1,907 ------------------------------

From: loutakacs
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Louis Takacs

 17102

------------------------------ Email 1,908 ------------------------------

From: ctbis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want equal access to the internet! Freedom of speech!
We want action for democratic media. We will not accept corporate manipulation and dominance over the internet.

We want net neutrality!

CT Bross
Adak Ct
Wsalnut Creek, CA 94597
US

------------------------------ Email 1,909 ------------------------------

From: perih
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:26
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

Let consumers pay directly for the level of service they want - not content providers.  When consumers pay, they can
choose any content provider and get the level of service they paid for.  This is only right way to handle this!

Peri Hartman
417 Prospect St.
Seattle, WA 98109
US

------------------------------ Email 1,910 ------------------------------

From: ben g225
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Benjamin Sexton (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
Withe upcoming decision on net neutrality I hope you remember who this is going to affect. If large companies like
Comcast, AT&T, Verizon, etc. Are allowed to control the internet then we are no longer in a free country. They were
greedy corporations that have ever right in the world to exist, but not without competition. No Internet company
competes with each other and you know this. This is exactly why our utilities are regulated, to ensure we are no gouged
for money. These companies are certainly lining everyone's wallets, but I hope you know how devastating it would be to
 block net neutrality and allow these companies, who one own infrastetand don't actually create anything, dictate which
websites can be seen and at what speeds. You know this has zero benefits to the consumer. These companies have
outdated infrastructure and refuse to spend money to update them. Look at every other developed country. Look at
Japan. That's what updated Internet looks like. If they actually did the
 ir job for consumers there would never been a problem with high bandwidth usage.

I urge you to look at your inbox and see how many people are telling you the same thing. Don't for a minute think
consumers aren't angry about this. You have the opportunity to dictate whether America is run on the basis of freedom
and competition, or by whoever has the biggest wallet. You see the public opinion sitting in your mailbox RIGHT
NOW. Are you going to ignore us?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,911 ------------------------------

From: retheridge
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:26
Subject: Treat Net Neutrality As the SERIOUS Matter It IS

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission-

You need to do a 180° turn on your
newest proposal concerning Net Neutrality. Free Flow of Information, without restrictions placed by Government,
Commerce, or other "controlling bodies" is The ONLY Way the Internet Will Continue to Operate as Intended.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

RW Etheridge
General Delivery
Cantonment, FL 32533
US

------------------------------ Email 1,912 ------------------------------

From: lovesmtns
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality has given the world equality of access and untold benefits. It gives startups equality with embedded
powers. It gives third world countries equality with first world countries. It has enriched or potentially enriched every
citizen of our world.

This precious unfettered resource needs the protection of the most powerful country on Earth, not its dismemberment.
Do not enter the slippery slope of ending net neutrality. Only the rich and powerful companies which stand to benefit
enormously at the world's expense are arguing for this. Stand up to them, it is your duty.

Roger Matthews
Washington State

Roger Matthews

WA
US

------------------------------ Email 1,913 ------------------------------

From: thyi
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The beauty of the internet is that it allows people to have a certain access that is not given in many of our systems today.
 Its a relatively inexpensive medium for people to educate themselves and to progress in society.

If you censor or mess with the open-ness of it, it will hurt society in every facet. Economically, Socially, Community-
wise, everything will be negatively affected.

How can you not grasp that?

Teresa Yi
3230 W. Fullerton Ave. Apt 2
Chicago, IL 60647
US

------------------------------ Email 1,914 ------------------------------

From: throwaway
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I've spent my career building and working on the internet. This change will destroy what we've been building for
decades, and take with it one of america's engines of growth.

mark madsen

OR
US

------------------------------ Email 1,915 ------------------------------

From: seaspir
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Will not settle for this!!! NET Neutrality is here to STAY

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
I will not stand for the end of free Internet. There are enough conspiracies in this world to cause one to stand up and say
NO, YOU CAN NOT DO THIS.

I will not tolerate this bullshit sir.
This is how WE keep our democracy alive, and watch out for those who want to take over our world.
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Mary Fletcher
4225 Osage St
OH 44224
US

------------------------------ Email 1,916 ------------------------------

From: fieldsmatt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Senators, Representatives, and all the rest for whom this is relevant,

I support Title II and want the FCC to be legally forced to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications
service.". Anything would be an insult to the growth of online business and the American Public in general.

Regards,
Matt Fields
18049 Stonebrook Dr
Northville MI 48168
Lifelong US resident

------------------------------ Email 1,917 ------------------------------

From: vlsavage
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am deeply concerned about your proposal to create a biased corporate internet. The internet is our primary form of
communication: email, research. Education, entertainment, job procurement and work related communications, political
action, social action, inspiration, art...

To have it lose "neutrality" further weakens the common good, common wealth, and democracy.

I urge you to protect net neutrality and tell the corporate profiteers they can't grab more power at the public's expense.

Vandy Savage
18 Storey Dr.
Lincoln, MA 01773
US

------------------------------ Email 1,918 ------------------------------

From: egretsss
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Com We want net neutrality.
This amounts actually to censorship, which we cannot tolerate under our system of government.

bob mclaughlin
528 casa del mar dr.
san simeon, CA 93452
US

------------------------------ Email 1,919 ------------------------------

From: jkhaight
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am a web developer.  On a volunteer basis, I put up and maintain a web site for a local independent book store.  In
previous years he had a thriving business with two locations.  In the age of Amazon and Barnes and Noble, he now does
 most of his business over the internet with very little walk-in traffic.  What will the death of net neutrality do to him and
 his business?

Again, on a volunteer basis, I put up and maintain a web site for a local support group.  It is largely through this web site
 that ill people find us and thus find support.  What will the death of net neutrality do to this support group?  Why is it
that when the big corporations lay money down to get their way the rest of us Americans lose?

When you make a decision, please consider all the American people who depend every single day on the internet for
access to information.  We don't need anyone to control when or how much we get or slow it down to the point that we
get discouraged and walk away from it.  For so many of us it is literally a life line.

Please maintain net neutrality.  Thank you.

Judy Haight
315 Island Drive #3
Madison, WI 53705
US

------------------------------ Email 1,920 ------------------------------

From: squash blsm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cindy Greenwood

------------------------------ Email 1,921 ------------------------------

From: petedupon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Mr. Wheeler,

In light of these worrisome reports about your organization's stance on Net Neutrality in the upcoming Open Internet
Rules, I wanted to write in to tell you that allowing mega-corporations like Time Warner and Comcast to restrict or
overcharge various services is unacceptable in the eyes of the American people.  These companies are already pushing
the bounds of what should be considered "ethical" in regards to business practices against their customers, which they
are able to do only by just skirting the definition of a monopoly, but if you stand to be counted with them then it can be
viewed as nothing other than your support of their despicable behavior.

I want to tell you from the standpoint of one of their customers that no matter what lies or data they've fed you to
convince the FCC that they won't use the destruction of Net Neutrality as a way to further gouge money from their
customers, that they will in fact use it for just that purpose.  Many of us throughout the country are left with only one
option for internet services, which gives the ISP total power to do whatever they wish with rates and services.
Abolishing Net Neutrality would only cause the expanse of that power into the realm of totalitarianism.

Please think deeply about you and your organization's stance on this subject.  You can either stand aside and allow them
 to press down the boot harder on our wallets, or stand with us and finally let these companies know that they've taken
enough.

Please make the right choice.

Sincerely,
Pete Dupon

------------------------------ Email 1,922 ------------------------------

From: pabrown88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Regarding the FCC's Position on Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing to you today in regards to the FCC's recent actions regarding Net Neutrality and the Comcast/TWC merger.
My name is Peter Brown and I am a young tech entrepreneur based in Washington DC. My professional background is
in email and website development for both large established brands and smaller socially-focused organizations.

The recent reports about the FCC's stance on allowing the Comcast/TWC merger and allowing ISPs to charge content
providers extra fees for "fast lane" access is unacceptable. I live in a suburb of DC that is fortunate enough to have
access to Verizon Fios, but were I in a Comcast/TWC only area, I would be faced with higher internet fees, slower
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services and data caps that would render my professional career impossible without incurring exorbitant fees, just for
doing my basic job.

As a web developer, my job frequently requires sharing large files, streaming media and immediate internet access to
my coworkers and clients. The fees I would incur for going over data caps under Comcast would dissolve any monetary
profit at my current rates, and would further pass those fees onto my clients, most of whom are small organizations with
tight budgets themselves. Speaking for myself, you can see the impact of this simple trickle affect. Scaling it up to a
medium or large business scenario, with multiple employees, would be devastating for a business.

The head of Verizon has also gone on record saying he would like to impose similar data caps and bandwidth throttling
as Comcast. Unless you and the FCC act to preserve an open and fair internet, tech centers, and their employees will
move, either to cheaper more available areas of the US or out of the country. I have moved for work and am ready to
move again. This is the nature of working in the tech industry. Please help preserve the US' position as a tech leader in
the world and preserve an open and fair internet.

Thank you,
Peter Brown

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality... What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there."

-President Barack Obama

------------------------------ Email 1,923 ------------------------------

From: webmaster
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
If you sell out Net Neutrality you will be undermining the future of open digital commerce in the US. This will have
serious ramifications to the open market. I really can't believe you are considering this given the FCC's previous stance
on this issue, clearly demonstrating they understand the concerns I described above.

Do not sell out our future, please understand what is ultimately at stake here.

Regards,
Mike Darrah

Mike Darrah
208 Hudson St Apt 2
Ithaca, NY 14850

------------------------------ Email 1,924 ------------------------------

From: jsndwll
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:27
Subject: I support net neutrality
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
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the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

------------------------------ Email 1,925 ------------------------------

From: rayviera1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Pedro Viera

 07646

------------------------------ Email 1,926 ------------------------------

From: ahecker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:28
Subject: Guarantee Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Please guarantee that the internet remains open and available to ALL.

Thank you very much,
Andrew Hecker

Andrew Hecker
8717 Wickersham St
San Antonio, TX 78254
US

------------------------------ Email 1,927 ------------------------------

From: cooper.simmons
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want net neutrality.

Please listen to us.
This will come to affect us all negatively if the Internet is a place one has to "Pay to Play".

Thank you for taking this into consideration.
-Cooper Simmons

Cooper Simmons

AUSTIN, TX 78704
US

------------------------------ Email 1,928 ------------------------------

From: knlangnow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:28
Subject: Companies Buying Internet Speeds is Not Okay
Mr. Wheeler;

My name is Kelsey Lang (Austin, TX), and I am writing to you about some alarming news that came out of the FCC's
recently posted new guidelines. In it, it says that the FCC would allow internet providers to create a "fast lane" in which
companies can pay for better connections. This goes against net neutrality, a theory that has been fundamentally
understood as a positive and necessary aspect of internet connectivity for many years now. To replace it with what
equals to an all-out cash bid would go against the spirit of the internet as a free space in which ideas can be shared
without prejudice. A "fast lane" would promote not only certain products and services over others simply for how much
money said service or product can pay internet providers, but also allow extremist groups (whether religious, racial, or
political) to control what the people are seeing since the average user will abandon one site that does not load nearly as
quickly as another. While certain websites and providers belong to certain country, the internet itself is made up of no
single country, and as such, the FCC should not allow those who provide access to it to put something they truly do not
own up for sale.

I know that, soon after papers like the New York Times and the Wall Street Journal reported on this, you and surely
your team wrote a blog post that denied this; however, the wording was so bureaucratic that it is almost impossible to
determine not only your stance but also what exactly you were denying. If you truly believe in net neutrality, then please
 word your response better and take a stronger stance. I believe that companies have a place in America and should in
some ways have a voice, but over my short lifetime they have acquired too much power, and their money now runs
Washington instead of our elected leaders. If something is not done about this, both political parties will someday
collapse, and America will not be the country it currently is or ever was. Someone must stand up for something free of
corporate corruption, and you're currently that person. I don't personally know you and I most likely never will, but I
must go on good faith and think that, before acquiring any wealth and power, you must have been like me who only
wants what's best for those around you. And net neutrality certainly is that.

Thank you very much for your or your staff's time,

Kelsey Lang

------------------------------ Email 1,929 ------------------------------

From: pamneely
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:28
Subject: SaveNet Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Why are you giving more money to Comcast and others and taking it away from small business? This move hurts
democracy, hurts small business and hurts the American people.

Please explain to me how ending net neutrality helps actual Americans - REAL Americans, not corporate entities.

Pam Neely

NM 87505
US

------------------------------ Email 1,930 ------------------------------

From: spot
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:28
Subject: Save and Expand Net Neutrality

I have spent my adult life, professionally, socially, and artistically on the internet (starting onlin in 1986, receiving PhD
in Computer Science from CMU in 1997, multiple startups in the SF Bay Area, and running a large art project
ElectricSheep.org, and now working in finance in NYC).  Continuing and accelerating innovation is very important to
me and I have seen first hand how it works.  These days the internet is not important just to techies doing research and
making companies but to the general public and especially their ability to communicate and organize democratically.
The best way to guarantee that is to categorize ISPs as utilities.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

scott draves
179 32nd St #3
brooklyn, NY 11232
US

------------------------------ Email 1,931 ------------------------------

From: al.basicpopo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Stop
Stop this Internet thing you are doing. You won't win. We are more.

------------------------------ Email 1,932 ------------------------------

From: gluke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler:
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I was disappointed to learn that the FCC was planning to abandon the policy of net neutrality regarding the sale and use
of internet bandwidth. I run a small book-publishing company (16 employees) in Seattle, and the transfer of large files
to authors, designers, and printers is key to our business. If rates for high-speed bandwidth increase, that will certainly
affect our efficiency and margin. The beneficiaries of abandoning net neutrality are only large corporations. I believe it
is in the interests of the nation, to support, not hinder, small business and startups.

Gary Luke
President & Publisher
Sasquatch Books
1904 Third Ave., Ste. 710
Seattle, WA 98101
206-826-4304

------------------------------ Email 1,933 ------------------------------

From: morgan.cl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Support net neutrality or resign

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

If you will not fight for democracy, then you have forfeited your right to hold office. Uphold net neutrality or resign.

Morgan Clark
203 Academy St
South Orange, NJ 07079
US

------------------------------ Email 1,934 ------------------------------

From: tom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Your aims, though perhaps well intended, will strike a serious blow to real democracy on the internet.  Please stand up
for the people - not the corporations.

Tom Noonan

tom noonan
Front St.
Hanockc, NY 13783
US

------------------------------ Email 1,935 ------------------------------

From: jbartas
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I didn't help build the Internet so you could sell it to your cronies. You move to destroy net neutrality could ultimately
destroy the United States. Please do your job and enforce a neutral internet.

John Bartas
10230 Lebanon Drive Cupertino CA
Cupertino, CA 95014
US

------------------------------ Email 1,936 ------------------------------

From: lewis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Net Neutrality is Important - Be the Change

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission.

Fight for the consumers. Fight for my Internet. And your Internet! The open and united Internet of the planet! Do not
discriminate.

Make a change for the better.

Lewis Miller
7 rue des Wallons
Paris, ot 75013
FR

------------------------------ Email 1,937 ------------------------------

From: joshuaisaacsmith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing in regards to the recent developments with Net Neutrality.

The U.S. government has spoken out in favor of net neutrality, but last night, reports emerged that the Federal
Communications Commission had reversed positions—under the FCC's new guidelines, according to the New York
Times and Wall Street Journal, internet providers could offer a "fast lane" and give preferential treatment to companies
willing to pay.

What's becoming increasingly obvious is that we—normal people who already pay way too much to be online—need to
speak up. We need to make it clear that this is unacceptable.

These fees corporations pay will trickle down and be absorbed by the average user.

In 2007, presidential candidate Barack Obama vowed to support net neutrality—and we need to hold him to that
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promise.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

Thank you for your time.

Very Respectfully,
Joshua Smith

------------------------------ Email 1,938 ------------------------------

From: zyddsoral
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: stop trying to ruin the internet
thanks in advance

------------------------------ Email 1,939 ------------------------------

From: billmorton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Kill Fastlane

As an IT professional net neutrality is imperative to me, because it preserves the accessibility to anyone with an idea
(like Google, Dell, Ebay, Facebook, Twitter, Youtube etc.) to be instantly accessible to the entire world with very little
cost and become the next billion dollar company.  This environment free from barriers for newcomers is the essence of
what drives innovation in the online world, and fastlane now stands to destroy it.

Net neutrality directly impacts the efforts of other countries such as the EU which has strongly come out in favor of net
neutrality.  If the US allows traffic discrimination, it affects the global flow of internet traffic, and will likely move
innovation and investment from the US to other countries.

William Morton
833 SE Willow Brook
Waukee, IA 50263
US

------------------------------ Email 1,940 ------------------------------

From: rudolph.elizondo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Your proposal for allowing ISPs to charge for premium access to customers is completely against the idea of net
neutrality. What will happen here is what always happens. The ISPs will allow current speeds and connection quality to
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standard customers completely stagnate. They will then begin offering a premium service with improved connectivity
and reliability. I understand that you are probably thinking that the premium service trickles down to those not paying
for the premium service and the premium service will improve. This did not happen when Comcast bought the Houston
market from Time Warner, it did not happen when the FCC set the current regulations that have stuck us with the awful
telecom monopolies we have now by allowing a single entity to own the pipes. It will not happen now. I had previously
believed you were a rather shrewd and competent FCC chairman. If you truly plan to go along with this then you are
either a naive fool or I'm assuming you're getting some kind of compensation from the telcos. Please do not do this to
the American people. I cannot imagine how you think this will do anything but only put us further behind the rest of the
world in terms of quality and speed of internet service.

Rudy Elizondo
330 Frazier Ave
Apt. 309
Chattanooga, TN 37405
US

------------------------------ Email 1,941 ------------------------------

From: kbowman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I'm not sure you guys will actually read this, but if you do somehow get the message to Mr. Wheeler to screw off.

Allen Bowman

MA

------------------------------ Email 1,942 ------------------------------

From: corwin.whitefield
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Allowing ISPs to exact fees from content providers to allow customers access gives them entirely too much control over
 the market. ISPs are already most often hugely powerful local monopolies who are able to manipulate the cost of access
 for consumers to their own benefit - if they are able to also manipulate the cost of accessibility for content providers it
would be impossible for consumers to effectively counter or protest the denial of access. Giving these companies the
ability to dictate the progression of diverse industries relying on internet communications is frankly unconscionable.

Corwin Whitefield
2129 NW Hood St.
Camas, WA 98607
US

------------------------------ Email 1,943 ------------------------------

From: dylan.doxey
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 14:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet is content agnostic. Don't allow corporate interests to pervert the truest form of democracy.

Dylan Doxey
646 Pecos Street
Spring Valley, CA 91977

------------------------------ Email 1,944 ------------------------------

From: jmcgraw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
The internet fast lane is not okay. You do not have our support.

--
Jordan McGraw

Computer Graphics Technology
Purdue University
Class of 2016

------------------------------ Email 1,945 ------------------------------

From: aizel.rivera
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:30
Subject: I  am a strong supporter of net neutrality
Fight for it. Don't give power to the Corporations. This is a form of discrimination.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 1,946 ------------------------------

From: nsweeney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

AHHH!!!  This decision is going to KILL small businesses that rely on the net!

I have a whole string of bad words I'd like to call you, Chairman Wheeler, but in the interest of politeness and decency, I
 will leave it at this:  You are a short-sighted fool who serves corporate masters.  No doubt this decision will somehow
enrich you, while destroying the the lifeblood of America, innovation and small business.  You are not an American.
Go to hell.

Nicholas Sweeney
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8215 SW 3rd Ave
Portland, OR 97219
US

------------------------------ Email 1,947 ------------------------------

From: jack.oquin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please do not turn control of the internet over to corporate monopolies. This will stifle innovation. In the long run it will
damage the future of US competitiveness in education and the global economy.

John O'Quin
3907 Berryhill Way
Austin, TX 78731
US

------------------------------ Email 1,948 ------------------------------

From: c.r.buchert
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:30
Subject: Net Neutrality is important
Net neutrality is important to the American people.

Also, our cable and internet providers are holding our country back. These services have fallen so far behind the rest of
the world. Please work toward keeping us on the bleeding edge with low-cost, high-quality services.

------------------------------ Email 1,949 ------------------------------

From: druie.cavender
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet should remain "neutral", with equal access to everyone.  It would be a disaster if use of the internet was
essentially sold to the highest bidder.

Due to the Citizens United decision by the Supreme Court, the citizens of this country have lost control of their
representatives - huge corporations with enormous amounts of money can easily sway elections.  Please don't make a
similar mistake with the internet.

Druie Cavender
48 Drayton Ct.
Prosperity, SC 29127
US

------------------------------ Email 1,950 ------------------------------
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From: koki.ossa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:31
Subject: Please keep net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I'd like to ask you to stop the new regulation enabling Internet Service Providers to charge people and services money
for keeping a high Internet speed. Without net neutrality, ISP monopolies could force anyone to pay for prioritized
internet speed. This would cause certain internet services to become much more expensive than they are at the moment.
This is a violation of our freedom and as Americans we cannot accept it just like that.

Sincerely,
Omar Soliman

------------------------------ Email 1,951 ------------------------------

From: arthursimons3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The pay-for-priority proposal will reduce the internet's utility as a democratic forum as well as an innovative space for
new economic ventures.

The FCC should be working to expand and protect net neutrality, not to undermine it!

Reclassify broadband as a common-carrier service and stop entertaining these obscene industry-backed proposals.

Yours,
Arthur Simons

arthur simons
1616 1/2 Griffith Park Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US

------------------------------ Email 1,952 ------------------------------

From: dericklarson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Derick Larson (  writes:

I am incredibly upset and disappointed at your decision to end Net Neutrality. An open and neutral internet is vital to
technological progress for the US and the world.

Please reconsider your decision.

I have already contacted both my Senators (Klobuchar and Franken) and will be email President Obama next.
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I am just one voice, but I know that I am not alone.

Thank you.

Derick Larson
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,953 ------------------------------

From: crudupjm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:31
Subject: In regards to net neutrality
Please, don't let greedy ISPs treat the U.S.'s access to the internet like some kind of mafia playland. Strong-arming and
intimidating everyone, as well as overcharging (Moreso than they already do. Compare what the average American pays
 for internet access to what citizens in other nations.) for lackluster speeds will only stifle our nation, setting us further
behind. Regulate ISPs much like how telecoms are regulated. And if it comes to it, break up larger providers, much like
how Bell was broken into smaller companies. I strongly urge you to take on the spirit of Theodore Roosevelt, and stop
this reckless and flagrant abuse of power.

------------------------------ Email 1,954 ------------------------------

From: james.schmitz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:31
Subject: Net Neutrality vital to American Democracy

To: Chairman Wheeler
,
Equal access to information, and equal opportunity for speech, are essential to the functioning of a modern democracy.
Net neutrality, which ensures equal access to information and equal opportunity for speech, is therefore essential to the
functioning of a modern democracy.

If you want a democracy, and you don't want to give up the Internet, you cannot do away with Net Neutrality.

Please ensure that America retains an open Internet.

Sincerely,
James Schmitz

James Schmitz
620 Lenox Avenue

------------------------------ Email 1,955 ------------------------------

From: ckk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.
This is vital for the realization of the great potential for the internet to uplift humanity and thus all life on earth.

Carol Kinsey
227 Cape Jellison Road
Stockton Springs, ME 04981
US

------------------------------ Email 1,956 ------------------------------

From: mttplsks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:32
Subject: This is not about Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Allowing companies to pay for so-called Fast Lane data, is not a solution to the real problem.  The real problem is that
ISP's are allowed to extort money from content holders just because they can.  They don't need to be paid extra for more
 bandwidth, they just need to stop throttling people's/companies connections.  If an ISP wants to charge overages for
using too much data over time, that's fine, that just means that the content holder has achieved some levels of success
and can probably afford to pay that extra charge, but demanding money in exchange for removing arbitrary throughput
limitations is nothing but extortion and cannot be allowed.

Matthew Paulauskas
52 Pine St
Bucksport, ME 04416
US

------------------------------ Email 1,957 ------------------------------

From: jana.bis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jana Vourgourakis (  writes:

I am writing to you to express my views about the FCC's proposed pay-for-preferrential treatment rules.

The Internet is clearly a utility used for telecommunications on a daily basis by a majority of Americans. Please change
the FCC's rules to reflect this and do not allow big companies to buy "fast tracks." Allowing paid fast tracks will not
hinder innovation and put undue burden on free speech, but will end up costing the average person more money in cable
 and internet bills.
The internet was funded and developed by US taxes and should not be sold off to private interests. The FCC must do its
job and regulate the internet as the public utility it is. Only then can it be maintained for the public good and not become
 another loudspeaker for big business.
Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,958 ------------------------------
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From: carminemac
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:32
Subject: Net Neutrality & Reclassification
The FCC's stance on net neutrality is flawed and endangers the Internet as we know it. There can be little innovation in a
 market rigged to favor those with the money to participate in pay-to-play schemes.

If the FCC cannot currently enforce net neutrality, the path forward is clear: the FCC must reclassify Internet service as
common carrier. This only makes sense. The Internet is more essential as an everyday utility now than even phone or
TV. Services like Skype and Netflix, which fulfill the same roles as those established common carrier services, are in
fact some of the most used on the Internet. Please work to reclassify Internet service as common carrier now!

Thanks,
Carmine Macchia III
256 William St
West Hempstead, NY 11552

------------------------------ Email 1,959 ------------------------------

From: eeeaarrgh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:32
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality!!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Pay-to-play carve outs for "enhanced service" is just a back door to throttling bandwidth.  You guys know this!  A
sensible policy would have to be indexed to cost of providing service.  For a giant player like Netflix that uses a
measurable amount of total ISP bandwidth, this could be workable.  But for everyone below that pretty high threshold,
the cost should be zero, no further discussion.

The analogy is like "peak demand" in the energy arena.  If your particular service is so bandwidth intensive that it
requires additional infrastructure to support, then that could be a reasonable basis for a surcharge.  Nothing more.

Eli Nelson
440 21st St NE
Washington, DC 20002
US

------------------------------ Email 1,960 ------------------------------

From: linuxlife
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:32
Subject: Neutrality on the Internet

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

UnJin Lee
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------------------------------ Email 1,961 ------------------------------

From: thomas.muzeni
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:32
Subject: Keep the Internet Nuetral!
Tom Wheeler,

The FCC needs to continue to stand for net neutrality and keep the internet free and open like it was intended.  Do not
allow telecom vendors to charge rates for access to “faster” speeds for specific sites. “ What you've been seeing is some
lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet
should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the
best things about the internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there.”

Keep the internet free, don’t allow corporate greed to ruin yet another aspect of our country!

Thank you,

Tom

Thomas Muzeni

Team Lead, Client Services
Tangoe, Inc.

20 Waterview Boulevard | Parsippany, NJ 07054
(: 1.973.257.3265 | 6: 1.973.257.0302

*: mailto  | www.tangoe.com<http://www.tangoe.com/>

The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any
action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you
received this in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.

------------------------------ Email 1,962 ------------------------------

From: dyoung155
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet is a shared resource like the airwaves and that is why you get to regulate it.

It is only truly shared as long as it is Neutral.   Otherwise, they are just corporate networks that can crush innovation and
 competition -- especially from small start-up companies.

David Young
CTO of PivotDesk
Boulder, CO

David Young
1405 Blue Sage Ct
Boulder, CO 80305
US

------------------------------ Email 1,963 ------------------------------

From: bradczerkies
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: What happened to Net Neutrality?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet was founded on open source principles with access for ALL.  Not more access for the rich.  Tell the
lobbyists to take a hike and side with the consumer for once in the government's history.  Yeesh.

Brad Czerkies

CO 80124
US

------------------------------ Email 1,964 ------------------------------

From: maura.a
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please do not let the people of the United States down.

Please do what is right to ensure the internet remains open to all. The cable companies should not dictate what
consumers can and cannot consume via the internet.

This is not right, and I am sure you personally agree.

Cordially,

Maura Lewis
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Maura Lewis
1234 Washington St.
San Francisco, CA 94108
US

------------------------------ Email 1,965 ------------------------------

From: aleciam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: Please do not end net neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Everyone seems to know that fair competition promotes a healthy market. When costs are similar, small companies as
well as large ones have a fair shake at getting their content on the air, as well as out to viewers and readers on the
internet. When companies need to pay in order to subscribe to particular content, who knows what will happen? Will
media conglomerates charge more to sources with whom they don't agree? Will overall price increases decrease net
access?

It's hard to say, but it concerns me. Market distortions that come from companies spending money so that they DON'T
have to compete fairly hurt everyone.

Please keep the internet open.

Alecia Magnifico
100 Main Street
Dover, NH 03820
US

------------------------------ Email 1,966 ------------------------------

From: r.isaac.blevins
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: Do You Wear Sponsor Logos Like Nascar

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You, sir, are bought and sold like a cheap prostitute. Well, maybe it wasn't cheap, but you're still a whore for hire.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality!

Your mother would be so proud!

Rob Blevins

US

------------------------------ Email 1,967 ------------------------------

From: mjs.oomen
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The USA does not have the right to make laws about the internet. The internet is international and affects the entire
world. Stop this now!

Max Oomen

ot
NL

------------------------------ Email 1,968 ------------------------------

From: adamjanke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: Net Neutrality draft
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 1,969 ------------------------------

From: jason.tremblay
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

As a small business owner who has struggled over the years to grow my company to one which now supports a handful
of employees and several occasional contractors, I'm not a big guy on anyone's radar, but my business has created jobs
in a tough economy, and there are a lot of people like me struggling to make it work.

We rely on the level playing field and unfettered access that the internet provides to compete with bigger competitors as
we try to grow and innovate.  There are already enough barriers to small companies establishing themselves.
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Please reconsider your position, and take action to ensure net neutrality remains solid.

Jason Tremblay

------------------------------ Email 1,970 ------------------------------

From: johnjalleniii
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The Internet is a crucial and fundamental part of society now.

Anything but absolute net neutrality is akin to allowing certain ships of the largest shippers to travel a river while
everyone else has to wait according to their ability to pay.

How will this affect startups and new businesses which will be dependent on connecting to their customers and
employees via the Internet?

John Allen

John Allen

CA 94117
US

------------------------------ Email 1,971 ------------------------------

From: bub64882
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
PLEASE RECONSIDER your intention to close off the opportunities brought to all via the internet, and reserve them
for only the mega-corporations that can pay ISP's for the privilege of a fast connection!

This proposed change will kill the level playing field of e-commerce, and the potential for innovation.

It hurts consumers everywhere!

Prove you are not in big businesses pocket, and rule accordingly!

Thank you.

-Sebastian Vota
Folsom, CA.

------------------------------ Email 1,972 ------------------------------

From: johnsoncj
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 14:34
Subject: Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Equal access to the internet for everyone is very important, and the current "net neutrality" legislation helps nobody but
the cable companies. The FCC should be protecting citizens and consumers, not assuring profits for companies that are
notoriously bad at customer service.

Christopher Johnson
515 Webster St
Cary, NC 27511
US

------------------------------ Email 1,973 ------------------------------

From: sgn27
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am a concerned citizen with grave concerns in the direction the
current FCC administration is heading with regard to the subject of net
neutrality and maintaining an open and free internet. Over time we as
citizens of this great nation have enjoyed the mulitple benefits
afforded to us with access to the world wide web, and now may see that
come to an end with the latest controversial measures that you have
proposed and enacted since taking office as FCC chairman. By not
classifying the Internet Service Providers as normal providers of a
widely available and vital utility, we are giving them far to much power
over one of the most valuable resources available. The power to reverse
this grave oversight lies with you and the regulatory agency you
oversee. Therefore I am filing a complaint over this error and implore
you to change your stance on this matter so that the internet remains an
open, and most importantly neutral commodity. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Nakasian

------------------------------ Email 1,974 ------------------------------

From: sma232
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Ending net neutrality is only going to limit speech and provide big companies with another opportunity for a
stranglehold on audiences. You can not agree to end one of the only things that continues to keep the internet an
interesting and educational place.

Sherman Aline
1901 Outlet Center Dr
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Suite #220
Oxnard, CA 93030
US

------------------------------ Email 1,975 ------------------------------

From: tanner.rene
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The future will depend on innovation. The Internet was built on the principles of sharing and it is a powerful force. By
allowing tech giants such as Google and Netflix to purchase faster Internet service will have a chilling effect on start up
companies. I urge you to support net neutrality.

Rene Tanner
2618 e. Gary Way
Phoenix, AZ 85283
US

------------------------------ Email 1,976 ------------------------------

From: paw2404
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate or government domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality.

Paul Williamson
2404 Lakeshore Drive
Flower Mound, TX 75028
US

------------------------------ Email 1,977 ------------------------------

From: lordmaldy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We are all well aware of what happened to electronic trading when the Fed permitted "faster access" to corporate
players at a fee. As things stand, it is monetarily impossible for new companies to compete with existing HFT
organizations who are able to wholly dominate all profits in the stock market through arbitrage.

Even HFT firms (arguably) provide a marginally useful benefit such as market liquidity. There is absolutely no decent,
reasonable or equitable rationale that justifies giving established ISPs an anti-competitive sword by allowing them to
discriminate between companies.
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This flies in the face of all principles - democrat, libertarian, small-government conservative -- all philosophies believe
that government should enforce sound regulations, and if that is not possible, to not regulate at all. Your poorly balanced
 regulations instead do irreparable damage to the foundations of the capitalist market and will set back American
commerce by decades.

Arvind Sowmyan
43 Butterfield Terrace
Amherst, MA 01002
US

------------------------------ Email 1,978 ------------------------------

From: michael
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

We, the subscribers to internet services are already paying for the bandwidth we consume. If we weren't, companies
would be raising their prices since almost all have a monopoly on a given area (we rarely have a choice of internet
providers unless we want to move.)

This is an attempt to double charge for the same traffic by charging the sender of the data. If they were going to make
our connections free and charge the provider, that would be one thing, but I don't see that happening, and doing so
would hurt the small websites.

The internet works because it's not owned by anyone, is not preferential to anyone. Changing that will fundamentally
change a huge economic force in the world.

Michael Reilly
2015 Wall Street
Dallas, TX 75215
US

------------------------------ Email 1,979 ------------------------------

From: chgo22phx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:36
Subject: net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,
You really can’t be serious. What you are proposing is the opposite of net neutrality. You can call it anything that you
want but it is still NOT net neutrality. The only way, at this point, to preserve an open internet is to reclassify it as a
utility and be done with it. As a consumer and a citizen whose tax dollars built the damn thing, and who now must use it
 to do day-to-day business transactions, healthcare and communication, I strongly disagree with the way that you are
making decisions.

You are either willfully ignorant or a shill for the cable companies. The FCC is not a place for you. You are not
representing the consumer in any way.

Nora Cronin
Phoenix, AZ

------------------------------ Email 1,980 ------------------------------
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From: floundah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:36
Subject: Please do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am disappointed. You seem to be more concerned with corporate profits than the common good.

Your actions will create a two-tiered, censored Internet. It will hurt lower income people who depend upon it in order to
keep in touch with far-flung family and friends. It will be difficult to get unbiased and unfiltered information that cannot
 be easily found elsewhere, even in libraries. The Internet is a source of many hard-to find primary sources.

Is this what you really want? If so, you should be ashamed of yourselves.

Please reconsider your action. Please rule that companies like Comcast and Verizon Communications be common-
carrier telecom companies, not data processors.

Thank you.

Michelle Wright
1200 Adams St. Apt. 403
Dorchester, MA 02124
US

------------------------------ Email 1,981 ------------------------------

From: simonbelmont09
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:36
Subject: Open Internet
Hello, Mr. Wheeler

I write this to you in the hope that you will listen to reason and not the bank accounts of Comcast and Verizon.  I am
concerned with your recent statements (and very vague blog post) regarding the openness of the Internet and the new
revisions the FCC intends to make.

I want it known that I, and thousands, if not millions of consumers, do NOT support any guidelines or rulings that
would deteriorate the open internet as we know it today.  The proposed changes you intend to make would only serve
the biggest of the big in the internet business.  It will give preferencial treatment to those who have the biggest bank
accounts and it WILL trickle down to us.  I do not want any corporate entity passing down the bill to me - when I
already pay way too much to access things like Netflix and gaming subscription services.  I feel like you're not seeing
the bigger picture here.  The changes you intend to make WILL harm the openness of the internet and set us on a path of
 higher expense at the cost of freedom.

I implore you and your council to reconsider this reversal of stance.  I will contact and speak with whomever necessary
in order to let my voice on this matter be heard.

The internet is all of ours, Mr. Wheeler.  Not just Comcast's and Verizon's.

Sincerely,
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James Hall

------------------------------ Email 1,982 ------------------------------

From: gree0780
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Tom,

Please do not end net neutrality.  Equality is something everyone deserves. Companies that take advantage of us will
called out and boycotted. Please keep the internet open and equal for all

Douglas E. Greene

------------------------------ Email 1,983 ------------------------------

From: jose.mazariegos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:36
Subject: On Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please refrain from allowing companies to throttle their customers.

To quote President Obama-

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality
?. ?
What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you're getting
 information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And
that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

?I think that sufficiently ?covers my protest.

?All the best.
?

J. Alejandro Mazariegos
Children's Lit./Writing for Children
Simmons College

mailto:
(818) 509-4321

------------------------------ Email 1,984 ------------------------------

From: neil.cameron
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:37
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
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Mr. Wheeler,
I find it disgusting that one of that platforms that the president ran
on in 2008 Net Neutrality is coming under fire, while at the same time
the two largest broadband communication providers are looking to
merge.

The ability for broadband providers to throttle out of existence
websites or software that do not play ball completely destroy the free
trade of communication aspects that the internet provided to our
country and the world.

Please do not allow this to happen on your watch.

Thank you,
-Neil Cameron

------------------------------ Email 1,985 ------------------------------

From: nemesisx138
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:37
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
Hello I am a taxpayer and American citizen today I read that
The U.S. government has spoken out in favor of net neutrality, but last night, reports emerged that the Federal
Communications Commission had reversed positions under the FCC's new guidelines, according to the New York
Times and Wall Street Journal, internet providers could offer a "fast lane" and give preferential treatment to companies
willing to pay.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."
I believe this should be brought to the attention to congress since it is very important that this could affect our many
freedoms we have here as citizens and consumers in the United States.

“Americans were promised, and deserve, an Internet that is free of toll roads, fast lanes and censorship — corporate or
governmental.”

------------------------------ Email 1,986 ------------------------------

From: mkurk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
In the 21st century, net neutrality is the lifeblood of a functional democracy. Corporate domination of the internet
means the end of democratic media.
Please take action and maintain an open Internet that offers access to all citizens.
The people must have net neutrality.

ms. Maryellen Kurkulos
32 Damon Street
Fall River, MA 02720
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US

------------------------------ Email 1,987 ------------------------------

From: donotfearnature
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:38
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matt Crosby (  writes:

Mr. Chairman,
I urge you to review and revise your latest set of rules regarding Net Neutrality, scheduled to be voted on this week.
While you are attempting to prevent discrimination, you are at the same time allowing telecommunication companies to
charge a premium at a whim. Can you imagine if the FCC passed this and suddenly Comcast asked for more money for
bandwidth directed at .gov websites? This is the reality you face by presenting these rules as-is.Â

I urge you to fight harder. If you truly believe in net neutrality, then pass a set of rules stating: "The internet is a utility.
The data that flows to your home is just like water and electricity. Itâ€™s not a luxury or an option in 2014. It is a right
to information that ensures a healthy and happy life to Americans. It should not be tiered and should be sold by
bandwidth equally, to all companies and individuals."
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,988 ------------------------------

From: hixson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do Not End Net Neutrality

Matthew Hixson
22832 Lake Terrace Ln
Mount Vernon, WA 98274
US

------------------------------ Email 1,989 ------------------------------

From: whoopitupalot
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I'm sick and tired of your platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. I and my family want net
neutrality.

Eric Bennion
6300 Canoga Ave.
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Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US

------------------------------ Email 1,990 ------------------------------

From: marktroutt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please rethink your position on Net Neutrality. What you are currently proposing will remove the currently inherent
democratic nature of the internet. Why should people have to pay more money to access what they can already access
today? Why should a corporation be able to interfere with my 4th amendment rights? I implore you to represent the
people and keep the net neutral.

Mark Troutt

MA
US

------------------------------ Email 1,991 ------------------------------

From: spyrer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:38
Subject: Net Neutrality needs to stay!
Back in 2007, Barack Obama said this:

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

Let’s stand up for that promise. It is NOT OK for companies to charge more for “fast lane” access to the internet. Do
not, DO NOT let the FCC get behind this maneuver to put more power into the hands of the corporations and less into
the hands of the people.

Long story short: Net Neutrality is good. Offering “fast lane” access for corporations is bad.

--Sincerely,

Ross Watson

http://therosswatson.com/
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------------------------------ Email 1,992 ------------------------------

From: madeingermany
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality is to the internet what democracy is to the the world's political state.

Let's not make the internet into an oligarchy, let's keep and reinforce net neutrality.

Thank you!
Marco Deppe

Marco Deppe
6013 Lanham Pl SW
Seattle, WA 98126
US

------------------------------ Email 1,993 ------------------------------

From: kensleeman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I support net neutralty.

Ken Sleeman
451 Hungerford Dr Ste 119 PMB 193
Ste 119 PMB 193
Rockville, MD 20850
US

------------------------------ Email 1,994 ------------------------------

From: infa reds
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Net_Nutrality
Hello Tom,

In 2007, presidential candidate Barack Obama vowed to support net neutrality, and we need to hold him to that promise.

We the people of the US of A should not have to deal with crap like this. Our world is already going to shit, no need to
pile on more crap..

"What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you're
getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different
websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is that there is this incredible
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equality there."
This is true now, and is becoming ridiculous.
Don't let this happen..  Please good sir..

-Brandon

------------------------------ Email 1,995 ------------------------------

From: avnxdave
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for an open Internet and for all traffic to be treated equally, not for corporate domination of the Internet.
 We want net neutrality.

Dave Tatum
1273 Conti Ave
Port Orange, FL 32129
US

------------------------------ Email 1,996 ------------------------------

From: chrisvesper
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I want the FCC to prohibit an ISP from giving preferential treatment to traffic from any source.  I want net neutrality.

Chris Vesper
2022 Devonhurst Drive
Powder Springs, GA 30127
US

------------------------------ Email 1,997 ------------------------------

From: jbeshaysax
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jonathan Beshay (  writes:

I'm writing to express my concerns about the recent decisions made by the FCC and appeals courts regarding net
neutrality. I'm asking you to push the FCC to classify broadband internet acess as a "Title II Telecommunications
Service." This will keep companies from being able to decide what information goes where. If we do not move to keep
the internet neutral we will see a significant drop in innovation and competitiveness. The citizens of the United States
will be forced to obey the whims of only a handful of corporations. This is absolutely unacceptable. Please let Chairman
 Tom Wheeler know that these changes the FCC are making will be detrimental to the technological future of the US.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 1,998 ------------------------------

From: wwright
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet is the Athenian agora for the 21st century. It is a space where individuals can mix freely and converse with
all kinds of people, from visitors and merchants, to politicians and peers. It is a space within which all ideas can be
promulgated and heard--where diverse sources and points of view meet in a global "free marketplace of ideas." The
health of our democracy is fed by this freedom.

On the other hand, while permitting ISP's to control internet access by imposing a "pay to play" system may maximize
those companies'  profits, it hamstrings democracy and the free speech rights of ordinary citizens. It replaces open
exchange of cultural and intellectual ideas, substituting instead a profit driven wall of prior censorship.

The FCC's job--YOUR job-- is to protect the public interest. Your job is to act on behalf of democratic media, and not to
 mouth platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. Your job is to protect net neutrality.

The people want net neutrality and you work for us.

Walter Wright
21 Ring Road
Worthington, MA 01098
US

------------------------------ Email 1,999 ------------------------------

From: jyeaman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:39
Subject: Don't give away the Internet!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The corporations who make billions off of the internet should not control it.  The internet belongs to the people!

Jim Yeaman
1414 South Hull Street
Montgomery, AL 36104
US

------------------------------ Email 2,000 ------------------------------

From: elizabeth.sams84
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I was shocked to open the NYT this morning and learn the FCC is now proposing to eliminate Net Neutrality.  This is a
big mistake and I hope you will reverse this decision. As a former internet entrepreneur who  weathered the dot.com
downturn of the early 2000s and built a successful business, and as a continuing user of the internet and consumer of a
range range of web-based content, I feel very strongly that a shift away from strict net neutrality will seriously damage
competition online and ultimately limit the voices available there.  In a theoretically democratic nation in which media
ownership is already far too concentrated, this is a step in a dangerous wrong direction.

Please think again and demonstrate that this is one instance in which the power of money does not dominate our public
policy.

elizabeth sams
53 Oceanside Drive
Atlantic Beach, FL 32233
US

------------------------------ Email 2,001 ------------------------------

From: nancycoast
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

 Your appointment as FCC chair was to represent the people. You have been a lobbyiist representing the industry, Make
 the broadband so it is net neutral.

Nancy Pratt
1800E Wildrook Court
Concord, CA 94521
US

------------------------------ Email 2,002 ------------------------------

From: monkeyd.grey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:40
Subject: Please, protect net neutrality.
The American people should not be penalized for using the net in various ways. Allowing companies like Verizon and
Comcast to blackmail other companies into paying more for the same speeds they're getting now will only hurt the
public as the cost to use online services skyrockets. Don't damn us to sate the greed of corporations, please.

------------------------------ Email 2,003 ------------------------------

From: evan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:40
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the F.C.C.,

I urge you not to end net neutrality. Despite your statements, the proposed F.C.C. rules will indeed be "gutting the open
open Internet rule." This will reshape the Internet, to the detriment of individuals and small entrepreneurs, in favor of
large media corporations.

This is unacceptable. Do not do it.

Evan Schwartz
56 W 89th St
Apt A
New York, NY 10024
US

------------------------------ Email 2,004 ------------------------------

From: nick.vance
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom,

Network Neutrality is critical to ensuring that the internet remains the wonderful democratic force for business, people,
and ideas that is is today.  Creating any sort of separation between slow and fast lanes or paid/unpaid traffic priorities
destroys that equality by allowing established players to pay for better access.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality. What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there." -Obama

I too support net neutrality and will be letting all my representatives know how important it is to me.  I strongly hope
you reconsider any Open Internet proposals that don’t support the true ideals of net neutrality.

-Nick Vance

------------------------------ Email 2,005 ------------------------------

From: emazzi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet is a valuable forum for social progress that is made possible by net neutrality. Corporate control over this
forum by limiting or eliminating net neutrality is unacceptable.

Ellyse Mazzi

HI 96734
US
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------------------------------ Email 2,006 ------------------------------

From: collin.vance
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:40
Subject: Net Neutrality and Comcast
Tom,

Just wanted to let you know that I think what you're doing with Comcast, essentially killing net neutrality, is pathetic. I
know there isn't an honest reason in the world you could have for killing net neutrality or allowing the two biggest
providers to create a monopoly (even more so than they have now). You should be ashamed of yourself, you don't
represent, serve or support America or its people. You serve yourself and money. I honestly hope you change your mind
 and do the right thing. If not, I hope it was worth the money, screwing over America and your fellow Americans.

Collin Vance

------------------------------ Email 2,007 ------------------------------

From: gheremie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:41
Subject: Don't ruin net neutrality!
President Obamo Had it right “What you’ve been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various
portals through which you’re getting information over the Internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge
different rates to different Web sites…. And that I think destroys one of the best things about the Internet—which is that
 there is this incredible equality there.” Don't ruin net neutrality!

--

Killing zombies, slaying dragons!

------------------------------ Email 2,008 ------------------------------

From: masavoca
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality is one of the few forces that remains to bolster democracy in the face of corporatism and the
overwhelming influence over government purchased by unregulated campaign financing.  Do not end Net Neutrality.

michael savoca

rainier, WA 98576
US

------------------------------ Email 2,009 ------------------------------

From: yazirian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:41
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Anything short of true net neutrality is both anti-democratic and anti-competitive. Neither is good for our country, or the
 freedoms (both in terms of rights, and in terms of business) for which it stands.

We want -- no, we NEED -- true net neutrality.

Daniel Dillinger
4346 Millwood Circle
Liverpool, NY 13090
US

------------------------------ Email 2,010 ------------------------------

From: manu
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:41
Subject: net neutrality rules
Dear FCC commissioners,

I'm writing as a concerned citizen regarding recent news regarding proposed net neutrality rules:

http://boingboing.net/2014/04/23/fcc-planning-new-internet-rule.html

I believe the proposed new rules are deeply misguided.  The United States is already way behind the rest of the world in
terms of broadband accessibility, speeds, and price.  The last thing we need is to have new rules to sanction new revenue
 streams for extant broadband providers.  Even though I live in Silicon Valley, my only reasonable option for broadband
 Internet is Comcast, and I'll be forced to pay whatever price hikes they push through to keep my service.  We need real
competition in the market, but given that it doesn't seem to be happening, the FCC should move toward regulating
broadband providers as common carriers and making competition happen.  Otherwise, I fear for American
competitiveness in global markets moving forward.

I strongly encourage the FCC to go in a different direction regarding net neutrality and regulating broadband providers.
I plan to contact my senators and representative regarding this issue as well.

Best regards,
Manu Sridharan

734 Seminole Way
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4722

------------------------------ Email 2,011 ------------------------------

From: bksjnk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Destruction of net neutrality will turn the internet into a strip mall and undermine our free speech and therefore our
democracy.  It is YOUR duty to serve the American people, not limited corporate interests.  Do the right thing, enforce
net neutrality!

Brian Seymour
27482 Crow Road
Eugene, OR 97402
US

------------------------------ Email 2,012 ------------------------------

From: ragnarok311
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media. We want net neutrality.

Net neutrality is necessary in today's world to keep democratic internet ideals alive.

Grant Smith

OR 97217
US

------------------------------ Email 2,013 ------------------------------

From: jaredbb+rootsaction
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I fundamentally disagree with the proposed rule to allow ISP's to charge certain sites or services for preferential traffic
treatment if the ISPs' discrimination is "commercially reasonable."

This is contrary to the premise of Net Neutrality and will result in fragmentation of the internet by creating a premium
internet for privileged users and wealthy corporations, while the remaining users and businesses are "pay-walled" into
slower content delivery and inferior services.

Giving preferential treatment to some is still discrimination and is contrary to the fundamental principles of a neutral
internet.

Jared Coulombe

------------------------------ Email 2,014 ------------------------------

From: accounts
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: The Internet is not a a Cable TV Service

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You want to fragment the internet and make it less effective as a communication tool. I'm here to tell you that if you do
this you will destroy the ability for people to communicate online freely. Internet service is a communication service
like the telephone and the content should not be allowed to be controlled by interested parties. You create a dangerous
situation where free speech can be silenced.

Scott Larson
432 Humboldt ST
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US

------------------------------ Email 2,015 ------------------------------

From: jimclark
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We the American people deserve action for democratic media, not smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want and deserve nothing less than net neutrality. Thank you for considering my views.

James Clark
176 Pequannock St.
Dover, NJ 07801
US

------------------------------ Email 2,016 ------------------------------

From: iblis666
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42
Subject: net neutrality
I am a voter from the Bay Area and I am a strong supporter of net neutrality, it is just wrong that the servers and the
various portals through which I get my information from the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge me
different rates to different websites. I think it destroys one of the best things about the internet where a small start up has
 as much rights as a large giant when it comes to bandwidth.

------------------------------ Email 2,017 ------------------------------

From: jfister
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42
Subject: Disappointed in Net Neutrality Stance

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Justin Fister

 41091
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------------------------------ Email 2,018 ------------------------------

From: w.cory.hughes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Cory Hughes (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

I'd like to take a few minutes to pass on my thoughts regarding the proposed internet "fast lane", and the future of the
internet in general. There is no reason for ISPs to hold the power to discriminate against content providers based off of
agreements, fees, or the nature of the content. The proposed ruling would allow ISPs to do all of those things. By
allowing content they approve to travel on the "fast lane" (which would eventually become the standard) all traffic
relegated to the "slow lane" would eventually become unusable, forcing companies to pay even more to the ISPs (which
they already pay for service, and which the consumers pay to connect to) to have their content broadcast. ISPs have
lobbied hard to avoid being labeled as common carriers, even if that is what the really are.

As a technologist, this worries me even more. The internet has been revolutionary to so many fields, and has improved
our quality of life in many ways. I believe that a ruling in favor of tiered internet speeds (against Net Neutrality) would
be a heavy blow to our ability to expand these improvements further, and would in many ways be a fatal blow to the
internet as we know it today. Start-up companies looking to use the internet to offer services would be forced to come
up with these fees and agreements, which would increase their margins and kill many potential products and services in
their infancy. This continues to solidify the ISPs monopolistic position by eliminating potential competitors.

 I believe that making this decision now would make it very hard to revisit in the future. Please take these things into
consideration when reviewing this proposal. We already have a very limited number of ISPs. Please do not take actions
that would continue to limit the ability for competitors to enter this space.

Instead, I recommend the classification of ISPs as common carriers, which would offer true net neutrality, and open the
way for even more services, companies, and jobs to be created by innovative Americans.

Thank you for your service and your time, and I hope that my comments will help you in your review of this proposal.

Sincerely,
Cory Hughes
(334) 618-3997

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,019 ------------------------------

From: charlie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:43
Subject: Opinoin from an independent creator
Tom,

As an independent web video creator, creating content since the dawn of web video and with 350,000,000 views under
my belt, I urge you to support net neutrality.
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The cable companies have the worst customer service in the world.  Everyone hates them.  I mean, really, everyone
hates them.  I'm sure you do too.  We need to be marching forward and figuring out how to get fiber into our homes so
we can have Internet as fast as Sweden and South Korea.  Let's be #1!  Let's treat high speed Internet access like a
public utility.  Regulate!  The Internet is as vital to my life as water and power at this point.  Don't let Comcast and Time
 Warner (or WORSE, both combined!) control these pipes and demand ransom for content.

Sure, Netflix can afford to pay for the fast lane, but I can't.  Web video has allowed me to bypass any sort of gatekeeper
and reach millions of fans directly.  Don't allow the gatekeepers pay for a faster lane.

Thanks for your time.

Charlie Todd
Founder, Improv Everywhere
http://improveverywhere.com<http://improveverywhere.com/>

------------------------------ Email 2,020 ------------------------------

From: lancehoward122088
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
You know, there's a reason for Net Neutrality. Giving the different ISP's control over connection speeds is going to
drive up our costs. Internet based services like Netflix, Xbox Live, Playstation Network, subscription based MMO's are
all going to increase their sub prices to compensate. And that's just on an entertainment focus. I'm not even counting the
numerous web apps that business may rely on such as drop box and other cloud services driving up their prices. This is a
 terrible idea and many are in the same boat as I. In fact, President Obama even made a statement about Net Neutrality
(try reading the second paragraph)

http://www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/elements/2014/04/the-end-of-net-neutrality.html?
utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter

Need another link to back that up? Here ya go, check the last three or four paragraphs for a similar quote.

http://kotaku.com/if-we-dont-want-gaming-to-get-more-expensive-we-need-t-1567151895?
utm_campaign=Socialflow_Kotaku_Facebook&utm_source=Kotaku_Facebook&utm_medium=Socialflow

I'm sure I can find even more links with that same quote. But you know, controlling the internet is just another thing to
make American's hate the American government even more. Instead of angering the people, appease them by leaving
the internet alone.
--
- Lance Howard

------------------------------ Email 2,021 ------------------------------

From: david
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality. We do NOT want corporations to control the Internet. That is totally against the principles upon
which it was founded and has developed.

David Violette
223 Rainbow Dr #12321
Livingston, TX 77399
US

------------------------------ Email 2,022 ------------------------------

From: elizabeth.alvarezmi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Elizabeth Alvarez

NY 10452

------------------------------ Email 2,023 ------------------------------

From: josephbridy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality. We the people paid to develop the internet. It was our taxes and our public institutions, the NSA
 and the DOD among them, that 'invented' the technology and we have subsidized the physical network since it's
inception, the same as the telephone. We own public access to the internet as a public utility. A communications utility
that we all have a economic and social stake in. We want action for an inclusive and democratic media, not platitudes as
 smokescreens for corporate domination of both out mass media and now, the Internet.

We want net neutrality and we want it now.

Joseph Bridy
709 Morris Street
Philadelphia, PA 19148
US

------------------------------ Email 2,024 ------------------------------

From: channingk
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please let the internet be the internet. Don't let corporations ruin the internet.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality, what you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there."
--Obama

------------------------------ Email 2,025 ------------------------------

From: saiarcot895
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not empty rhetoric and platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of
the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Saikrishna Arcot

Plano, TX 75093
US

------------------------------ Email 2,026 ------------------------------

From: docgyver
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:45
Subject: Give us back the internet
Todd Pike

2991 Mount Olive Drive
Decatur, GA 30033-3013

So you know where I am but do you know _who_ I am...

I'm a work from home  programmer who enables others to work from home.  A key factor in how the people who
service our customers do their work is the ability to make and take VOIP calls and access our customer's support
applications.

I regularly have to "bypass" the throttling that my ISP does by using a personally purchased VPN service.  When I work
 using the VPN my bandwidth is fine, without it, I often can't do my work.  This is the same connection but the traffic
just looks different because they can't look inside it.

I get similar behavior with movie streaming (fine with VPN, barely usable without), monitoring my nanny cams, etc.
You can't tell me that your new ruling won't affect my service.  These quality of service (QoS) throttles started only
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days after the Supreme Court ruled against the previous policy.

THAT ISN"T A COINCIDENCE!

If it were then my using VPN service (something our contractors likely can't afford) wouldn't improve things.

Making them "provide a base level of service" is a fine statement but without enforcement and oversight it won't
happen.  As an amateur radio operator (KF4MOS) I know that the FCC can't enforce the laws keeping rogue
broadcasters in check.  Keeping a large corporation in check who wants to hide their unfair business practices is
basically a fox hunt for WMD's with lots of red herring about.

The Supreme Court said that the previous policy wasn't wrong, just done under the wrong umbrella.  Go back and do it
right.  Please.  If you don't then you _will_ be affecting many peoples ability to work from him and indeed make a
living.

Todd..

------------------------------ Email 2,027 ------------------------------

From: ward
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:45
Subject: Kill Net Neutrality, kill innovation

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

If you go ahead with this plan you will kill off the internet as we know it.

Do you really want to go back to walled gardens the likes of AOL and Compuserve had before the internet?

Do you really want to stop the next Netflix from ever existing?

Do you really want to stop internet innovation?

Do you really want to put the keys to accessing the internet squarely in the hands of Comcast, Verizon and AT&T?
Without *any* real regulation on your part?

They will abuse it. They will price out small players and startups.

There will be no more open internet. Kill net neutrality and there will be no next Google. There will be no next
Facebook. Or at least, not in the US. Do you really want all those well paying jobs to move to Scandinavia and
Germany, where internet policy making is far more enlightened?

Instead of killing net neutrality, why don't you do something that would actually foster more innovation and
competition.

We need to get out of the situation where Comcast, Time Warner, AT&T and Verizon are effectively the only game in
town for internet access, in their own geographical areas. We need real last mile competition.

You should focus on fostering innovation and competition. Not killing it. Do not kill net neutrality.
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Ward Vandewege
135 Willow Ave, #1
Somerville, MA 02144
US

------------------------------ Email 2,028 ------------------------------

From: ogam5 2001
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

At a time in American history when at LEAST half of its working-age citizens are GROSSING just $25,000 annually, it
 is absolutely UNCONSCIONABLE and an egregious breach of perspective from a PUBLIC official to pass laws which
 enable cavalier corporate entities most concerned with lining their shareholders' and executive pockets, to gouge its
captive customers even more.....PLEASE, for this reason as much as ANY, make net neutrality INVIOLATE and
NEVER subject to abolition AGAIN.

James Cayon

MA

------------------------------ Email 2,029 ------------------------------

From: willibee
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Glen Williams (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,030 ------------------------------

From: ajforeman.la
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:45
Subject: Net Neutrality: Don't Reword the Obvious

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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You are a commission created and chartered by the United States federal government to protect the interests of the
people. I'm not sure who would possibly believe that what the people want you to be doing is to be caving to the 'old
boys' of corporate cable.

They need to die by their ways, or accept change. Selling "preferred" access to the select few is the same thing as
discriminating against everyone else. As a small and independent website operator, I can see this stifling the growth of
the greatest invention on Earth, and that's sad. We're already lagging far enough behind.

I thought the USA was supposed to be a country by the people, for the people. Corporations are not people. Help those
who cannot help themselves. Times like these are when I'm outright ashamed to be an American citizen.

Andrew Foreman
432 Racine Drive Apt 204
Wilmington, NC 28403
US

------------------------------ Email 2,031 ------------------------------

From: jjd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I know that the US is not the country that I live in, I'm a UK resident, but the ending of years of net neutrality just to line
 the pockets of the sociopathic capitalist elite will not be done on my watch!

Jack Duckworth
80 Dunedin Road
London, ot
GB

------------------------------ Email 2,032 ------------------------------

From: activism
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Maintain and safeguard net neutrality.  You are flat out wrong about the implications of the revised policy that allows
content providers to pay for preferred content delivery.  This ensures that content providers with deep pockets will have
a competitive edge over those with smaller operating budgets.

This goes beyond simple competition.  It is as if big shipping companies had special access to faster roads or shorter sea
routes.  This creates an uneven playing field in favor of companies with the money to buy privilege.

It stifles innovation by raising the price of preferred access for those companies who can afford it, which either
translates to raised consumer prices, or takes money away from R&D, or both.  New, innovative services enter the
marketplace at an ensured performance disadvantage.
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Allowing pay-for-preference is a failure to deliver on your job to:
 - Promote competition, innovation and investment in broadband services and facilities
 - Support the nation's economy by ensuring an appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the
communications revolution
 - Encourage the highest and best use of spectrum domestically and internationally
 - Revise media regulations so that new technologies flourish alongside diversity and localism

Brent Carey

Brent Carey
7521 Leeside Drive
Blaine, WA 98230
US

------------------------------ Email 2,033 ------------------------------

From: dulitz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:46
Subject: "commercially reasonable" two-tier Internet is the problem, not the  solution

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a longtime internet engineer, I was glad to see your claim that you were supporting net neutrality. But your proposal
does the opposite.

The point of "net neutrality" is to prevent monopoly/oligopoly telecoms providers from disadvantaging service
providers who don't pay them, in favor of competing service providers who do.

If YouTube pays off the telecoms, but Vimeo does not, YouTube will seem to work better than Vimeo. This is not fair
to me as a telecoms customer. And it is certainly not fair to service providers.

As an entrepreneur and angel investor, it is clear to me that allowing this kind of highway hold-up will limit innovation
and make it less likely that new service providers will start in the first place.

You guys keep releasing misleading reports about how much broadband competition there is, without actually looking
at whether that competition is usable. The problem with your misleading reports is that you believe them, and set other
rulemaking AS IF there really was meaningful competition.

In conclusion, either admit that you are destroying net neutrality, or disallow "commercially reasonable" two-tier
Internet. Or the world will see you as an industry shill. Those are your options.

Daniel Dulitz
181 Centre St #4
Mountain View, CA 94041
US

------------------------------ Email 2,034 ------------------------------

From: silversmith 99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
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For a healthy economy the internet must remain open and unfettered.  Please reconsider.

Thank you,
Clint

Clint Smith
1528 W Haney South Ct
Andover, KS 67002
US

------------------------------ Email 2,035 ------------------------------

From: joshua.vonherrmann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:47
Subject: Don't infringe on Net Neutrality!
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

There have been recent reports that the FCC will not fight to keep net neutrality, and may end up allowing  internet
providers to offer a "fast lane" and give preferential treatment to companies willing to pay.

I am just a student, but i believe my voice should be heard. Please, don't allow this to happen. one of the best things
about the internet is that it is vastly open and neutral, please work to keep things this way. -

Sincerely,

Joshua von Herrmann

University of Southern Mississippi Student

------------------------------ Email 2,036 ------------------------------

From: christian.macnevin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler,

The Internet has been an unparalleled engine of innovation in the last twenty years. This happened purely and solely
because it was an unfettered and non discriminatory platform.

Speaking as a professional network architect working on some of the world's largest networks over the years, I can
guarantee that there is no shortage of available bandwidth in carrier networks. The only thing that is happening here is
the NSPs attempting to wring more cash out of an already overly expensive service, provided at levels ten years behind
many other nations.

This move will stifle innovation and provide the public, already starved for choice, with less and less recourse and
access to disruptive technologies.
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You're handing the future of the global economy to China and Europe if you allow incumbents to stifle new
technologies like this. Look at what Europe is doing and ask yourself if it is in the interest of the populace or the interest
 of a small group of companies. This is not about what seems reasonable for a company. This is about the future of
opportunity.

Christian MacNevin
566 Fell St
Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94102
US

------------------------------ Email 2,037 ------------------------------

From: daniel.adam.schmidt
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:47
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY

Allowing ISPs to charge for different levels of access to consumers
creates an uneven playing field for Internet-based companies.  As a

consumer, I already pay an ISP monthly to provide me a level of service when
accessing the internet.  I expect that access to be fair for all

companies so that I have equal access to all services on the Internet.

Allowing large companies to pay for faster "lanes" means that small

companies cannot compete fairly and hurts the normal pace of
innovation.  Please keep Net Neutrality in place so the Internet

continues to be a place of innovation and not monied incumbents.

Thank you!

Dan Schmidt
Gurnee, Il

------------------------------ Email 2,038 ------------------------------

From: wbarrett
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:47
Subject: Net Neutrality and new internet rules
I want you to know that I oppose ANY attempt to subvert Net Neutrality and as your new proposed rules allowing
“Special Access” do just that, I am voiceing my statement that these rules should NOT be adopted under any
circumstances.
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Will Barrett

Consultant

mailto:

602.414.9600

www.pointleaf.com<http://www.pointleaf.com>

------------------------------ Email 2,039 ------------------------------

From: citizenkaehn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:47
Subject: Please keep network neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Network neutrality is vital to the innovation that makes our country great. If you end it, you will stifle innovation here in
 the United States, and the United States will gradually slip into being a technological backwater.

Max Kaehn
234 N Murphy Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US

------------------------------ Email 2,040 ------------------------------

From: digitdr1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for equal access media.  The Internet has evolved to the status of an essential information utility.

The action that is being proposed by the FCC will chill the atmosphere of ubiquitous access and equal access and let
narrow interests re-structure who has meaningful and useful access and to what they have access.

We want net neutrality.

Steven Barry
1206 N. Jefferson St.
Arlington, VA 22205
US

------------------------------ Email 2,041 ------------------------------

From: kyle212
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:48
Subject: The Betrayal of the FCC
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As a citizen of the United States – and someone who makes my living using the internet – I want to register my strong
opposition to the newest proposal laid out by the FCC to create special “fast-lanes” for richer content providers. The
open nature of the internet is vital, and it’s led to an explosion of ideas, commerce, and technology. This would totally
destroy that, shifting the power instead to rich, established businesses.

Instead, I urge you to classify the internet as a utility – which everyone agrees that it is – and use your authority to
regulate it as you would any other utility. I truly believe that you have put the interests of Comcast, Time Warner,
Verizon, and other major internet providers over the interests of the public, and that’s pretty shameful. Do the right
thing. Protect net neutrality.

--
Kyle Deas

------------------------------ Email 2,042 ------------------------------

From: bart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:48
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Bartlett D. Moore IV (  writes:

I support Title II status for internet communications.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,043 ------------------------------

From: logansandrock
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not control of internet content ceded to corporate interests. We want net
neutrality.

Logan Baird
1010 Joyce Ln
Nashville, TN 37216
US

------------------------------ Email 2,044 ------------------------------

From: spamwongster
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Hello Tom

Thank you for your had work on this issue.  As member of the public I am very concerned about the news I am hearing
about any threat to net neutrality. I want to let you know that this is a very hot issue amongst my cohort ( I am a 40 year
old medical doctor)  and many of my friends and I want to let you know the public is very reactive to any failure to
protect neutrality will be meet with quite sad and frustrated reactions. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 2,045 ------------------------------

From: j.seymour.santafe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net Neutrality is necessary to maintain a modicum of reliability, truth and integrity with internet commerce.  DO NOT
GIVE IN TO CORPORATE LOBBYISTS!  REMEMBER WHOSE INTERESTS YOU ARE SUPPOSED TO SERVE
AND TELL THOSE LOBBYISTS YOU WILL NOT BE BOUGHT.

Jeannine Seymour
1618 W Alameda
Santa Fe, NM 87501
US

------------------------------ Email 2,046 ------------------------------

From: victoriawikle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Equal access to the internet

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Everyone needs to have equal access to the internet.  We do not want monied interests to be able to buy priority access.

We are becoming a two track society, those with money and power and those without money and power.  I urge to not
let the two track system infect the internet.

Let the monied interests be creative to deliver their content without ending equal access to the internet.

Victoria Wikle
PO Box 151
Villa Grande, CA 95486
US

------------------------------ Email 2,047 ------------------------------

From: rootsaction
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission
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KEEP THE INTERNET NEUTRAL.
GET BIG MONEY OUT OF YOUR POCKETS.
The internet is for "we, the people", not for corporate profits.

Robert Polk
3110 78th Street
Lubbock, TX 79423
US

------------------------------ Email 2,048 ------------------------------

From: trolld
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a server management company we provide administration services to web sites and clients large and small.  Net
neutrality is the only thing keeping large and small players equal and the internet a hotbed of innovation and rapid
advancement.

More over places like the EU have already affirmed Net Neutrality meaning that if we do not we will further lose our
edge.

If there is one thing that large carriers have repeatedly proven is that they cannot be trusted (or expected) to do anything
other than line their own pockets at the cost of our country and society in general.   Net neutrality rules are simple and
maintain a fair balance between all players on the internet regardless of size.

Adam Strohl
P.O. Box 49
Hanover, NH 03755
US

------------------------------ Email 2,049 ------------------------------

From: maryannbrow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Net neutrality is TOO important to let go.

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Unfettered public access to communications systems is a long held value of the FCC and the United States.  For
television and radio, the public can freely change channels to select content, and to exercise their free speech right to
provide feedback to broadcasters by 'voting with their feet,' i.e., it enables fair competition.

For net access, this is not the case.  Most people have ONE service provider and changing providers can be expensive,
or even impossible in areas with few providers.  Allowing service providers to control content would be anti-
competitive in the worst sense, leaving the public with no means of feedback, and leaving them at the mercy of the
highest bidders for content delivery, with horrible implications for politics, new business, and personal freedom.
PLEASE MAINTAIN NET NEUTRALITY.  We depend on you.

Mary Ann Brow
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910 Pebble Beach Dr
Madison, WI 53717
US

------------------------------ Email 2,050 ------------------------------

From: formargaretn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Don't You Dare End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Never, never would I have dreamed that the FCC under President Barack Obama would move to endanger Internet
neutrality. Do you understand what the Internet means to the citizens of this c country? Do you realize that it is essential
 for democracy to function? Do you intend to join the infamous Supreme Court 5 in dismantling the underpinnings of
government that works for everyone, not just a handful of corporate moguls who never, ever stop whining for more and
more undeserved privileges and profits? Enough is enough! We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as
smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Margaret Nagel
631 Hinman Ave., Apt. 1A
Apt. 1A
Evanston, IL 60202
US

------------------------------ Email 2,051 ------------------------------

From: ebaysj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler,

My recent reading about the FCC's proposed "Open Internet" rules that formalize pay-to play priority "channels" on the
public internet is an anathema to the concept of network neutrality that our President, Barack Obama pledged to support
and I believe they will destroy the Internet as we know it.     I strongly encourage you to rethink and re-direct FCC rule
making in a direction that serves the CITIZENS of the United States, and not exclusively the interests of large internet
providers doing business in markets with no significant competition such as Verizon, Comcast (two time winner of
Consumerist's "Worst Company in America" award) and Time-Warner Cable.

Internet Service Providers should be re-classified as common carriers and should not be allowed to "prioritize" any class
 of communications higher than any other.

All parties using the Internet, both content providers and consumers already pay Internet Service Providers for
connectivity and bandwidth to the Internet.  There is absolutely no need to change or re-interpret FCC rules to benefit a
class of already obscenely profitable middlemen and let them hold content providers such as Netflix and consumers
hostage to additional fees to do the job they have already been paid handsomely to do, transmit Internet traffic between
content providers and consumers.

Thank you,

Seymour Joseph
Sedona, Arizona
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------------------------------ Email 2,052 ------------------------------

From: mep94501
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality. If it's not already bad enough that our elections are purchased by the highest bidder, to think this
 will also occur with the internet is just wrong!

FREEDOM IS NET NEUTRALITY!

M Pritchett
958 Park St. C
alameda, CA 94501
US

------------------------------ Email 2,053 ------------------------------

From: daryllbennett
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

This is outrageous! Equal Internet for all!

Daryll Bennett
Carmel Mtn Rd
San Diego, CA 92129
US

------------------------------ Email 2,054 ------------------------------

From: kwill4274
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Intent neutrality
The American people should not be penalized for using the net in various ways. Allowing companies like Verizon and
Comcast to blackmail other companies into paying more for the same speeds they're getting now will only hurt the
public as the cost to use online services skyrockets. Don't damn us to sate the greed of corporations, please.

------------------------------ Email 2,055 ------------------------------

From: i.like.cows6
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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The internet has become a massive entity made by of millions of users, teeming with the information of millions of
minds. It is the brainchild of a generation, containing our ideas, feelings, passions, art, and nearly everything else
anyone could imagine. An infinite amount of monkeys on an infinite amount of typewriters would be the only way to
accurately describe the state of the internet as it currently exists and the way it continues to grow to someone who
knows nothing about it, and yet such a massive network of information can be so easily disrupted by a few ignorant
people.

The idea of ending net neutrality betrays everything that the internet is. Users that were once able to openly spread their
voices through this medium would be silenced. Information once readily available would be closed off to thousands of
people. And for what?

Educate yourself more on what the internet is, and why net neutrality is so important. Anyone that could so easily
dismiss it obviously does not use the internet enough to understand the gravity of their words and actions. The internet
should be governed by its users, not some outside force that can't even pretend to be a part of one of the thousands of
communities that calls the internet its home.

Dexter Richards

Durham, NH 03824
US

------------------------------ Email 2,056 ------------------------------

From: tgray
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet is a commons. It is not a commodity to be sold off to corporate interests. It does not belong to internet
service providers, but to the citizens of the world. We want net neutrality!

T. Gray Shaw
1115 Cowper St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

------------------------------ Email 2,057 ------------------------------

From: ishcabittle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ed Morris (  writes:

Regarding the story on the NY Times: http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-
rules.html?_r=0 Marco Arment, a notable software developer and blogger, had this to say, and I agree with him:

Everyone in this discussion has been led, most likely by talking-points marketing by the FCC and ISPs, to describe the
destruction of net neutrality as allowing ISPs to “create fast lanes”.

This language was carefully constructed to sound like a positive, additive move: It’s building, not destroying or
restricting. They want to offer faster service, not reduce the speed or priority of all existing traffic. Who could possibly
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be against that? They’re building fast lanes, like a highway! Everyone loves fast lanes! U-S-A! U-S-A!

Naturally, this doesn’t reflect reality at all. Only a fool would believe that the ISPs would actually create any new
capacity, higher speeds, or consumer value in this process, leaving their existing service untouched. Yet that’s exactly
the future you’re suggesting by using the “building fast lanes” metaphor.

Be honest.

This is not building anything new — it’s discriminating and restricting what we already have.

This is not making anything faster — it’s allowing ISPs to selectively slow down traffic that they don’t strategically or
financially benefit from, and only permit traffic from their partners to run at the speeds that everything runs at today.

It’s ostensibly the FCC’s job to see through this bullshit language and do what’s right for the country and the people, but
 only the fool who believed that ISPs are trying to build something beneficial here would believe that the FCC gives a
damn about what’s best for American citizens.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,058 ------------------------------

From: davidfulwiler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: lets let every on win not just the big guys and fat cats

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Codify net neutrality as law.

David Fulwiler
505 N. 26th Street #408
Milwaukee, WI 53233

David Fulwiler
505 N. 26th Street #408
Milwaukee, WI 53233
US

------------------------------ Email 2,059 ------------------------------

From: amod.lele
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Please do not end net neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want real action for democratic media, where corporations do not get to pay to be heard more loudly than
individuals. We want net neutrality.

Amod Lele
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MA
US

------------------------------ Email 2,060 ------------------------------

From: scott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality.
If you want to aid the government in destroying democracy, there are other countries you could move to, please.

Scott Rubel
977 Montecito Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US

------------------------------ Email 2,061 ------------------------------

From: nhohl88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:50
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality Intact
Hello Mr. Wheeler

My name is Nathaniel Hohl and I am a freelance writer and journalist who mostly covers the video game and movie
industries. As a freelancer who writes mainly about video games, I naturally make heavy use of the internet not only for
downloading and playing games but also for keeping in contact with my fellow writers and peers via skype and email (I
work remotely from my home). My frequent internet use has naturally led me to become concerned with the recent
changes to the FCC's stance on net neutrality and I just wanted to take a moment and speak up about how I hope you
and the rest of the FCC will make sure that corporate greed will not win out over the rights of individual internet users.

Companies like Comcast and Time Warner Cable have more than enough money, they don't need to be charging other
companies like Netflix, Sony, or Microsoft more money to retain optimum internet speeds just because they can. I
understand that the ultimate goal of any company is to make money but if those increased profits come at the expense of
 my and many others rights to access a resource we not only enjoy but also depend on heavily for our own careers, that
is a big problem. Our own President has voiced his support for net neutrality as have thousands of other individual
citizens like myself. Please don't allow their words of support to ring hollow just so big companies can squeeze a few
more dollars (dollars they really don't need) out of us.

Thank you for your time,

-Nathaniel Hohl

------------------------------ Email 2,062 ------------------------------

From: benjaminkmeans
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 14:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom,

The internet is a vast, amazing wilderness that has allowed modern civilization to flourish and grow faster than we've
ever thought possible. Allowing preferential treatment to those willing to pay is nothing more than a step towards a
caste system where those with the money are allowed true freedom, and the rest of us are kept in a slight form of
slavery, constantly trying to reach the unattainable.
As chairman of a United States program, you must understand the idea behind "the land of the free". It does not mean,
land of the people who can and can't afford freedom and are thus involuntarily placed into specific situations. It means
that we are free to have opportunity upon opportunity to improve our standing in life, and that nobody has the right to
prevent us from doing so.

So I am begging you, please, do not allow companies to give out VIP passes and treatment based on who can pay and
who cannot. Because I assure you, the companies can afford it, but the American people cannot. And if you don't stand
for the American people, you might as well not stand for America.

Sincerely,
Ben Means (A Highly Concerned American Citizen/User and Fighter for a Free Internet)

------------------------------ Email 2,063 ------------------------------

From: joshsteich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:51
Subject: Proposed end of net neutrality principles
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

It is with some consternation that I received news of your plan to allow tiered pricing for content providers after losing
your federal court case over previous net neutrality rules. The courts gave clear guidance: Reclassify ISPs as common
carriers and they will be within your regulatory remit. Instead, you are choosing to abandon a principle that has helped
make America the dominant country on the world wide web.

This is a huge mistake, and I urge you to reconsider. It will have massive deleterious effects on both consumers and
content providers, and will encourage the same ossified, unresponsive and oligopolic policies currently held by ISPs.
While the distances involved preclude America from matching South Korea (to give one example) in speeds across the
board, American ISPs have consistently refused any innovation and instead relied upon regulatory capture to expand
their profit margins.

Not only that, but it confirms the fears of everyone who thought you were too close to the cable and communication
industry to regulate it effectively.

This is a tremendously disappointing development, and I urge you to reconsider.

Sincerely,

Josh Steichmann

------------------------------ Email 2,064 ------------------------------

From: cartee
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jack Cartee
2404 Bowe Lane
Jefferson City, MO 65109

------------------------------ Email 2,065 ------------------------------

From: jeffinmotion
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jeffrey Walter (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing to express my displeasure with your move to dismantle your previous stance on the issue of "Net
Neutrality".

The internet works well precisely because of strong net neutrality. It creates a truly level playing field for companies to
compete. US broadband providers are already reaping huge profits, and their continued consolidation is only driving up
prices and creating artificial barrier to the quality of their service. Dismantling net neutrality only increases their bottom
line and ends up taking more money out of consumers' pockets.

Please stop this terrible mistake. Please do the right thing and classify broadband as a common carrier utility. Please
restore real competition and help protect the future of the internet.

Sincerely,
Jeff Walter
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,066 ------------------------------

From: kevintreine
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kevin Treine
4801 Teal Wing Court
Apt 204
Columbia, MD 21045

------------------------------ Email 2,067 ------------------------------

From: chrawl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:52
Subject: Dark Ages
Thank you for contributing the further diminishment of this great nation.  Capitalism isn't perfect.  However, it is the job
 of the government to try and keep the playing field fair.  And you've just rigged the game.  You cheated.  History
repeats itself, and you're the reason the colonies rebelled against Britain.  You're tyrants.

Through everything else I could have been considered in the presidents 'Approval' rating.  But for appointing you, with
a known agenda and this result.  Not that it matters, but I no longer approve of this president.

------------------------------ Email 2,068 ------------------------------

From: pinpointpc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You've opened the door to halting innovation for one of the only areas America still leads.  Declare ISP's as common
carriers and create a legacy that your children and grandchildren will be proud of.

If this plan is upheld, that legacy won't be there.

Clean up your own mess and firmly lead us into the 21st century.  We want net neutrality.  We'll be watching.

Matt DeSiena
448 East 20th street
Apt. 1A
New York, NY 10009
US

------------------------------ Email 2,069 ------------------------------

From: blansten
To:

Jessica.Rosenworcel@fcc.
gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler and the Commissioners:
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I think the "Fast Lane" proposal is a remarkably ill-advised idea, practically guaranteed to produce fewer and more
expensive options for the American consumer while enriching a select few. It's not too late to reverse this decision, and I
 would like to very strongly urge you to do so before it is too late. The Net Neutrality rules have allowed free speech to
prosper online, and have created entire new types of businesses and services.

Please, please reconsider.

Thank you,
Patrick Keller
Portland, Oregon

------------------------------ Email 2,070 ------------------------------

From: gilmorex83
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Preston Gilmore (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.  Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,071 ------------------------------

From: markjarndt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The decision to end net neutrality is completely irresponsible.  The internet, and the access to, is the EQUITABLE right
of the American people.

The decisions that were made do not represent the ideals and beliefs of the American citizens.

Mark Arndt

OR

------------------------------ Email 2,072 ------------------------------
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From: beepboop
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality is the only thing that allow the internet to stay open and allow people to organize and express themselves.

Eric Neubauer

IL 60422
US

------------------------------ Email 2,073 ------------------------------

From: drarant
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality.  Do not end it.

Travis Hooten

------------------------------ Email 2,074 ------------------------------

From: 484ryan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Net Neutrality is inherent to the ideals of the internet and the consumption of information. To change this would be
limiting the opportunity we people have to utilize this asset, and the cost will trickle down to consumers. Changing this
is not in the best interest of the general public.

Regards

------------------------------ Email 2,075 ------------------------------

From: chadericpeterson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:55
Subject: New FCC Regulations to allow the internet to be privatized by  Corporations
Hi Tom Wheeler,

I am emailing you as a concerned citizen of the U.S.A.  I pay taxes. I work at my job as diligently as I can and I use the
internet for a lot of facets of my life.  I hope that you will take into consideration that by privatizing and allowing certain
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 corporations to "boost" or "throttle" internet connections based on preferred providers such as Comcast, Verizon,
AT&T etc.. will lead to corporations basically owning the Internet.

This is disgusting and should not be allowed. I'm sure you will receive many emails on this issue. The Internet is of the
public domain. It belongs to the world, and not any one entity. It has allowed for major breakthroughs in all the
sciences, and even the creation of new sciences!

It allows those with even the most basic resources to educate themselves and increase their contribution to the world.  If
the FCC passes these regulations the FCC will be the cause of a new Dark Age that may never see an end.

What will it all be for?  How profit has been promised to fill the pockets of all those that back these regulations?

Please take a moment during your busy day and days ahead, and consider what you could be known for. On one side of
history- The man who struck down the bid for corporations to have a Stranglehold on the Internet.  On the other side of
History- The man who allowed corporations to have a Stranglehold on the Internet and ruin future society forever.

Take time to decide carefully how your legacy will be written.

Kind regards,
Chad Peterson

------------------------------ Email 2,076 ------------------------------

From: sarah.flocken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I'm sending this email to register my extreme dissatisfaction with the proposed regulations that all but eliminate net
neutrality. The Internet is a utility, and should be considered as such. Allowing companies like Comcast to form a
potentially very real monopoly would set the U.S. behind by decades, into an economic mess I don't even want to think
about.

I know you're likely getting a barrage of this type of communication today, and I sincerely hope you actually listen to
what U.S citizens are saying.

-Sarah Flocken

--
Sarah Flocken

1-714-335-2243

MSc Literature & Modernity
University of Edinburgh 2011
BA English & Comparative Literary Studies
Occidental College 2010

------------------------------ Email 2,077 ------------------------------

From: duke
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:55
Subject: End Net Neutrality. PLEASE DO NOT.

Tech is booming, why?
Startups aren't crushed by incumbents.
read top-tier tech VC FRED WILSON
avc.com/2014/01/vc-pitches-in-a-year-or-two/?

Thank you

RICHARD CRAWFORD
2000 LITTLE RAVEN ST #4A
DENVER, CO 80202
US

------------------------------ Email 2,078 ------------------------------

From: brianjburk
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
Ladies and Gentlemen of the FCC - if what I read about your new net neutrality rules that allow content companies to
pay ISPs is correct then you are all bought and sold criminals.  YOUR ORGANIZATION will be the downfall of the
internet in America.  This would never happen in any other country.  You are all bought and sold criminals and should
be thrown in jail if this turns out to be accurate.

--
Brian J. Burk
305.790.2817 (m)
President Burk Industries

------------------------------ Email 2,079 ------------------------------

From: kyle.t.chessman
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:56
Subject: Do not get rid of net neutrality
Hi FCC Commisioners,

Do not allow any sort of "pay for preferential treatment" or anything like that.  Make the rules for net neutrality so that
ALL network traffic has to be treated equally.  NO EXCEPTIONS!!!  Classify internet service providers as common
carriers.  If the FCC doesn't enforce true net neutrality, it's obvious the FCC is corrupt.

Thanks,

A very concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 2,080 ------------------------------
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From: shafelk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kristin Shafel

 53703

------------------------------ Email 2,081 ------------------------------

From: jonathan.skean
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:56
Subject: Network neutrality
Why not declare ISPs to be common carriers?

Net neutrality is clearly in the public interest. The FCC should not
consent to anything that interferes with it. I am very disappointed to
read that you have endorsed higher cost access to "fast lanes". Even
if the courts prevent you from forbidding them, you should not endorse
them.

If your position is somehow in the public interest you need to do a
better job of explaining it. As it is, you seem to be representing the
industry you are supposed to be regulating instead of us customers.

I am trying to avoid an angry tone in this message and I would very
much appreciate a response. I'm sure you are aware that recent news
stories have presented your net neutrality statement is a way that
makes it seem outrageous. Please explain how it is not harmful to the
vast majority of citizens.

--
Best regards,
Jonathan K. Skean
Lincoln, Nebraska

------------------------------ Email 2,082 ------------------------------

From: bhendric
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:56
Subject: Concerns about Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners,

For some time now I have been concerned about the lack of net neutrality in the US, where only a handful of ISPs
dominate the market. Now I read that the FCC is moving us even further away from net neutrality by prospectively
allowing those ISPs to sell faster access to the highest bidders. This is bad for innovation and terrible for participative
democracy. As a PhD student in Rhetoric and Writing, I study writing instruction and teach writing to America's next
generation of college graduates, and I study how writing in digital spaces facilitates the democrat process. By allowing
ISPs to favor some internet services over others, you will be hindering citizens' capacities to advocate for themselves in
venues not recognized as lucrative enough by the small handful of ISPs you have allowed to dominate the market. Your
proposed changes, in effect, silence ordinary citizens and encourage them to use the web as consumers instead of
citizens and innovators.

I sincerely hope that this news is in fact erroneous, and I encourage the FCC to take bold steps in the opposite direction,
thereby lobbying not only for very small number of individuals who control the very few and only ISPs, but for the vast
majority of Americans dependent upon that monopoly to participate actively and effectively in a democracy gone
digital.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

--

Brian Hendrickson
Doctoral Candidate, Rhetoric & Writing
Coordinator, Core Writing
University of New Mexico
Co-Chair, WPA-GO (CWPA Graduate Committee)

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,083 ------------------------------

From: arthurh3535
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:56
Subject: Ending Net Neutrality!?
This is a really horrible idea, as it really will just give companies
an excuse to charge for coming and going all the while they will still
not be upgrading us as efficiently as many first world nations.

Please do not all for this to happen, as we should be moving away from
this sort of business plan which is designed to gouge customers more
and more.

There's not really a lot more to give and all it's going to do is
force people to choose less options between more expensive services
they already have.
_____________________________________
Arthur Hansen
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------------------------------ Email 2,084 ------------------------------

From: sjanusz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net Neutrality is a very important part of the Internet.  Special data speeds for certain corporations or people must not
be allowed.  Thank you, Steve Janusz...

Stephen Janusz
1515 Parmeadow Dr.
Northfield, MN 55057
US

------------------------------ Email 2,085 ------------------------------

From: jrbeckstrom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:57
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Here is a time to stand your ground.  If you choose not to, "hooray" for the demise of democracy.

James Beckstrom

MI 48750
US

------------------------------ Email 2,086 ------------------------------

From: beachbc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:57
Subject: The Internet

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Absolutely unacceptable.

What kind of kick back are you getting from the national ISPs to push this through?

Do you really believe this is a good thing for Americans?  For your children and grandchildren?

By allowing ISPs to sell priority treatment for traffic from specific sources you are enabling them to "discourage" traffic
 from certain sources.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

For example:

My ISP, Comcast, can change their ToS so that the advertised speed of 20MB down/5MB up connection that I have
now applies only to "priority" traffic, and non priority traffic will be throttled to 512KB down.  They won't do this
immediately, it will start slow: 15MB down, then 10MB down, then 5MB down, then 2MB down.  ISPs can get away
with it because in most markets they have a monopoly.  There are very few places where ISPs actually have real
competition.

Where I live, comcast provides up to 50MB down and centurylink provides up to 10MB down DSL.  The two speeds
are so radically different that they aren't actually competing.  comcast has the monopoly on actual highspeed broadband.
  Qwest has the monopoly on cheep internet that's only good for casual web surfing and email.

Bradley Beach
4658 Ocean Beach Hwy Apt E
Longview, WA 98632
US

------------------------------ Email 2,087 ------------------------------

From: matthewhelderman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:57
Subject: Net Neutrality

I am writing to you today in the hopes that the FCC will continue to fight and guard against the greed of corporate
America as they seek to create preferential treatment over internet use. The internet is one of the only true places that
offers complete equality for anyone accessing it and this trend needs to continue. Creating a system with favoritism
based on how much one is willing to pay will only be passed down to the millions of already struggling Americans and
slowly suffocate e-commerce and hamper over all abilities to recover on the economy itself. I trust that the FCC will
always act with the freedom and liberty of individuals in mind.

Sincerely,
Matt Helderman

------------------------------ Email 2,088 ------------------------------

From: staticbroom
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Ladies & Gentlemen,

My name is Shaun Bassett.  I am a United States citizen and I am concerned over the future of the Internet...specifically
Net Neutrality.

I'm not ashamed to admit a certain amount of ignorance on the subject.  It can be difficult to find the unbiased facts
among all the articles, interviews, & responses.

What I do understand is that biased throttling by an Internet Service Provider leads to a dangerous place in our future as
a country.  I want to see laws that maintain Net Neutrality.  I don't want to see my government maintaining these odd
relationships with corporations wherein the people's interest appears to become that of a backseat driver.
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In my opinion, companies like Comcast and Time Warner are in a win-win situation.  I believe that, even if Net
Neutrality is enforced, the corporations will use this news as a reason to increase my monthly bill.  If it is not enforced
then they will go after other companies with fees to prioritize their bandwidth.  Then those companies will raise their
prices to the consumers.  Either way the ISPs are going to get paid.

My suggestion would be to enforce Net Neutrality and extend a certain amount of price regulation over all ISPs so that
they don't hike up the prices like little brats when they "lose" over the interests of the people of the United States of
America.

Thank you for taking the time to read this email.

Sincerely & Respectfully,

Shaun Bassett
Citizen - United States of America

------------------------------ Email 2,089 ------------------------------

From: beckyriley81
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rebecca Riley
24222 Caris st.
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

------------------------------ Email 2,090 ------------------------------

From: rpixley220
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:58
Subject: Force more competition in Cable and ISP markets

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Moreover, we need actual competition in Cable TV and ISP markets.  A content provider should simply not also be a
carrier of content.  They have a built in conflict of interest.

Why else would Comcast demand that NetFlix PAY them to carry their service?  As a consumer I have paid Comcast to
 provide me with access the the internet, period.  They should not then be allowed to put tolls up for content providers to
 use their network.  I am their customer and I have already paid for that transit from Netflix.
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Rob Pixley

Centreville, VA 20120
US

------------------------------ Email 2,091 ------------------------------

From: mdmcclos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
As the internet gradually becomes the most common way for individuals to communicate, share ideas, and organize, it is
 extremely important to me, and to all of us, that access to those things is open and neutral, and not locked up in
corporate hands.

Thank you for doing the right thing.

Matthew McCloskey
18 Westbourne St.
Roslindale, MA 02131
US

------------------------------ Email 2,092 ------------------------------

From: caryndi
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 14:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Good day,

In light of the recent FCC proposals, I would like to register my discontent with the performance of the FCC.  This
commission should protect freedom of speech and information exchange, and any proposal which would allow
"commercially reasonable" discrimination on the Internet goes directly against that goal.  Not only will large
corporations be able to buy out customers from smaller start-ups or community efforts, but personal speech will be
vulnerable to being placed on the "slow lanes" of the Internet and practically silenced.

The mainstream media is already far too concentrated, with only seven big corporations owning most channels of
communication.  The Internet, on the other hand, was created by a group of scientists who wanted to ensure that all
information could be free and equal; its decentralized structure reflects this goal.  By allowing corporations to pay for
"premium" access to customers, the FCC threatens to undo the democratic ideologies behind the Internet; the same
influences that have made the Internet such a great tool in bringing extended democracy to nations across the world.
Allowing commercialism to run the Internet leads to a more plutocratic model that reconcentrates power among those
who can pay--regardless of their values and care for others.  The wealth gap on the Internet already hurts many low-
income job seekers, and the scope and seriousness of these harms would only increase were the FCC to allow
corporations increased control over the Internet.  I encourage you to instead reaffirm your dedication to net neutrality,
democracy, and freedom of speech.

Thank you,
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Caryn DiMarco

student of Emerging Media and Communications

University of Texas at Dallas

------------------------------ Email 2,093 ------------------------------

From: tkeenan79
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Apparently, a million signatures weren't enough for you to take notice of public opinion. So we'll team up with
corporations -- people you actually do listen to -- to drive the point home that America does not want a multi-tier
internet.
We want net neutrality.

Tim Keenan
940 Confluence Ct
Steamboat Springs, CO 80487
US

------------------------------ Email 2,094 ------------------------------

From: ellicaro
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

caroline oberholtzer

WI 54520

------------------------------ Email 2,095 ------------------------------

From: realsimple
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:59
Subject: Chairman Wheeler you no longer work for the cable companies! Why  are you looking to end Net Neutrality

To: FCC and Chairman Wheeler

Why are you looking to end net neutrality?  You no longer work for the cable companies, so why would you do this to
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the people of the United States?

If a country like Brazil can create an Internet bill of rights don't you think that the United States of America deserve at
least the same?

STOP working for the few special interests and think about the damage you will to stop the free growth of the internet.

Please don't sweep our voices aside and feel that we will roll over on this issue.

Tony Reagon

------------------------------ Email 2,096 ------------------------------

From: jagger.estep
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 14:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am in support of net neutrality because I want the web to remain free and open. Internet providers should not have the
capability to give preference to any specific traffic. If they are allowed to do this, they will stifle innovation by charging
sites and services for premium bandwidth. This would allow sites and services which pay more to be better accessible
than sites and services which do not. This would be anti-competitive and We will not allow it.

Jagger Estep
4246 Chesford Rd
Columbus, OH 43224
US

------------------------------ Email 2,097 ------------------------------

From: rebeled
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, instead of platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.
We want net neutrality. We believe in freedom of choice, not freedom from choice. Keep the Internet available to
everyone.

Ed Parks
1600 NW 31st ST
Apt. 158
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
US

------------------------------ Email 2,098 ------------------------------

From: harold carr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
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Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Harold Carr (  writes:

The internet should be REALLY neutral.  NO PAID FASTLANES.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,099 ------------------------------

From: mbsheane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
Subject: What the Hell is the Matter With You People???

To: Chairman Wheeler and Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

We - the PEOPLE - want you to promote and protect democratic media.  We do NOT want your platitudes and
smokescreens, which you use to disguise the FCC's implementation of corporate domination of the Internet.

WE WANT NET NEUTRALITY.

What you are doing in destroying net neutrality is NOT about DEMOCRACY, it is about FASCISM - and we want you
to STOP pretending it's anything else.

Meredith Sheane
1405 E Broadway #L106
Missoula, MT 59802
US

------------------------------ Email 2,100 ------------------------------

From: volare232
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ignacio Orellana-Garcia
1235 46th ave.
San Francisco, CA 94122

------------------------------ Email 2,101 ------------------------------

From: birdboy48
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

More advantages to the wealthy, and less for the general populace.   I suppose we should not be surprised, as the FCC
has always been in the pocket of the rich.

Robert Johnson

Bend, OR 97701
US

------------------------------ Email 2,102 ------------------------------

From: higginsmt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
Subject: Letter from A Concerned Citizen
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

First of all let me say that I have the utmost respect for what you do and the challenges that come with your position.
Balancing the powerful interests in the media, telecom, and internet industries is no easy task, and by all accounts
you've been tenacious in your fight to keep network neutrality alive by ensuring that the FCC wields the final authority
on the matter. It's a long game and the goal is to keep the federal government and the FCC in the power position over
the armies of lobbyists from AT&T, Comcast and Verizon. So I won't be one of the shrill voices screaming that you're
selling out the open internet and accusing you of being too close to the industry. If anything, the federal courts sold out
network neutrality, not your agency.  I believe you're working with what your agency has to try to create the best
possible environment for citizens and a free flow of information.

Which is why the announcement yesterday gives me serious concern as a citizen and policy-watcher in this matter of
utmost national importance. If I think it all the way through, the end result is that all digital video services (and perhaps
other non-video services that use a lot of data) end up needing to pay the provider for speedy access. By
institutionalizing it in the FCC in the way that is currently being proposed, we would be giving legitimacy to a practice
that will, by its very nature, tilt the playing field toward powerful established internet video services and providers. We
would be essentially saying: "the past twenty years of unprecedented innovation in media and content distribution have
been fun, but we're really ready to give in now and let some established powers control the ecosystem."

I can't help but be disappointed by that outcome, especially since the conceptual framework for network neutrality -- the
 common carrier principle -- is as sound as ever. Given the soundness of the concept, what we should be dealing with is
the specifics of its implementation. There is no reason to institutionalize the right of the carriers to give preferential
treatment to certain providers based on payments that only the most powerful will be able to afford and the poorest will
(sooner or later) be unable to meet.

I believe this course of action will doom the common carrier principle in telecom, and that common carrier justification
was such a complete and fleshed out administrative position that, if you take away this piece of it, the United States will
soon find it hard to fall back on anything else to reign in telecom carriers.

And so, insignificant as my individual voice may be in matters so large, I must urge you to reconsider.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Matthew Higgins
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Boston, Massachusetts

------------------------------ Email 2,103 ------------------------------

From: cmcgarity
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please do not go forward with your plan to allow unequal access to the internet.  Broadband internet should be classified
 as a Title II telecommunications service.

Cathleen McGarity
4503 Crestway Dr.
Austin, TX 78731
US

------------------------------ Email 2,104 ------------------------------

From: jby
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. I want net neutrality.

James Young
1735 Bertram St.
Honolulu, HI 96816
US

------------------------------ Email 2,105 ------------------------------

From: caseyjo88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Casey Jo White.  I am 25 years old, from Indiana.  I graduated from Franklin College, and am a registered
voter.  A few months ago I, like many others, signed a Whitehouse.gov petition to demand net neutrality.  And although
the petition gathered enough signatures to be addressed, all we recieved it that address were empty words.  You stated
that Net Neutrality is important to you, and yet you support laws that will allow internet providers to essentially take
bribes from companies - putting large, paying companies at better access than start ups and individuals.  That is NOT
neutrality.  You have lied about your stance to millions of American citizens and disrespected their honest opinions
about free internet.

The internet is a utility.  It is not something that many Americans can do without.  After graduating college, almost
every job I applied for required an online resume or application.  I worked as a local news reporter for two years and
posted all of my stories online.  I recieve my paystubs online, I pay my bills online, I check the homework of the student
 I tutor online.
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When you tamper with the internet you mess with the very fabric of the modern American's life.  Please, listen to the
people who are asking you to protect net neutrality.  Listen to the experts, posting their research online about how
damaging ending this neutrality really is.  Actually listen, and answer truthfully this time.  Take this seriously, because
the internet isn't just for Netflix or Facebook.  The internet is for everyone, and it is important.

Sincerely,
Casey Jo White

------------------------------ Email 2,106 ------------------------------

From: tbltoaster
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:01
Subject: Please Read and Don't End Net Nuetrality.

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  This would be detrimental to small start ups and would create a the larger companies that can afford it
be favored.  How can I start my business with all the fee's and costs that this would inject into my business plan and put
an end to my dream of providing excellent services to consumers all while providing my young family financial
freedom?  Sure, why is this your problem? Think about this long and hard.  You have had extreme success in your life
to be able to become chairman of the FCC.  I on the other hand have worked meaningless dead end jobs that promised
high pay, room to grow, and i've been consistently laid off from these companies due to horrible business decisions and
government programs ("ObamaCare") that cost companies far too much to be able to keep all of their current workforce
employed.

So just remember after you make a monumental mistake by betraying the principle of open and equal access to the
internet and possibly end the dreams of many bright individuals that could very well change the course of the future for
millions of people with their ideas.  Was it worth it? Is it possible that I crippled positive economic growth by not
allowing small businesses with such a bright future to compete with companies that's been in business for 25, 50, or
even 100 years?

If this ends my chances to finally free my family from financial hardship and give my wife, children, and one day their
children a life of happiness and safety by no longer living in low income government housing that's more or less a
breeding ground for criminal activity.  Then not only has your decision affected one American family.  But there will be
 countless others just like me out there with families that remain in an economic pit of despair.

I'm sure nobody actually reads these emails.

Thank You

Steve Stewart

No information in this email shall be made public without written consent from the author.  In doing so will cause legal
action to be taken as this email, containing the personal opinions of the author, is strictly confidential.

Steven Stewart

Douglas, GA 31535
US

------------------------------ Email 2,107 ------------------------------
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From: kyle.fernald
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:01
Subject: Formal Complaint with Regards to the Proposed Net Neutrality  Regulations
Hello,

I would like to file a formal, heart-felt complaint about the most-recently proposed net neutrality regulations.

It is my strong opinion that these newest rules are heading in the wrong direction for the quality, equality, and benefit of
 both the internet and American consumers. The internet is so highly woven into American's everyday lives that it
should be legally considered a utility, like water or electricity is currently. It has come to the point where everyday
household products and services, like TVs, phone lines, alarm and security systems, and even appliances are connected
through the internet, and the list grows every day. A higher percentage of any electrical device is now connected to the
internet, so why not treat the internet the same as electricity? The internet should be a utility it should be regulated as
such...not allowing a "fast lane" through the internet for those companies that can afford to pay more.

Allowing a "fast lane" through the internet may seem like a great idea up front but can only lead to hinder competition
for all of the other companies that cannot afford the millions of dollars required. It's adding an unnecessary hill for the
competition to climb, weighing the odds in the conglomerate's favor. There's an extremely fine line between "prioritized
 services" and de-prioritizing other services. And in no way can this benefit the American people. These rules seem
strictly proposed for the benefit of businesses...

Another concern is that the non-paid paths through the internet would begin to slow down over time with the ever
increasing bandwidth requirements from more internet-based services. Over time the ISPs are not as motivated to
provide speedier networks across the board because they'll be more motivated by attempting to get companies paying
for speed increases.

We should take a note from Brazil and implement effective, wide-spread net neutrality rules, correctly label the internet
as a utility so it may be regulated as such, and start protecting the American consumers instead of acting timidly for fear
of lobbyists...

Sincerely and with great anguish,
Kyle Fernald, Electrical Engineer
Austin, TX

------------------------------ Email 2,108 ------------------------------

From: revlkb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Laura Becker  (  writes:

Please preserve net neutrality!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,109 ------------------------------

From: clayblasdel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:01
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler,

We need to preserve the neutrality of the Web.  Everything in this country should not be for sale to the highest bidder.
Do whatever needs to be done to preserve net neutrality.

clay blasdel
RR 3
Blasdel, NY 14219

------------------------------ Email 2,110 ------------------------------

From: radiostorm3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Robert Burtze II (  writes:

Hello sir.I was wanting to let you know that we need net neutrality.Its defentley not fair to us paying customers to deal
with someone throttling our internet.Its bad enough as is for my house hold that I am in to pay for it all.Today its not a
matter of choice.Plus all I see this doing is allowing these bigger companies to turn into bullying customers even worse
than they are.Compared to the rest of the world we do not have the net speeds on a normal grade of pay.Sincerely a
concerned citizen and also a pc gamer.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,111 ------------------------------

From: lindberg.sta
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Ending net neutrality is a sure way to kill the innovation and entrepreneurship that has made the United States home to
the powerful and profitable global industry built around Internet technologies. It will drive the kind of people who built
this modern economy overseas and drain our country of talent, innovation, and ultimately tax dollars.

I implore you to carefully reconsider your position on this matter, and to move to protect the freedom of a level playing
field that has been so successful in creating jobs and fostering the American entrepreneurial spirit.

Regards,
Schuyler Lindberg

Schuyler Lindberg
711 D Street
Petaluma, CA 94952
US

------------------------------ Email 2,112 ------------------------------
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From: dgray96
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:02
Subject: All Internet Traffic Should Be Treated Equally
The Internet should remain neutral.

Thank you

------------------------------ Email 2,113 ------------------------------

From: davidmshores
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom, I refer to this post.

http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

The internet should be open, completely open.  It's already going in the wrong direction with Netflix paying Comcast for
 faster access to it's service (this alone should be against the law).  I don't know what goons are paying you guys to rig it,
 but if it continues, I hope companies like Google (with Google Fiber) destroy the other ISP's out there.  The internet
should be open.  If it isn't, you will see a lot more news/blog post like the one above, and I'll be sure to spread the news
to my less tech savvy friends about how the government is "serving" them.

Regards,
David Shores

------------------------------ Email 2,114 ------------------------------

From: jtbucholtz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Bucholtz

CA 92009

------------------------------ Email 2,115 ------------------------------

From: d0x360
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:03
Subject: Net neutrality. No fast lane!
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Your new proposal that allows a fast lane is not OK.  The net needs to be open and fair for all and doing this hurts
consumers and small companies alike.  Isp's are already unfair to consumers and monopolies.  America has expensive
slow internet compared to other developer nations and its insane.

Netflix was forced to pay Comcast and soon other companies due to degraded service and now they are raising prices
for CONSUMERS.

we need to stop lining the pockets of the large rich corporation and start helping the citizens.

We already pay an ISP for content.  Why should they get paid twice?  An ISP should be classified as a utility just like
the phone.  This needs to end.  People need to stop lining there pockets and do there jobs.  Not all of us are rich and can
afford constantly raised bills for increasingly terrible service.

------------------------------ Email 2,116 ------------------------------

From: amw1970
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Anthony Williams
403 South Sunland Drive
Sanford, FL 32773

------------------------------ Email 2,117 ------------------------------

From: acanthus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:03
Subject: Civil Law Marco Internet USA?

Dear Chair Wheeler and FCC:

It is time for the United States of America to follow the example of Brazil and pass an equivalent to the Civil Law
Marco Internet/Internet Bill of Rights.  The USA needs to encourage freedom and net neutrality, not controlled content
and fascism.

Despite the regression that has occurrred in this nation for the past 34 years, and especially during the past 13, many
Americans have not forgotten when we were citizens, not just "consumers."  We know our nation's history, and our
family history as it relates to American history.  We believe in living free or dying.

We refuse to become neo-feudalism's passive slaves.

Roberta Beach
808 Atlantic Street
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St. Paul, MN 55106
US

------------------------------ Email 2,118 ------------------------------

From: dave.law.404
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet is as much a common carrier as the US highways, train tracks, and the old telephone system, except that it's
 far more important for our future. And you are destroying it by making a two-tier system.

Dave Law
1300 University St Apt 6A
Apt 6A
Seattle, WA 98101
US

------------------------------ Email 2,119 ------------------------------

From: nathan.boy
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Net Neutrality Is Non-Negotiable
Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
   The idea that a principle of net neutrality can be replaced by a
test of what is "commercially reasonable" is absurd.  This would leave
the FCC incredibly prone to regulatory capture and be the beginning of
the end for affordable, equal access to the internet for millions of
American citizens.  While in theory it all sounds well and good, in
practice "commercially reasonable" is going to allow ISP's to extort
money from providers of internet services in much the same way as the
river barons of old.
   I am happy to say that this will not be the end of the internet,
however.  Whether the telecom oligopolies like it or not, the rest of
the world - including some countries with an incredibly poor
commitment to basic human rights - will continue to march forward.  It
is only us who will be left behind.  If policies like this come into
play in the US, companies will have a strong incentive to offshore as
much as they can, and new startups will have a strong incentive to
start in other countries - places where their business model could not
be destroyed by a couple of ISP's colluding to hike their rates up to
the point where they cannot be competitive.  As a software engineer in
the US, the ongoing refusal to classify broadband access as a Title II
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telecommunications service  reduces the competitiveness of workers
like me in comparison to my peers in other nation.

Thank you for your time.

Nathan Boy

------------------------------ Email 2,120 ------------------------------

From: james861
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

James Williams
1104 Scholastic Circle
Durham, NC 27713

------------------------------ Email 2,121 ------------------------------

From: zboog
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Without true net neutrality the efforts of startups will be stifled by there inability to pay for priority access to the internet
 - only the largest companies will be able to afford to get their content shown at reasonable speeds.

The internet is not the plaything of the rich, it's the essential landscape of modern business.  Don't make it yet another
way for the largest businesses to crush any and all their competitors without a fair fight.

Zach Shukan
598 Humboldt Street
Apartment 3L
Brooklyn, NY 11222
US

------------------------------ Email 2,122 ------------------------------

From: pak
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Wouldn't it be nice if you worked for the people instead of the cable operators?  What's your kickback on this?  New
house on the slopes?  Private jet?

brian noble

san francisco, CA 94111
US

------------------------------ Email 2,123 ------------------------------

From: faarfalla8811
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
caroline shulene

------------------------------ Email 2,124 ------------------------------

From: bluefire
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You have betrayed us, the American people.  You intend to sell our birthright, unimpeded, free speech, for the most
ridiculously small considerations, to the largest media monopolists among us.

I am sick of you.  I will never again trust an FCC to do anything right.  In my entire lifetime, with the exception of the
regime of Newton Minow, the FCC has only been a plague on our commonweal.  And so it goes.

Robert Jacobson
219 E. Glenn Street



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Tucson, AZ 85705
US

------------------------------ Email 2,125 ------------------------------

From: takencutie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Tom Wheeler:

Please urge Congress and the FCC to uphold Net Neutrality. Internet service providers should not have the power to
limit and/or block content providers from reaching their audiences. Freedom of the press and freedom of speech are at
stake as well as the capabilities of start-up businesses to succeed.

Thank you,
Stuart Massie

Reference:
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html

http://kotaku.com/if-we-dont-want-gaming-to-get-more-expensive-we-need-t-1567151895

http://www.usatoday.com/story/tech/2014/01/19/net-neutrality-effects-on-consumers-debated/4596031/

------------------------------ Email 2,126 ------------------------------

From: nmarangos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Net Neutrality is Crucial to Our Economy

Dear Sir or Madam,

I am a software developer at a small company in central New Jersey.  I am writing to express my concern over the
recent attempts to remove net neutrality.

The Internet is a service that allows individuals across the globe to communicate with one another in real time and
through email, helps students and anyone with a thirst for knowledge to learn more about the world around us, and
enables companies to increase their volume and do their business more efficiently.  The advent of the Internet in the last
20-25 years has allowed many small companies that have innovative ideas to form, providing new useful services for
users and also creating many new jobs such as the one I hold.  The absence of net neutrality could result in collusion
between Internet service providers and large Internet companies, which enriches the ISPs with extra access fees and
ensures the safety of the large companies in their markets yet stifles innovation and forces small companies out of
business, resulting in many jobs being lost.

Our economy cannot afford those job losses.  I urge you to reclassify the Internet as a telecommunications service.

Nikitas Marangos

Woodbridge, NJ 07095
US

------------------------------ Email 2,127 ------------------------------
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From: aguynamedryan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ryan Duryea (  writes:

Dear FCC Chairman Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

Thank you for your time,
Ryan

P.S.  Yes, this is a cut and paste, but it does a pretty good job of summing up my thoughts.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,128 ------------------------------

From: cdilworth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do NOT let anyone have special privileges on the Internet!!  We MUST all be able to move at the same speed.
Otherwise, EXTORTION is sure to result.

Coke Dilworth

Austin, TX 78746
US

------------------------------ Email 2,129 ------------------------------

From: shaman7214
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:05
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Really?  You want to turn us into a third world country?
Install a dictator and secret police?  Maybe think ending
net neutrality is a good way to go?

Forget it!

Susan McCabe
12322 Hatteras street
Valley Village, CA 91607
US

------------------------------ Email 2,130 ------------------------------

From: colin frake
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:05
Subject: Net Neutrality Must Not Be Compromised
Your recent defense against the supposed misinformation regarding your forthcoming "Open Internet" policy is not
convincing.

Do not bow to pressure from corporations looking to use their vast legal and budgetary resources to carve-up the
internet and stifle innovation before it happens.

Listen to the people who are complaining very, very loudly about how terrible their internet access actually is. Ignore
the published statistics. In the real world, access is not as good as these companies want you to believe.

THE INTERNET IS A UTILITY. It MUST be regulated like one. If internet access is not a utility, then why do so many
 providers monitor and bill their customers exactly like the electric, water, and gas companies do?

DO NOT allow Comcast to buy their way into the de facto internet gatekeeper. Instead Comcast should be forced to
split into several smaller companies that directly compete with each other. Competition improves service and price for
consumers. Send a message that investment in our infrastructure is a priority and that profits are not the focus,
customers are.

Some further reading you may have missed since you have obviously been busy lately.

http://www.wired.com/2014/04/7-limits-the-fcc-should-impose-on-a-comcast-time-warner-merger/

http://www.theverge.com/2014/4/9/5597074/inside-comcasts-shaky-fcc-defense-of-time-warner-cable-takeover

http://www.forbes.com/sites/amadoudiallo/2014/03/12/comcasts-own-history-is-best-argument-against-time-warner-
deal/

http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked
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http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/21/5434450/cost-of-american-wireless-data-speed-compared-to-the-world

Oh, and about that last one; Great Job!

------------------------------ Email 2,131 ------------------------------

From: kevindo19
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:05
Subject: Concerned About Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Kevin O'Brien.  I'm a 25 year old law student living in Houston, Texas.  I'm writing you to express my
concern over the recent Comcast ruling.  I, like many of my peers in the legal community, am very concerned about the
potential ramifications of this case.  The internet is an amazing innovation, likely one of the greatest innovations of our
age. Please do not allow powerful telecommunications companies to dictate who may view what content on the internet.
  Stop them from charging a premium to popular or high-bandwidth sites, and stop them from hurting American
consumers with unfair business practices.

Thank you for your time,

Kevin O'Brien

------------------------------ Email 2,132 ------------------------------

From: donnawestlund
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Donna Westlund

 90814

------------------------------ Email 2,133 ------------------------------

From: jcannon04
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to express my disappointment in the Federal Communications Committee's decision to effectively destroy
Net Neutrality in the United States with its impending new rules.
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Destroying net neutrality with the new proposed "fast lane" rules will undermine the the ability the ability to  businesses
to further expand their operations without paying a fee to companies like Comcast. It is inconceivable that you believe
that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.

If net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions.

I sincerely hope you put the welfare of Americans before those of corporations and work to uphold net neutrality.

Jarred L.S. Cannon

------------------------------ Email 2,134 ------------------------------

From: adam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:06
Subject: Why the FCC's "Fast Lanes" proposal is bullshit
Mr. Wheeler,

Your job is to do what’s right for our country, and the people of our country. But with the recent information about the
FCC’s “Fast Lanes” proposal coming to light, it’s pretty obvious that you don’t give a damn about what’s good for the
people you are supposed to serve. You obviously care more for your buddies in the big ISPs and communication
providers.

The language the FCC uses to describe this make it sound like they’re building up better faster internet for the people,
when in reality you’re discriminating and restricting what we have today. You’re failing to do your job, and you’re
leading the way to irreparable harm to the United States. You’re allowing (and helping) the big ISPs to bend us over and
 take away the greatest invention in the world.

You either need to fight for net neutrality and define that ISPs are providers only, and are not allowed to regulate in any
kind (just like utilities), or resign.

I’d prefer the later.

--
Adam Selby
214.232.7647

mailto

------------------------------ Email 2,135 ------------------------------

From: ziellenbach
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Please listen to the millions of voices asking you to do your job. Please do your utmost to defend and protect Net
Neutrality while you still can.
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If you fail to do so, you must concede that your actions to date have done little to protect the American people from
overzealous corporations who have an effective  monopoly. At what point do you admit that you have ultimately handed
 the largest and most dominant service providers carte blanche to impose unjustifiable restrictions on American
customers while depriving them of any reasonable service alternative. Is that the kind of stance that the FCC should be
taking? Aren't you supposed to be acting in the best interests of the American people? Do you honestly believe that
allowing these lobbies to destroy Net Neutrality would be beneficial to anyone except these already powerful
companies?

Karl Ziellenbach
985 West Exchange Street
Akron, OH 44302
US

------------------------------ Email 2,136 ------------------------------

From: gsimmons41
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

George Simmons
1015 S Dakota St
Green River, WY 82935

------------------------------ Email 2,137 ------------------------------

From: bardkun
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:07
Subject: "Fast lanes"?
Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read the FCC is considering allowing "fast lanes" in internet service--allowing ISPs to give better service to
companies that pay higher fees.

This is a poisonous idea and I implore you to shoot it down. We've seen, over and over again, that these companies do
not have our best interests in mind. They do the bare minimum to avoid breaking the law (while aggressively lobbying
to CHANGE the law) and that's it. Poor service, anti-consumer practices, hidden fees, virtual monopolies, a whole
laundry list of other complaints...I'm sure you've heard it all by now.

Giving them the ability to tier their service in this manner sets a dangerous precedent and guts the concept of Net
Neutrality. We've already seen how they treat "reasonable baseline" services; if we let them offer a "fast lane," it can
only hurt consumers, content providers, and companies who can't afford to jump on the tollway.

My generation thinks of the FCC and congress as mere puppets for the ISPs. Please prove us wrong.
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Thanks
Jim Smylie

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 2,138 ------------------------------

From: firenzem
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello, My name is Michael Firenze and I'm a registered voter.  I'm writing to urge you to support net neutrality and
make sure the FCC continues to enforce net neutrality as it has stood since day one.

------------------------------ Email 2,139 ------------------------------

From: 2014
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:07
Subject: Please end Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net Neutrality is a great example of useless involvement of government.  Please butt out and end this nonsense!  The
market will regulate itself and normalize if you stay out of the way.

The more you regulate (aka tinker with the ecosystem), the more you inadvertently cause more amplified and cascading
harm.  Stay out of the way, and let capitalism work.

-Josh

Josh Rogers
4104 Hidden View Court
Round Rock, TX 78665
US

------------------------------ Email 2,140 ------------------------------

From: tbolduc
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:07
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Please don’t eliminate net neutrality.  The internet is the most valuable technology of this generation.

Don’t give the keys to a near monopolistic private industry who will capitalize on it to the detriment of all others.

Tim Bolduc

------------------------------ Email 2,141 ------------------------------
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From: b_sperduto
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:07
Subject: Net Neutrality

I am very concerned about the proposed removal of Net Neutrality, and the effect it would have on businesses, and
consumers. Please consider how this would negatively effect consumers and businesses not owned by the ISPs and find
a way retain Net Neutrality. Competition among ISPs is very small right now, so consumers have few options if their
ISP goes forward with internet fast lanes. If your hands are somehow tied, then go to congress with proposed legislation,
 to protect consumers and businesses. America's internet infrastructure is already woefully behind much of the rest of
the world, and allowing Internet fast lanes would already further hamper us.

Sincerely,
Brian Sperduto

------------------------------ Email 2,142 ------------------------------

From: ceej112
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This does absolutely no service to the people of America, and our ability to educate ourselves to be better citizens,
business owners, and productive members of society.  Making the internet a place for marketing over information serves
 no one.  This is WRONG.  I will fight this until my dying day, as the internet is the most important resource we have
for sharing the useful information we need to improve ourselves, our culture, our economy.  Access to QUALITY
information, and not just advertisements is essential.  This is like putting tabloid magazines in the front of the library
and making everyone wait in line to get to the real books.
Don't ruin the internet, you have no right.  Who are you here to serve?

Cjay Roughgarden
314 Lester Ave
Oakland, CA 94606

------------------------------ Email 2,143 ------------------------------

From: pdxmws
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This letter is a sincere request for action for to guarantee democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet.

Net neutrality is essential in a democratic country.

Corporate domination of Comcast -- clearly a monopoloy now -- is outrageous.

Do not end open internet. While other countries in South America and Europe are moving to guarantee an open internet,
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 the U.S. is doing the crazy opposite.

The F.C.C. should represent the interests of the people of the United States, not the corporations. Please reconsider the
unwise plan now proposed.

Sandra Williams
2804 SE 27th Ave.
Portland, OR 97202
US

------------------------------ Email 2,144 ------------------------------

From: dhartman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am very concerned regarding the recent news of the FCC changing it’s mind about net neutrality.   According to your
own 2010 Open Internet Order, the direction you’re headed would be very bad for everyone except the major ISPs.  It
states,

“[I]f permitted to deny access, or charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, broadband providers may
have incentives to allow congestion rather than invest in expanding network capacity.

Broadband providers would be expected to set inefficiently high fees to edge providers because they receive the benefits
 of those fees but are unlikely to fully account for the detrimental impact on edge providers’ ability and incentive to
innovate and invest, including the possibility that some edge providers might exit or decline to enter the market...
Moreover, fees for access or prioritized access could trigger an “arms race” within a given edge market segment. If one
edge provider pays for access or prioritized access to end users, subscribers may tend to favor that provider’s services,
and competing edge providers may feel that they must respond by paying, too.”

I don’t see how this isn’t still a major issue.   Please reconsider giving Comcast and AT&T the keys to the internet.
With their track record, they will only drive it into a wall.

Thank you for your time,

Dan Hartman

------------------------------ Email 2,145 ------------------------------

From: sarahc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:09
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the members of the Federal Communications Commission

I want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. There is no substitute for net neutrality.

Sarah Cardin
4828 NE Rodney Ave
Portland, OR 97213
US

------------------------------ Email 2,146 ------------------------------

From: bryan.gyg.jebavy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:09
Subject: Internet Access is a Utility
Hell,

I'm writing in regard to the need to start properly treating access to the Internet as a utility and not a commodity.
Unfettered access to competitive Internet access is significantly more important than a land line phone at this point.
Business prospects for companies and individuals hinge around quality and reliable access. As a nation we already
dramatically lag behind many other countries and that gap is only going to continue to widen without meaningful
measures to prevent the monopolies running network services in various parts of the country now from sitting on their
laurels and not keeping pace with no financial incentive for them to do so.

--

-Bryan.Gyg.Jebavy
http://gygart.daportfolio.com

------------------------------ Email 2,147 ------------------------------

From: dussan2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Keith Wheeler, no relation, and I have been an avid computer user for going on 35 years now.  Since I was
a child I have used computers in some form or fashion.  My family was one of the first  to jump on the internet with our
brand new 28k modem, and prowl the message boards, read content and anything else you can imagine.  I use the
internet every day, for entertainment, for information, so I find it very distressing when I read you are helping to end net
 neutrality in the United States.

The US government has long been a supporter of net neutrality, and the President in particular.  I urge you to reevaluate
your decision.  The FCC was put in place to protect the consumers not ensure companies like Comcast can find
additional ways of increasing their profit margin.

------------------------------ Email 2,148 ------------------------------
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From: d.doerschuk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

FCC Chairman Wheeler

Dear Sir,

As an electrical engineer and designer of routing algorithms, I must ask you to reconsider disassembling the doctrine of
Net Neutrality.  I have watched the Internet rise over the last 30+ years to become deeply woven into the US
communications fabric.  I attribute in part its phenomenal growth to the equal treatment given to all communications:
like the IP protocol itself, the Internet neither prioritizes or discriminates.

The entire world has adopted our creation.  Please, don't become famous for being the man on whose watch the Internet
becomes the tool of a few very large wealthy corporations.  Please protect the Internet, and pass it forward to the next
generation unencumbered.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
David Doerschuk, MSEE

David Doerschuk
239 Pinemont Dr.
Sour Lake, TX 77659
US

------------------------------ Email 2,149 ------------------------------

From: jesusfanatic07
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:09
Subject: Net Neutrality.

Please classify all Internet Service Providers as Title II telecommunications service.  When I buy internet access, I pay
the ISP to transfer packets of data to their destination.  When you call someone the phone company can't edit the phone
call.  ISPs should not be able to complain that Netflix is taking up all the bandwidth.  We are paying them to deliver that
 data,it is their job to deliver it.  If their network can't support it, it must be time for an upgrade.  Please classify ALL
ISPs as Title II telecommunications services.  All internet traffic should be equal and private.

------------------------------ Email 2,150 ------------------------------
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From: charlesfinn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Why are you selling our freedom and our right to access information to the highest bidder? Your decision to kill Net
Neutrality is utterly corrupt and morally bankrupt. It is the most un-American behavior imaginable for people in your
position. No matter how you try to word it, you are selling us out.

Charles Finn

------------------------------ Email 2,151 ------------------------------

From: szimmer3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:09
Subject: Title II classification for broadband. Think about it.

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We need action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We need
net neutrality.

Internet fast lanes means slow lanes. I'm a software engineer, and this is not the solution to the ISPs' a flow control
problem.

Stephen Zimmerman

St Louis, MO
US

------------------------------ Email 2,152 ------------------------------

From: robertblackmoore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:10
Subject: Communications are your Job

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Why would anyone want to suppress the expansion of free speech?

Robert Blackmoore
8707 Wight Way
Kelseyville, CA 95451
US

------------------------------ Email 2,153 ------------------------------

From: onebruce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
bruce davis (  writes:
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The court lacks any business defining net neutrality.  I have never signed any of the petitions to your office.  I don't
generally sign petitions, I get in contact myself.  The fact remains that you recieved signifigant petitioning and you have
 failed to provide the people who presented signatures to you with the means to contact the Judicial Officer who made
the ruling directly.  You have also failed to sic them on the court itself.  Suppose .5% of the people who signed the
petitions called the Judge directly (you certainly have or can easily get the number that will by pass the secretaries!) and
then called the court clerk.  Supposing .1% of the people who signed these petitions and also those who contacted you
directly actually did something about it.  Have you told anybody that you will speak at their pro net neitrality protest if it
 happens in D.C.?  Have you done anything to get the folks who petitioned you to go after the Court?   You can easily
deliver a thousand phone calls
 to the head of the nail so to speak, GET TO IT!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,154 ------------------------------

From: lrodriguez
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:10
Subject: Net neutrality
You can’t trust Comcast, AT&T or  Time Warner to do the right thing. Keep the net neutral.

“I am a strong supporter of net neutrality. What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there. “ The President of the United States.

------------------------------ Email 2,155 ------------------------------

From: mknappen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and members of the Federal Communications Commission,

The rest of us out here say NO to a "Fast Lane" on the internet! We already have some of the highest costs and lowest
speeds for internet in the industrialized world. (cf: South Korea) Creating "fast lanes" only makes things less fair for the
average citizen and small business, not faster.

Molly Knappen
136 Roe Road
Paradise, CA 95969
US

------------------------------ Email 2,156 ------------------------------

From: williamsjedediah
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To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:10
Subject: Net Nutrality
Please classify all Internet Service Providers as Title II telecommunications service.  When I buy internet access, I pay
the ISP to transfer packets of data to their destination.  When you call someone the phone company can't edit the phone
call.  ISPs should not be able to complain that Netflix is taking up all the bandwidth.  We are paying them to deliver that
 data,it is their job to deliver it.  If their network can't support it, it must be time for an upgrade.  Please classify ALL
ISPs as Title II telecommunications services.  All internet traffic should be equal and private.

------------------------------ Email 2,157 ------------------------------

From: seelions
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:10
Subject: Support Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler and the entirety of the FCC,

Brazil just provided the leadership we need to see in the US. Please move rapidly to adopt an Internet Bill of Rights
enshrouding Net Neutrality as a core principle.

We the People via more than 1,000,000 citizens have already stood up and demanded a free and open internet via Net
Neutrality.

As a public servant it is your duty to see the will of the People maintained in practice.

Thank you.

Casey Lyon
23 Derway Dr.
Burlington, VT 05408
US

------------------------------ Email 2,158 ------------------------------

From: william.grogan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

I have worked in Physics both as an Instrument Maker and System Administrator, I did routing, educational programing
 and complex observational data transfers.

We need a real intra-net, these large corporations did not build the entire net but simply plan to act as toll roads. It
would be better if movie viewers did buffering and much better if no one needed to wait for their content.

Our communication bandwidth is quite slow compared with many other nations. If the ? 40% of net traffic is spam was
reduced to 5% there would be less congestion.

Having corporate metering of the internet will violate network neutrality, not only on "their" section of the met but all
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the way down the line.

I feel this is a bought and paid for decision but I am asking you to think straight up.

Bill Grogan
W8001 Kampen Rd.
Arlington, WI 53911
US

------------------------------ Email 2,159 ------------------------------

From: jonathan.poncelet
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I sincerely hope that this message isn't seen, because if it is lost in the sheer number of letters from those opposing the
potential end of net neutrality then one would hope the raw volume alone would be enough to flag up concerns in the
minds of those pushing the legislation. However, if the advancing copyright-wangling, DMCA-spewing, cease-and-
desist-hollering corporate culture of today is anything to go by, I'm not going to hold my breath.

I am currently half way through a degree in Computer Science, so I am perhaps somewhat better-placed to comment on
the nature of the internet and its infrastructure than a media corporation CEO sitting in an office and watching the
second hand on his clock continue to rack up dollars on his bonus. Let me make it very clear that without the hard-
working academics, mathematicians, engineers and scientist of this field, those who were the forefathers of the internet
and indeed of computing itself, the few who will make billions from the impending clamp-down on citizens' rights to
fair online access would not hold the grossly ridiculous positions of power over the principles of online activity that they
 do at this moment. Without the ingenuity of the designers of the technological infrastructure we all rely on, and without
 the core philosophies of accessibility, openness and transparency that are born from pursuing a technical field for the
love of your craft, these companies would have had no way to flourish. Many would not exist at all. Yet it is these
people whose lust for more and more figures in their bank balances is pushing a movement which would stunt the
freedoms of every single internet user worldwide, either directly or by setting the dangerous precedent that corporations
should be allowed to dictate what you have access to depending on how much you recompense them for the privilege.

These massively powerful companies were not elected to wield this power over digital rights; it is becoming ever clearer
 that they have neither the perspective nor the will to manage it appropriately, and that those subject to the consequences
 of their decisions do not wish for them to continue to hold it. The role of the internet in modern society is becoming
ever more central and critical to the tenets of free expression and free access to information that pervade the developed
world, and it is frankly ludicrous that those who will benefit most from this flagrant disregard for rights of access to
information wouldn't even know the definitions of the acronyms for the protocols they wish to control.

If a petition of a million signatures wasn't enough to sway the tide against net neutrality then I don't hold out much hope
that this message will reach anyone of any significance. Nevertheless, let it be remembered that the eyes of the world
will be watching closely what you decide to do next.

Jonathan Poncelet
15 Clayton Avenue
Hassocks, ot BN68?HD
GB
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------------------------------ Email 2,160 ------------------------------

From: mikehattingh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Don't be a sniveling spineless little F#@%. Do your job. Do not cower to corporate interests.

michael Hattingh
c 1354 ball rd
cobble hill, BC v0r 1l2
CA

------------------------------ Email 2,161 ------------------------------

From: seth.distelzweig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality is synonymous with equality among people of all races, genders, backgrounds, etc. Allowing companies
to pick and choose which types of internet traffic they want to have preferential treatment is a grave injustice. The net
must remain neutral!

Seth Distelzweig

OH 43068
US

------------------------------ Email 2,162 ------------------------------

From: tdukes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:12
Subject: Please Maintain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and members of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is the surest bulwark against commercial, corporate domination of the Internet. We deserve and America
needs net neutrality. Any policy that undoes net neutral protections is misguided and wrong, and I urge you to avoid
such actions at all costs.

Thomas Dukes
512 Rittiman Road
San Antonio, TX 78209
US

------------------------------ Email 2,163 ------------------------------

From: legitboardshop
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm writting this email because I would like the FCC to classify the internet as a Title II telecommunications service!
The internet is the key component to my online e-commerce website, and should ISPs be allowed to dictate who can and
 cannot visit my site, I would be forced to close my business.

That is state & federal taxes that will not be collected should the internet be changed.

Thank you,

Raffi Garboushian
American Citizen, Taxpayer, young entrepreneur, and business owner

------------------------------ Email 2,164 ------------------------------

From: peggyotoole
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Margaret OToole
3400 Westminster west rd
Putney, VT 05346

------------------------------ Email 2,165 ------------------------------

From: rami.chowdhury
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes that allow large corporations to dominate the Internet. We want net
 neutrality.

Rami Chowdhury
3801 Connecticut Ave NW
Washington, DC 20008
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US

------------------------------ Email 2,166 ------------------------------

From: sailorbenji
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:13
Subject: Do you understand how the internet works?
Do you understand how the internet works? I don't think you do.

------------------------------ Email 2,167 ------------------------------

From: roadtripguy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:13
Subject: Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I simply do not understand you people. Clearly the decision you have made in regards to this "web fast lane" can not
and will not benefit The People. Why on Earth would you change law to benefit big business at the expense of an
increased hardship on consumers? I mean has big money and big business made its way into every single sector of our
government? Do you have NO hindsight whatsoever when it comes to the how the internet was created and how it came
 to be in its current form and what this type of change could do to its future development? Do you have any idea how
much inequality is already present in our society? Lets say you do understand this...do you still see this as a positive
move?
Can you even begin to describe how this will benefit the common wage earner? Of course not, because it is not
supposed to. You and your constituency are supposed to be educated and informed when making these decisions for the
benefit of your society, not the benefit of your benefactors. Greedy and short-sighted. That's the only way to describe
such a decision. You all should be ashamed of yourselves.

Chris McCarty

------------------------------ Email 2,168 ------------------------------

From: fingerlm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lynn F
815 N Rebecca Place
Peoria, IL 61606

------------------------------ Email 2,169 ------------------------------
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From: trumanelder
To:  
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would like to lend my voice in the advocation of Net Neutrality. The internet is an open environment existing in a
closed world, please keep it that way.

------------------------------ Email 2,170 ------------------------------

From: lbj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Louisa Johnson
12186 340th St
Ulen, MN 56585

------------------------------ Email 2,171 ------------------------------

From: edwinpena90
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Net Neutrality through a consumer's POV
My name is Edwin Peña from Salinas, CA. I've been using the internet for over 10 years. While the internet has become
better with age, it has also become threaten by the ones providing the service itself.

Due to the openness, the freedom, the possibilities are endless for a user surfing the web. The internet has touched many
 people and made changes in their lives for the better. Slowly, communication platforms started to emerge. Educational
tools became more robust. The entertainment medium flourished. All that, because of the flexibility provided from an
open and fair internet. Everybody is equal. Everyone has a chance to make something to enhance their lives in some
shape or form on the internet.

Having the ISPs throttle our freedom could mean the end of innovation for this day and age. A humble start-up might
suffer for not having the same chance to provide their service to everybody as other companies with enough financial
power.

As a country, we cannot advance if we have companies like Comcast and Verizon controlling what we can access.
Competition would not be as fair as it is today and everyone will suffer the consequences.

As a college student, planning to transfer to UCSC, I speak up for my future. My major is Computer Science and I
decided to walk that road because I'm influenced by the wonders of technology. I speak in part of many other aspiring
Silicon Valley Stars who want to work for organizations that enhance the world we all live in.
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In conclusion, I ask for you and your organization to consider Net Neutrality for the good of the country, for the future
of the next generation, and for the sake of freedom.

Edwin A. Peña
(831) 737-9110

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,172 ------------------------------

From: maximumbluex
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Is money really all that matters?

Adam` R

TX
US

------------------------------ Email 2,173 ------------------------------

From: wchillman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
WALTER HILLMAN (  writes:

Wheeler, you need to really support a strong Net Neutrality and be an advocate for the consumer.
Grow some, Wheeler.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,174 ------------------------------

From: kluecke1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Internet Common Carriers
Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing to urge you to drop your misguided plans to allow internet service providers (ISP's) to provide preferential
service to content providers that pay for it. Rather than pursuing a policy that allows ISPs to double bill for providing
the same service (I already pay for my connection, why should Netflix have to pay for it as well?), the FCC should
declare ISPs to be common carriers that must treat all data the same.

In this day and age, fast internet access is a necessary utility for all Americans - something we are doing a woeful job at
providing. Please take steps to provide better and faster service for all Americans by declaring ISPs to be common
carriers, and stand up to the moneyed interests that don't give a hoot about providing good service to all Americans.

Thank you,
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Kevin Luecke
Madison, WI

--
Kevin Luecke

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,175 ------------------------------

From: loveisrevolutionary
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality.

James Dunson
6502 Brahman Dr.
Apt. A8
Lakeland, FL 33810
US

------------------------------ Email 2,176 ------------------------------

From: heller.bob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net Neutrality may as well be freedom at this point.  Don't be such a fucking asshat.  Do not end net neutrality.  God
damnit.  Fucking government fucking sucks.  An informed citizenry should be the foundation of a strong and free
nation.  Stop folding to monied interests.  God damnit. I fucking hate our fucking shit ass government.

Bob Heller
225 S Sangamon
Unit 905
Chicago, IL 60607
US

------------------------------ Email 2,177 ------------------------------

From: suznmars1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susan Brown

 28754

------------------------------ Email 2,178 ------------------------------

From: ken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net Neutrality is crucial to innovation on the internet.  Priority or fast lanes shouldn't go to larger wallets.

Ken Johnson
7412 Collister Rd
Lincoln, NE 68516
US

------------------------------ Email 2,179 ------------------------------

From: jcpagonis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:15
Subject: Net Neutrility
Hello Tom,

In a world where computer communication and commerce is not only prevalent but an absolute necessity to conduct life
 and business the thought of internet providers being able to throttle specific sites or specific services is harrowing. The
internet and all the content that makes it what it is should be open to all.

The United States has some of the highest rates for internet service the world over. In some countries it is considered a
basic human right, look at the protests in Egypt and the recent internet black out there as an example.

When so much our our lives and so much of our finances are dictated by corporate wishes it puts an undue burden on
the citizen. The person the government is there to protect, serve and work for.

The current president of the United States has been quoted as saying, "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that
says that the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to
be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about
the internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

If even the President in a proponent of Net Neutrality, than the common man should be able to see that it is necessary
for open internet to reign and for open internet to remain.

I urge the FCC to write and maintain rules that will insure a net neutral future, where information can still be easily and
quickly accessed regardless of where it is originating from. Only our bandwidth and proximity to the servers should
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limit how fast we can obtain the knowledge and information to move ourselves forward.

Sincerely,

John Pagonis

------------------------------ Email 2,180 ------------------------------

From: kalen.maxwell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I wanted to voice my opinion about an open internet. I firmly believe ISPs are the roads of the internet and should not
have the power to dictate what services or sites have preferential treatment. I believe mergers like Comcast and Time
Warner are detrimental to competition both in internet access, and in the number of voices, and dollars, that shape our
connected future. I urge you, the rest of the FCC, and other governing agencies, to keep the internet open through net
neutrality regardless of the pressure from corporate lobbyists in the communication industry.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Kalen Maxwell

------------------------------ Email 2,181 ------------------------------

From: noemail
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The proposal to end net neutrality will destroy the current simple and elegant model and replace it with a snarly, unfair,
and innovation killing Internet.

The NYT reported: "Under the proposal, broadband providers would have to disclose how they treat all Internet traffic
and on what terms they offer more rapid lanes, and would be required to act “in a commercially reasonable manner,”
agency officials said"

Who will police Big Broadband? Who defines "commercially reasonable"?  Why create these problems when the
existing structure of Net Neutrality works fairly for all.

Please, please do not sell the Internet to Big Business. They already run the country...

K. Stallard

TX 78628

------------------------------ Email 2,182 ------------------------------

From: nscherdin



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nathan Scherdin

------------------------------ Email 2,183 ------------------------------

From: gaasc123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality.

Armando Cuellar

MD
US

------------------------------ Email 2,184 ------------------------------

From: garrett.marone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The Internet was founded upon equal access, allowing corporations to determine how it's served is not going to help this
 economy, country, innovation, or small businesses. Net neutrality is necessary.

Garrett Marone

Los Angeles, CA 90014
US
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------------------------------ Email 2,185 ------------------------------

From: jckays
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jerry Kays

------------------------------ Email 2,186 ------------------------------

From: jan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality--don't give the Net to the rich

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jan Adams

 94110

------------------------------ Email 2,187 ------------------------------

From: heart4heros
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Heather Kent

 33060

------------------------------ Email 2,188 ------------------------------

From: czyp1221
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

What is your reasoning? How did you arrive at the reversal of what was one of the few honest, fair federal positions on
the corporate bottom line v. the public good?

Come on, be a decent man. You were once.

Seward Adam
8 Beavers Pond Trail
Port Ludlow 98365
US

------------------------------ Email 2,189 ------------------------------

From: tfistner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:17
Subject: Net Neutrality MUST NOT END!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Are you public servants or corporate goons?  Your actions will answer this question.

Thom Fistner
10 W. Chester Pike RA105
Ridley Park, PA 18015
US

------------------------------ Email 2,190 ------------------------------

From: viva ryan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:17
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Hello,
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What you are doing is shameful and disgusting. You are supposed to look out for the people and protect our rights yet
you are bought off by the big media companies.

Integrity is such a scarce trait nowadays & you sir have none. Hope you enjoy your future job at Comcast or whatever
they promised you you would get for stabbing you constituents in the back.

All the Best,

Tavakol

------------------------------ Email 2,191 ------------------------------

From: prvt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not more platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
 want net neutrality.

Kelly McConnell
your street
Portland, OR 97223
US

------------------------------ Email 2,192 ------------------------------

From: stevekeim
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

Net neutrality is extremely important for the overall health of the internet-based economy. DO NOT create new rules
that might undermine an overall push toward continued net neutrality.

Steven Keim

------------------------------ Email 2,193 ------------------------------

From: bradlambert0925
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:18
Subject: Fast Lanes For Internet Traffic
Dear Tom, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay
 to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow
large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being
FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either
directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.
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By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets.

Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed
of what you are doing.

Brad Lambert

Internet User and Registered Voter

------------------------------ Email 2,194 ------------------------------

From: stephen
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:18
Subject: I can not with greater urgency suggest that you DON NOT-
propose new open Internet rules this Thursday (today) that will allow
content companies to pay Internet service providers "for special access
to consumers.

A concerned citizen.

Stephen

------------------------------ Email 2,195 ------------------------------

From: shane.newton913
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:18
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Shane Newton (  writes:

You truly hate net neutrality don't you?  I'm sure this has nothing to do with your lobbyist days, or being inducted into
the cable and wireless HOF? How can you say with a straight face that your new proposal is good for the people?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,196 ------------------------------

From: molly.t.burns
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Please don't limit net neutrality. Access to the internet is too important to parse out like  this.

Sincerely,

Molly T. Burns
,  Mike

------------------------------ Email 2,197 ------------------------------

From: mike
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:19
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

If the reports in the press are accurate, this new direction you are taking on net neutrality, is in my humble opinion, the
wrong one.  The distributors, Comcast, Verizon et.al<http://et.al>., will do well, as will Netflix, Apple or any other large
 Video streaming company, and the consumer will just have to pay more for the product they are getting today, which is
already expensive enough.  You know the margins on the Broadband business, they are very lucrative, this is giving
them even more money.

The distributors will not lower their retail rate with the new influx of cash they get from Netflix, and Netflix will just
pass along the increased cost to the consumer, we lose, they win, and the product remained the same.  This will stifle
new entrants to the market, if they are small, not Google or Apple or Microsoft.  This will limit innovation, and make it
difficult for a new small company to enter the market.  I understand that we are a capitalist society, but we don't need to
always make the rich even richer.

This action is repeating a dangerous trend that is sweeping the U.S. The Supreme Court has repeatedly rewarded the rich
 and powerful, starting with Citizens United and most recently with McCutcheon et al. v. Federal Election Commission.
 Free speech is really very expensive speech, and getting more so with every election, making the little voice heard even
 less than in the past.

In a much more mundane comparison.  When I lived in DC (20 years ago), the Dulles Toll road had an HOV lane to
encourage car pooling, reduce congestion, improve the air quality, and get me to work faster. In my recent trips, I am
seeing express lane for a fee.  If you want to pay more you can ride in what used to be the HOV lanes. I get to work
faster, but the benefits of reducing emissions and improving air quality are gone.  It looks the same, but the benefits to
the consumer are greatly changed.

What it appears you are doing with this change to net neutrality is the same.  The consumer does not benefit, but the
distributor and big Streaming companies do.  You should be protecting us, the Comcast's and Google's of the world
don't need any more help.

Sincerely,

Mike

Michael Rahimi
President
mrinsights
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11 E 47th St.  4th Flr
New York, New York 10017
(914) 393-1170

------------------------------ Email 2,198 ------------------------------

From: r.l.oaks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:19
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want equal opportunities for
expression for all people everywhere, regardless of income, political affiliation, or celebrity status. We want net
neutrality.

Rebecca Oaks
3542 Saint Christopher Lane
Saint Ann, MO 63074
US

------------------------------ Email 2,199 ------------------------------

From: tdetoy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
If you're looking to further cripple American technological capability compared to other developed nations, then
congratulations, this is fantastic; but if you can't prevent an oligopoly of cable providers from hamstringing us with huge
 bills and shoddy service, the least you can do is keep them from tightening their choke-hold on the rest of us. Please.

Thomas Detoy

------------------------------ Email 2,200 ------------------------------

From: dapcro
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Cronin
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 02139

------------------------------ Email 2,201 ------------------------------

From: askthebodyworker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is very important. Myself and millions of my fellow Americans want net neutrality.

You need to realize that the internet is not just a nice thing to have; it is as essential to living a successful and productive
 life as readily available electricity and clean water. Please consider the internet as a utility and change the regulations to
 make it such.

Thank you in advance,

Chris Hendricks

Fairfax, VA 22030
US

------------------------------ Email 2,202 ------------------------------

From: michael77brown
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:20
Subject: Please save net neutrality
Dear Chairman and Commissioners,

I write to you today to ask you to reconsider the FCC's recent reversal on the issue of net neutrality.

Recent denials aside, the "fast lane" system in the recent proposal would mean the end of the internet as we know it.
Indeed, you yourself articulated the dangers of such a policy in your 2010 Open Internet Order. While it is unfortunate
that a misguided court struck down that Order, that shouldn't mean we accept defeat.

I urge to reconsider the "fast lane" proposal and instead develop a plan to keep the internet as open and fair as possible.
Future innovators depend upon being able to compete on a level playing field, and if we stack the deck even further in
favor of the incumbent behemoths, we do untold damage to our economy and indeed our future as a nation.

Please stand up for the people of this great nation.
Thank you,
Michael Brown

------------------------------ Email 2,203 ------------------------------

From: nathan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:20
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Letting Internet providers charge "fast lane" access for better content delivery is a terrible, terrible idea. It gives them
the Chris Christie-like ability to essentially extort their customers by throttling their service, then charging them more to
 remove those obstructions. It also gives them no incentive to expand and improve their network infrastructure, as they'd
 promised to do (in exchange for the higher fees they've been charging for years). Our internet infrastructure already
lags behind that of the rest of the developed world, thanks largely to big ISPs more interested in wringing cash from
their customers than providing good service at competitive rates. You've already cut these companies more slack than
they deserve. Please don't hand them this additional gift.

Nathan Alderman
1053 Autumn Hill Court
Crozet, VA 22932
US

------------------------------ Email 2,204 ------------------------------

From: nateskold
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,
I am a big supporter of net neutrality. I believe it is crucial in order to keep our markets free and competitive, and to
keep transparency in our government. Because of this, I want broadband internet access to be classified as Title II
telecommunications service.

Thank you,
Nate Skold

------------------------------ Email 2,205 ------------------------------

From: skull322
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:20
Subject: Stop Coddling Big Tobacco

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

i would like to check your bank account in a couple days

jeffrey brown
3671 sea robin dr se
saint petersburg fl, 33705
saint petersburg, FL 33705
US

------------------------------ Email 2,206 ------------------------------

From: majikthys
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:20
Subject: Keep net neutrality intact.
hope that's not ambiguous...

Please keep a level playing field for startups and big guys. Don't allow ISPs to sculpt traffic or charge different fees for
content or usage.

Protect citizens like me.
-jeremy franklin-ross
seattle washington

------------------------------ Email 2,207 ------------------------------

From: dredd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:21
Subject: Thank you for ending net neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You're going to get a lot of bulk e-mails from this site telling you what horrible people you are. You're NOT.

The corporations who spend billions of dollars investing in network infrastructure have the right to manage that
infrastructure as they see fit. That's the freedom that has built the Internet we have today, and can turn it into the
successful industry of tomorrow.

Keep up the good work. Seriously.

Derek Balling
Internet Professional, 20 years runnin'

Derek Balling
PO Box 231
Hurley, NY 12443
US

------------------------------ Email 2,208 ------------------------------

From: alexandermconnor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

In an age where most of the world's knowledge, art and media are being archived on the internet- to restrict access or to
create such a two tiered system for the dissemination of this information is morally objectionable.

To imagine that a tiered system won't lead to further abuses of power by whomever has the most money or resources is
also a bit shortsighted. This isn't about granting access- it's about restricting it.
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In the US we have maybe 2 or 3 internet providers in the first place, and to allow them to do do this is a big mistake.
When there are basically 3 companies with a monopoly on internet access in the first place I think it's a bad idea to give
them this type of leverage over the consumer as well.

Please reconsider letting this happen...
thank you,
  alex.

alex connor
134 se 24th ave
portland, OR 97214
US

------------------------------ Email 2,209 ------------------------------

From: jrfarin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes and smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
require net neutrality--anything less is a sellout to corporate control.

I understand that you work(ed) as a lobbyist for cable companies, but enough is enough. You must take a stand for an
equable Internet, not a tollbooth for the rich and greedy.

John Farina
27 Long Ridge Road
West Redding, CT 06896
US

------------------------------ Email 2,210 ------------------------------

From: michael.j.eve
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:22
Subject: FCC moving in wrong direction, make internet service a public  utility
A neutral and affordable internet connection is a basic requirement for communication with medical, banking, and other
services.  It is not a luxury.  Times have changed since the FCC last considered the question. It is time to declare that
internet service is a public utility and neutral to all traffic.  As with other utilities, I would support metered service to
cover ISP costs.

Michael Eve
15621 SE 178th St
Renton, WA 98058

------------------------------ Email 2,211 ------------------------------

From: bilferty
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 15:22
Subject: Net Neutrality: Keep it
Dear Tom Wheeler,

Please continue to support net neutrality. Without it, one of the only true remaining free forms of communication and
information will be ruined. I will no longer be able to have readers on my blog, will no longer to visit websites I may
enjoy the most. I will no longer be able to support people whom I love. OR I will not be able to afford to enjoy
television streaming services or online gaming, some of my favorite pastimes and the staple of American entertainment.

Please consider voting against the multi-billion dollar industries that already control our internet. We have a bandwidth
cap now and even that is unnecessary. Does Comcast/Time-warner really need anymore money? I pay $50/month for
one of the slowest internet speeds out there and this cost will only rise with the demolition of net neutrality.

Thank you for reading this message,

Bill Hilferty

------------------------------ Email 2,212 ------------------------------

From: manthey8989
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Restricting the internet is restring speech.  Period.

Ryan Manthey
319 Brookshire Oval
Hinckley, OH 44233
US

------------------------------ Email 2,213 ------------------------------

From: colquest
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want democratic media. We need an open Internet. If you end net neutrality, you are opening the door to a loss of
freedom that we cannot close. Do not do this, the effects will be far reaching and irreversible.

William Eldridge

------------------------------ Email 2,214 ------------------------------

From: waldobrmn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality. that is just absurd.
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Please, we are just small people but what will happen to the freedom of internet. I know a lot of rich people will benefit
from this but how about the normal people who are having minimal to decent living,

money is earnable, as a  human being before you go away at least do something good and worthawhile that could
change the future, please help us.

Richard Castaneda
1610- 2980 don mills rd
Toronto, ON m2j 3b9
CA

------------------------------ Email 2,215 ------------------------------

From: abonney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want action for democratic media in the form of net neutrality.
Net Neutrality is very important for further development and growth of the internet.
Sincerely,

Allan Bonney
PO Box 1451
Spokane, WA 99210
US

------------------------------ Email 2,216 ------------------------------

From: sayrah
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:24
Subject: We must classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications  service!
I am writing to express my extreme concern about the changes to net neutrality being dictated by the FCC.

I believe it is of vital importance to the growth and sustenance of our economy to provide affordable and high quality
internet service to the individual household and the burgeoning tech companies trying to get a foothold. I would further
argue that allowing a very few number of monopolistic ISPs to dictate the speed and pricing to other corporations (like
that upon Netflix by Comcast/TW) is going to have vast ramifications to our nation. I can not see any way this is a
benefit except as a fantastic way for Comcast to make money.

Allowing ISPs to throttle, limit, dictate or otherwise manipulate the pricing in a carte blanche manner is only going to
inhibit the growth and happiness of our Nation. I truly feel this is not exaggeration and I hope you will consider my
perspective.

I believe it is absolutely necessary that we classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service to protect
the rights of the people, allow for growth without the predatory profit-seeking of corporations. We literally can not
afford this change to net neutrality.

Thank you very much for your time,
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Sarah Schrock

------------------------------ Email 2,217 ------------------------------

From: lark
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:24
Subject: Please reconsider your stand on Net Neutrality

This is vital to our business interests as well as everyone else's.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Please reconsider what you are doing and take a stand to protect truly American values - and that means take means to
keep oligarchs from controlling our means of communication.

It's vital.

Best regards,

Lark Corbeil
CEO/Public News Service

Lark Corbeil

 80304

------------------------------ Email 2,218 ------------------------------

From: sparkyb2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please protect the consumer, entrepreneur, and small business interest in a free and open internet by preserving net
neutrality and not caving to corporate pressure. Don't let Comcast, AT&T, and Verizon control the internet. Delcare that
 internet access is the utility we all know it to be.

Benjamin Buchwald
222 Fellsway
Somerville, MA 02145
US

------------------------------ Email 2,219 ------------------------------

From: artloopin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:24
Subject: Net Neutrality is vital to this democracy

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Mark Oldland
32796 Ridge Rd.
Dutch Flat, CA 95714
US

------------------------------ Email 2,220 ------------------------------

From: selizabeth.hp
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:25
Subject: New Internet Rules Proposal
Dear FFC Commissioners,

It has come to my attention that there are some proposed rules changes that would apply to internet providers and
content creators, allowing the two parties to negotiate different prices for connection speed based on the commercial
appeal of the content. The foremost experts on the subject expect that this will result in higher costs being passed on to
consumers, ultimately favoring those who are wealthy. This is akin to someone paying a premium for a newspaper on
the day that it is printed, and those who cannot afford the premium getting the information a day late.

In an age where the internet is most people's main source for news, emergency reports, socialization, entertainment, and
family connection, the proposed changes are an abhorrent example of the oligarchy all good Americans fear this country
 becoming.
I urge you to reject these rules and take a stand for all of us. Work for Net Neutrality, not against it. Connection is a
human right.

Do what you know to be right. Do that which will place you on the right side of history. Indeed, think of the children
and preserve their opportunity to create the next Facebook, Google, or Amazon.

Thank you.
Sarah Harburg-Petrich

--
I don't believe I have to be loyal to one side or another. I'm just asking questions.
-12 Angry Men

------------------------------ Email 2,221 ------------------------------

From: mikenowak
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:25
Subject: Do Not End or Alter Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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No fast lanes.

Mike Nowak

------------------------------ Email 2,222 ------------------------------

From: alex.r.haller
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:25
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Tom Wheeler,

Please classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications.

Thank you,

Alex Haller
Hawaii Resident

------------------------------ Email 2,223 ------------------------------

From: paulowen77
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:26
Subject: support net neutrality
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

------------------------------ Email 2,224 ------------------------------

From: derrick.calkins
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,

Please do not go forward with proposing new rules concerning internet speeds. They are a step away from net neutrality,
 and despite the reassurance that there will be a "baseline" of service, these new proposals will open the doors to a
slippery slope where only large companies will be able to thrive on the internet.

Companies are not going to absorb extra costs associated with these new rules. Extra costs incurred by companies will
be passed on to the consumer. This has always been true.

The public wants a neutral net and anything less is unacceptable.

President Obama's words:

"What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you're
getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different
websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is that there is this incredible
equality there."
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------------------------------ Email 2,225 ------------------------------

From: lindrom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:26
Subject: STOP  Actions that would end Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is coming by virtue of a net neutrality position.  If you end it, I may indeed end up having to pay to get a spot in
line to get my email sent timely.  If you can pay to get a "fast lane", the bandwidth owners can then also effectively
make you pay to get any lane at all.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Lindroos
no junk mail lane
Liivingston, TX 77399
US

------------------------------ Email 2,226 ------------------------------

From: nicholasthemaxson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet is not yours to control. Neutrality means just that: its not to lean in any particular way.

Nick Maxson

------------------------------ Email 2,227 ------------------------------

From: awilliams
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:26
Subject: Meredith and conflict of interest
Seriously??

-ADM

Sent from mobile

------------------------------ Email 2,228 ------------------------------

From: tl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:27
Subject: Net Neutrality is absolutely important

To: Chairman Wheeler and FC in common,
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net neutrality is important for the freedom of information, why do just go over a millions peoples voices that speak out
for net neutrality? Your plan is a farce and a punch in the face of all us who are fighting for a free internet. We will not
surrender. so please hear our voices and change your mind for peoples sake.

regards,
thomas Lorkowski

thomas Lorkowski
Bahnhofstr. 12
ahrensburg, ot 22926
DE

------------------------------ Email 2,229 ------------------------------

From: grandma9262000
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gloria Minix

------------------------------ Email 2,230 ------------------------------

From: jakubswiadek
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:27
Subject: Do your job and protect net neutrality, work for your citizens not  big corporations, and pull your heads out of
your asses.

------------------------------ Email 2,231 ------------------------------

From: geoff.preston.gibson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:27
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Subject: Internet is a public utility not to be managed like entertainment
Dear Tom,

I was greatly disappointed to hear that the FCC is going to allow Internet Service Providers the ability to determine what
 websites I can visit and how fast I can visit them. It gives unfair advantage to large corporations with a lot of money. It
also hampers the communication that is currently allowed by the Internet. Services such as Skype provide low cost ways
 for me to communicate with international friends. Under these new rules, however, why would Comcast or AT&T or
Verizon want me to sue a free service like Skype when they could just make the service so terribly slow that it makes
more sense to purchase a service through them.

The internet is a public utility. More and more Americans are using it for communication and needed services every
day. The fact that you're allowing ISPs to turn around and manage it like they would a cable television practice is
despicable.

I hope something changes, but my faith in the American government is at an all time low. We have no voice because we
 have no money.

--

Geoff Gibson
http://about.me/geoffgibson<http://about.me/geoffgibson/#>

------------------------------ Email 2,232 ------------------------------

From: duane.johnson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:28
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

It sucks to be the little guy, but that's what citizens are compared to corporations. You're our only hope.

Duane Johnson
2197 E 6595 S
Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121
US

------------------------------ Email 2,233 ------------------------------

From: cgrennan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:28
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am just writing to show support for Net Neutrality in this country. I agree with what President Obama said back in
2007:
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"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

I also don’t like the current climate in the United States of corporations before citizens. Losing Net Neutrality is a hit
against equal opportunity.

Also, while I’m at it, let me just say that I think internet access should be a socialized utility that is available for all.
That’s a different battle, but certainly Net Neutrality is something that needs to stay.

Thanks for your time.

Colin Grennan

Instructor of Biology

Harper College

1200 W. Algonquin Rd.

Palatine, IL 60067-7398

847-925-6073

------------------------------ Email 2,234 ------------------------------

From: bullickd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Don Bullick
1734 27th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122

------------------------------ Email 2,235 ------------------------------
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From: owwmyeye
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:28
Subject: Net Neutrality is Important! Please do not allow ISP charge for  alternative delivery.
Commissioners:
According to your Wikipedia page and internal documentation two of the goals of FCC involve Broadband and
Competition and are stated as follows.

Broadband
"All Americans should have affordable access to robust and reliable
broadband<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Broadband> products and services. Regulatory policies must promote
technological neutrality<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Network_neutrality>,
competition<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Competition>, investment<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Investment>, and
innovation<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Innovation> to ensure that broadband service
providers<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Internet_service_providers> have sufficient incentives to develop and offer such
products and services."
Competition
"Competition in the provision of communication services, both domestically and overseas, supports the Nation's
economy. The competitive framework for communications services should foster innovation and offer consumers
reliable, meaningful choice in affordable services."

Now you could say that faster speeds for more money is fostering competition, but I believe that neutrality and
innovation trump competition if that competition is no longer fair.  If I am a small company or a lower wage person and
I want to access goods and services online or provide a service that uses bandwidth, I do not believe I should be taxed
by the ISPs for my bandwidth usage.
This is discriminatory and could lead to favoritism within the ISP since the ISP could provide a similar service but
throttle the speed of my service because so that other will use the ISP service.  A clear example is Netflix and Comcast.
Comcast Xfinity directly competes with Netflix and Comcast had been throttling Netflix bandwidth until Netflix was
required to pay more. That is predatory and unfair. Especially when Comcast has a monopoly on high speed internet in
many area. With the infrastructure built with community tax dollars. Does Comcast's Xfinity have to pay the same fee
Netflix? No.  I strongly disagree with the abandoning of Net Neutrality and I believe it will lead to a situation of have
and have nots. Where the poor and remote will have less and less access to services.

How are you upholding "meaningful choice in affordable services"?

How are you promoting this?

"All Americans should have affordable access to robust and reliable
broadband<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Broadband> products and services. Regulatory policies must promote
technological neutrality<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Network_neutrality>,
competition<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Competition>, investment<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Investment>, and
innovation<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Innovation> to ensure that broadband service
providers<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Internet_service_providers> have sufficient incentives to develop and offer such
products and services."

if one class gets better service, or another class will get no service.

How are you promoting investment in all infrastructure  if you allow ISPs to focus on their premium backbone and not
the rest of the consumers?
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Please do the right thing and support Net Neutrality for all since that is the most important part of the FCC Mantra.

Thanks you,

Rick Crabtree
Minneapolis, MN 55417

------------------------------ Email 2,236 ------------------------------

From: askani722
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:29
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Scott Martin (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

I am deeply concerned about the recent Net Neutrality issue that the United States is facing. I am writing to you to you
to implore you to rethink the current stance and please classify Internet Service Providers as Title 2 telecommunication
services. I don't understand why they aren't. They have become an integral part of our culture and our society and they
should be treated like any other utility.

Regards
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,237 ------------------------------

From: alexis.d.moore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

When the FCC was given the charge for regulating airwaves and bandwidth, it was for stewardship of a PUBLIC
resource, not a private/corporate one. Do your duty and preserve net neutrality.

Alexis Moore
899 SW 12th AVE
Boca Raton, FL 33486
US

------------------------------ Email 2,238 ------------------------------

From: kookymiyuki
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:29
Subject: Net Neutrality will save us

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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If the people are upset about the government taking any of our freedoms, this one should be at the top of the list. Access
to information is the single most powerful tool for change. You take that from us, and you're hurting everyone.

Stop hiding behind the guise of "protecting copyrights" and call it what it is -- you are choosing to protect the profits of
corporations that pay you over protecting the rights of the people whom you were elected to represent.  But I guess if
you consider corporations as people, and dollars as votes, then you were really elected by them and not us, huh?  Well,
if that's the case, then you're doing your job fabulously.

Cheers,
Sam O'Hanlon

Sam O'Hanlon
N/A
Honolulu, HI 96821
US

------------------------------ Email 2,239 ------------------------------

From: haral
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Haral Tsitsivas
33586 Via Lagos
Dana Point, CA 92629

------------------------------ Email 2,240 ------------------------------

From: christopher.stjohn
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners,

Please reconsider your decision to allow internet providers to charge content companies different rates for their services.
 You are building a road that will only lead to a less vibrant, educational, fair, and competitive internet.

I hope you will more seriously consider the dangers of weakening net neutrality, and that you place the interests of the
American population as a whole above those of a few corporations that already have an unhealthy level of control over
regular internet access.

Thank you,
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Christopher St. John

1237 Willoughby Ave #1R
Brooklyn, NY 11237
718-300-0249

------------------------------ Email 2,241 ------------------------------

From: les.shute1015
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Perhaps you fail to realize that ending net neutrality is akin to killing the technological "Golden Goose" which our
economic growth and innovation has been built upon.

This is clearly just another example of the large corporate interests flexing their lobbying influence to further dominate
their industries.

KEEP NET NEUTRALITY.

Les Shute
1015 Monroe Street
Lakeland, FL 33801
US

------------------------------ Email 2,242 ------------------------------

From: contest
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net Neutrality to date has allowed small innovative companies to bring content and functionality to the internet without
having to overcome artificial put in place by large media companies. This has worked exceptionally well. During this
time, telcos have fought to repeal laws that keep them from throwing off the constraints imposed on a public utility to
prevent abuse of the monopoly they are allowed. These same telcos have repeatedly failed to deliver on their promises
of deploying technologies such as fiber optic service and service coverage in rural areas. They seem to have plenty of
money to spend on having sports venues named after themselves, sponsorship of auto racing teams and events and
numerous other high dollar advertising activities. They do not need more money, but as with all large businesses, they
only know to keep pushing for it.

Net Neutrality is working in the US public's best interest and I feel that it would not be prudent to change it at this time.
The FCC is here to look after the best interests of the US public and not the special interests of large business.

Ken Brown

Ken Brown

US
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------------------------------ Email 2,243 ------------------------------

From: scottmaxim
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is the quickest way possible to destroy any online entrepreneurship in America, or anywhere else in the
world!  This is not hyperbole, it is reality, and it cannot be allowed to happen.

There can never be an equal playing field if one corporation is allowed a faster means of content delivery than their
competition.  Smaller startups will be forced to either pay the cash for the faster delivery (Which they may not be able to
 afford), or face an uphill battle delivering content at a slower data rate.

With innovation stifled on the net, consumers will have less options and end up paying more for them.  Why? Because
the ultimate higher cost content providers pay for the faster speed are passed on to the consumer.

Finally, consider this scenario:  Let's say that Netflix cut a deal with Comcast to provide their streaming programs
through Comcast's premium speed network, but did not do so on Time/Warner Cable's network.  That would mean that
Netflix would be passing the cost of the premium speed they pay to Comcast on to those using Time/Warner Cable as
well!

In any case, anything but a level playing field is unacceptable.  Voting in the conditions that eliminate that concept
violate everything the free market stands for.

Thank you for your attention.

Good day.

Scott Maxim

GA 30093
US

------------------------------ Email 2,244 ------------------------------

From: johanna
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Johanna Swanson
4329 147th Pl SE
Mill Creek, WA 98012

------------------------------ Email 2,245 ------------------------------

From: smile
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action to keep the Internet open without special breaks for large corporations, no Draconian measures.   Open
and equal access for all
Peace love and joy
Lynn Durham RN

Lynn Durham

------------------------------ Email 2,246 ------------------------------

From: dolphin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Matthew Cleveland

------------------------------ Email 2,247 ------------------------------

From: cyurgabe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Net Neutrality is central to innovation and progress in the world that we live in.  Allowing preferential treatment based
on a pay-to-play model will only remove incentives for new ideas, as companies will go for "proven" and "established"
concepts as a safer bet for their money.  This is not the way to remain competitive globally.   If anything, the FCC
should be using its authority to break down corporate monopolies affecting the price of internet service.  Is this another
area where the United States is destined to fall behind Europe in terms of supporting the rights and supplying the needs
of its citizens?  Citizens in the EU pay on average half of what Americans do for internet access.  How can we claim to
be leaders and innovators if we let a desire for corporate profit outweigh the needs of the vast majority of U.S.
residents?

Please respect and defend the concept of net neutrality.

Chase Yurga-Bell

------------------------------ Email 2,248 ------------------------------

From: john fracchia
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong support for net neutrality.  To allow internet service providers to determine which
traffic is important or desirable easily leads down the road to censorship and suppression of ideas that may be
unpopular.  To allow such is antithetical to the principles upon which our country was founded and further serves to
erode our democracy.  Do not let this happen.

Sincerely,

John Fracchia
Councilmember
Town Of Caroline
Caroline, NY

John Fracchia

------------------------------ Email 2,249 ------------------------------

From: janayjb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Janay Brower
1436 Wilcox Park Dr. SE
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Grand Rapids, MI 49506

------------------------------ Email 2,250 ------------------------------

From: david
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:33
Subject: Net Neutrality is Critical for the Future of Communication

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The Internet is not just a commercial product.  It is the medium for all information and communication for the future.
To allow providers to differentiate by content allows providers to regulate and differentiate human communication.  The
 Internet is television, radio, telephone, video conferencing, mail, speech, information and so much more.

This communication cannot be allowed to be gated and regulated by access providers.

David Hall
1285 Stratford Ave #G-291
Dixon, CA 95620
US

------------------------------ Email 2,251 ------------------------------

From: lignellk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was truly disgusted to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule changes
that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an environment
where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and
we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our
lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kevin Lignell
317 E. Grand River Ave.
Apartment E
Lansing, MI 48906

------------------------------ Email 2,252 ------------------------------

From: whoiszach801
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
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additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.
By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Zachary Powell
6426 S 1300 W
Taylorsville, UT 84123
US

------------------------------ Email 2,253 ------------------------------

From: brunocerous
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:35
Subject: This is not net neutrality
Dear Commissioners:

I am writing to urge you to reject the internet "toll road" that would create a tiered system of access and lead to higher
costs to the consumers

The FCC is inviting ISPs to pick winners and losers online. The very essence of a "commercial reasonableness"
standard is discrimination. And the core of net neutrality is non discrimination. This is not net neutrality. This standard
allows ISPs to impose a new price of entry for innovation on the Internet.

The only winners under such a plan are ISPs — at the expense of the American public.

Sincerely,
Bruno J. Navarro

350 Cornelia Street
Brooklyn, NY 11237

------------------------------ Email 2,254 ------------------------------

From: spiritguardian93
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:35
Subject: Warning: Ending net neutrality will be dangerous.

Ending net neutrality will be dangerous due to humans being power hungry by nature (I understand that there are some
good people out there, but everyone is subject to human nature) and, because of that, I demand that you take the
opposite action and leave the global network of interconnected computers (AKA the "Net") alone; especially when you
consider the fact that it is our computers and the servers of private companies, not governmental "ARPANET", that you



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

are affecting.

Tyler Harr

AZ

------------------------------ Email 2,255 ------------------------------

From: leonm234
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:35
Subject: The Future of Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 2,256 ------------------------------

From: j panache
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:36
Subject: Net Neutrality Survival?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  Anything less represents a cave-in to plutocrats and corporate capitalists who are dooming American
democracy and placing the nation on the path to a unique form of totalitarianism in America.  You betray the nation and
its population (other than the 1 percent) when you refuse to sustain an open internet.

James Dougherty
1901 JFK Blvd.
Philadelphia, PA 19103
US

------------------------------ Email 2,257 ------------------------------

From: pdmc42
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:36
Subject: Fast Lane.
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I would like broadband classified as "Title II telecommunications service." Please do the right thing, as anything else in
this situation seems criminal.

- Patrick Declan McBain

------------------------------ Email 2,258 ------------------------------

From: lcec.psn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This country NEEDS REAL net neutrality! We shouldn't have to have services and websites pay for faster streaming!
Companies already have to pay for streaming in the forms of servers and bandwidth!

I do not want the internet broken up! This will stifle growth and prevent startups from taking off!

As an RTVF major at UNT, I am extremely disappointed that you would even consider this!

The Netflix-Comcast deal is what just made their prices go up!

James Herrmann

------------------------------ Email 2,259 ------------------------------

From: anatoliy.kuznetsov
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for publicly accessible media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.
We want net neutrality.

Anatoliy Kuznetsov
14913 Coles Chance Rd
N.Potomac, MD 20879
US

------------------------------ Email 2,260 ------------------------------

From: kevinfisherkelleher
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:37
Subject: Net Neutrality Concern
Dear Tom,

Just wanted to shoot you a quick email letting you know I believe the net should stay neutral - meaning I don't think any
 move to charge different rates for different usages is in the public's best interest.

I'd be very interested to hear your take on this issue.
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Thanks for your time!

-Kevin Kelleher

------------------------------ Email 2,261 ------------------------------

From: jamesomeara
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:37
Subject: Thank you
Thank you, Tom, for seeking America's future down the river.

My children will be thankful for their evermore corrupt government that works against consumers and fire the mega
corporations. Oligarchy must be great when it's your pockets they're lining.

------------------------------ Email 2,262 ------------------------------

From: timedirt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Quinn

 87124

------------------------------ Email 2,263 ------------------------------

From: jhollahan8
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

James Hollahan
7621 Diamond Pointe Way
reno, NV 89506
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------------------------------ Email 2,264 ------------------------------

From: randommana
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:37
Subject: Net Neutrality issue
To Tom Wheeler, Mignon Clyburn, Jessica Rosenworcel, Ajit Pai, and Michael O'Rielly, Commissioners of the FCC:

Forgive me for e-mailing you directly, I know that you and the other commissioners must be very busy people, but I
would like to add my voice in support of a free and open internet. As it stands, the internet appears to be in grave peril.
Sectioning off parts of the internet to be given greater priority over others at the whim of a greedy Internet Service
Provider is just plain wrong.

Back in 2007, President Barack Obama said, "I am a strong supporter of net neutrality. What you've been seeing is some
 lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet
should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the
best things about the internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

I don't agree with our President on everything, but on this we are united - as an artist who is trying to flourish on the
internet, the idea that someone with deeper pockets than I could eventually pay to get better bandwidth and have an
advantage over someone like me who is broke and just trying to survive....it's untenable, and it's unfair.

Now, I know this isn't what the FCC is trying to do, but creating a "fast lane" of bandwidth that can be charged more for
 access is opening the door to uglier, more insidious possibilities down the road. Please do not let the unfettered greed of
 the ISP corporations destroy the kind of fair equality that the United States of America has championed since its
inception.

Thank you for your time.
Aaron Randolph

------------------------------ Email 2,265 ------------------------------

From: ian.m.mills89
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Meredith Baker's recent appointment to Comcast's executive board combined with the proposed merger of Time Warner
 and Comcast was seen by us as nothing less than the total corruption of the FCC by highly influential corporate
lobbyists. If you want to change that image in any way, you'll reject Tom Wheeler's insane proposal to pick winners and
 losers over the internet by allowing those with the cash to buy rights to internet traffic.

Make no mistake, you will destroy the Internet if you pass his proposal. You will doom innovative startups who do not
have the cash to compete against deep-pocketed multinationals. You give unfair advantage to those who need it the
least, and you doom the American public to an aging telecommunications infrastructure already less competitive than
many nations with only a fraction of our annual GDP.

Nearly one in three people in America have no choice in Internet providers and you're about to make it one in two. Stop
the FCC corruption! Stop the merger with Time Warner and stop Tom Wheeler from trying to kill net neutrality!
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Thank You,

Ian M.

------------------------------ Email 2,266 ------------------------------

From: rxv6
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

The United States lags far behind other developed countries in having a widely available, net neutral internet.
Corporations like Comcast have not built out the necessary infrastructure and now want more money to achieve the
speeds and usage that other countries have already achieved.

Do not cheat the American people of the internet that we are capable of without a surcharge to the internet providers that
 will only increase the consumer's bills.

Thank you.

Richard Villastrigo
230 Houtz Lane
Port Matilda, PA 16870
US

------------------------------ Email 2,267 ------------------------------

From: brian.bennett2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:40
Subject: Complaint about new FCC broadband regulations
Mr. Wheeler,
My name is Brian Bennett and I am a teacher living in northern Indiana. I want to write directly to express my concern
and disappointment in your recent regulatory proposal for broadband Internet access.

Where I live, I have access to one ISP: Comcast. It dominates the marketplace, and I have little power in controlling the
rate at which I access information. Up until three months ago, I didn't need to worry. Since the appeals court has taken
the previous FCC regulations down, I have become more and more distressed and the lack of decisive action by the
FCC.

Broadband access is no longer a privilege, Mr. Wheeler. It is a common service, one that should be regulated like a
common service. I am dependent on access to information that is provided by small organizations. The current proposal
you have submitted for revised regulation puts that at even higher risk. As a content creator, I will be at a major
disadvantage because I cannot afford to have access costs passed on to me by the services I depend on. The FCC and
you have been resistant to the idea that companies will pay ISPs for faster access, but it is already happening. It will
continue to happen if the regulations are not shored up.
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Mr. Wheeler, I want to implore you, as a consumer and a content creator: please consider taking a stand against
corporations, lobbyists, and legislators. Take the steps necessary to reclassify broadband Internet as a service to the
American people. The Internet was designed to be a free-flowing, democratic source of information, and that is eroding
as we watch. I may not be able to make a difference on my own, but you, sir, have that ability.

Sincerely,

Brian E. Bennett
www.brianbennett.org<http://www.brianbennett.org>
Twitter: @bennettscience<http://www.twitter.com/#!/bennettscience>
574.850.4657

------------------------------ Email 2,268 ------------------------------

From: kevin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Let me ask this. If I pay x number of dollars to the Department of Transportation, can I speed? Can I cut in lines during
traffic slowdowns?

If I pay an extra $5 to the grocery store, can I cut to the front of the checkout line?

Of course not. But you want to be able to say that my ISP, which I DO NOT have a choice about, may charge some
services extra for better throughput.  Why?

What if my ISP doesn't get that kickback from Amazon, so my Amazon streaming service is slower? I don't use iTunes,
but what if my ISP (WHICH I DO NOT HAVE A CHOICE FOR) prefers apple systems (meaning that Apple pays a
higher fee)? Is my experience on-line determined by who pays extra to get content to me?

What happens when my ISP (which is the ONLY ONE available to me) decides that it will support only democratic
candidates and all republican candidate ads, websites, and conservative websites are throttled?  Or the reverse? What
happens when my ISP decides on an issue and then prevents (via throttling) any dissenting opinions from traveling on
it's wires.

Google can read my e-mail and determine what ads I'm most likely to be interested in. Why can't an ISP see that I'm
conservative/liberal and tailor the user experience to the side it supports (or whatever side pays for the privilege).

If I have one ISP (which is ALL THAT I CAN CHOOSE FROM), am I doomed to only see information about Ford cars
 and General Mills cereal and other specific ads and websites, because those are the companies that pay for the
privilege?

BTW: I understand that, in the past, you were a lobbiest for the cable industry. I think it's disgusting that you go from
supporting an industry to head of the organization that is supposed to regulate that industry.

The internet is the defining feature of our age. I work for a client 900 miles away, half my team is 120 miles away, the
rest if 750 miles away. My boss is 1200 miles away and I work from home. All because of the internet.

When you take the neutrality away from the internet, then the system is doomed. What if my ISP (of which, I have zero
choice) is in a lawsuit with my company? What happens to my network traffic?  What happens to my ability to do my
job? It could easily go away.
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By giving ISPs this power (you might as well be printing them money and just handing it to them). Considering that
there has been nearly zero infrastructure improvements in 20 years, where is the money going?  Oh yeah, to the
lobbyists who make sure that the rules favor these companies.

I already pay my ISP (no choice on which one I have remember) way too much considering the service I receive. In
another country, I would have dozens of possible providers, And my monthly payment would be 1/10th of what it is
now for 5-10 times faster service.

Why should I (or the businesses I support) have to pay extra to actually get the service that we require? Especially since
we're paying for it anyway?

ISPs (of which there is little choice for most and no choice for the rest) provide a service. That service, like the line
cutting in the grocery store or speeding on the freeway, should be the same for everyone. People who pay extra should
not get special service and people who don't pay extra should not have reduced service. That is, over and above their
monthly fee.

I am reminded of the mafia here. If you don't pay, then we break things in your shop. Except with ISPs, it's "if you don't
pay, we destroy your business".

I really hope that this gets through to you. Allowing ISPs (of which many people don't have choices of) to control what
we see and do on the internet, in ANY fashion is a huge mistake.

--

Kevin McCarthy
http://skepticink.com/smilodonsretreat/

------------------------------ Email 2,269 ------------------------------

From: bp6376
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:40
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Perez (  writes:

Please support Net Neutrality. The internet is meant and was created to be open.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,270 ------------------------------

From: mookiie2005
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:40
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sean Beegle (  writes:

Mr Wheeler your proposed changes to net neutrality will kill access for the less fortunate. You have taken a position
where you are not representing via com or verizon. As FCC chairman you are required to make decisions in the best
interest of the American people and YOU HAVE FAILED. You should resign immediately and go back to the umbrella
of your corporate masters.  LEAVE THE FUCKING INTERNET ALONE!
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,271 ------------------------------

From: piltzer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:41
Subject: Please Stop Breaking Down Net Neutrality
Tom,

I am probably your average internet user. I live with my wife and son. We have DirecTV, stream Netflix and Amazon
Prime, and play some games on our Xbox One. I don't like the high rates that Comcast charges for what is easily a
monopoly on cable internet. Nobody else offers the high speeds of 50+ Mbps in Portland so there is no direct
competitor.

We value being able to use any internet service we choose and not paying additional costs for each service. I do not
believe for a second that Comcast would lower their rates and allow me to pay less to only use Netflix and game on
Xbox Live. Instead I foresee additional higher costs to consumers.

I am sending a personal request that you help protect net neutrality as it is what many of us want. Big business can be
very pushy and they will continue to lobby for anything that increases their profits. Please help stand up for us, the
consumers of the internet and citizens of this country.

Thank You,
Gabe

------------------------------ Email 2,272 ------------------------------

From: jdm0830
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Juan Mazo
103 MEADOWBROOK COURT
WEST HAVEN, CT 06516

------------------------------ Email 2,273 ------------------------------

From: cannibalacid
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:41
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Subject: I support net neutrality

The internet should be a platform of free expression and I do not support laws catering to corporate interests as opposed
to personal freedom of U.S. citizens.

Mike Golen
4752 W. Cornelia ave.
Chicago, IL 60641
US

------------------------------ Email 2,274 ------------------------------

From: viamptor
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:42
Subject: Title II telecommunications
Hello,

Im writing to ask you to keep the internet free from toll roads that stifle innovation and pass costs on to consumers. We
should  classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

as a start. Net neutrality Must be maintained to keep a free fair and thriving internet.

Thank you,

Matthew Padgett

------------------------------ Email 2,275 ------------------------------

From: zeldafreakneo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:42
Subject: What Have you done?

This i s a sad day. Whatever your reasons for doing this, its not worth the exploitation internet providers will dole out to
the public.

History is watching, make the right decision.

Martin Solis
2357 Monticello Circle
Plano, TX 75075
US

------------------------------ Email 2,276 ------------------------------

From: mbarnes5
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 15:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

No providers of legal Internet content should face discrimination in providing offerings to consumers, and that users
should have equal access to see any legal content they choose. Higher-priced internet fast lanes are effectively
discriminating against providers who pay less and limiting consumer access to internet content. This is unacceptable.

Consumers need net neutrality.

Melinda Barnes
25 Hall St.
Portland, ME 04103
US

------------------------------ Email 2,277 ------------------------------

From: tonygrinage
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:42
Subject: Net Neutraility
Good afternoon Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing you in response to the news that the FCC is considering "pay for play" for ISPs and various web companies.
I cannot stress strongly enough how detrimental I feel this action would be to the American people as a whole, not to
mention our economy and our basic sense of fair play. With the Supreme Court all but auctioning off our government in
 the name of free speech, American citizens have very few outlets where we can truly be considered equal regardless of
any material or physical concerns. The internet is one of those few. If this pay to play scheme is allowed to continue, the
 costs will trickle down to the consumers and the government will be in the unenviable position of picking winners and
losers in emerging technology. The losers will be the ones who can't afford or choose not to spend their capital to the
ISPs that this decision empowers. Rigging the market in this way will do nothing to help our economy, improve our
technology, or advance our society as a whole. This would only serve to reinforce the notion that in the United States
money talks and if you don't have enough of it, you don't have a voice.
I refuse to believe that and I ask you to do what's right and support complete and utter net neutrality.
Thank you for your time.
Anthony Grinage
NY, NY

------------------------------ Email 2,278 ------------------------------

From: frankenblog
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matthew Frankenberg (  writes:

I'm calling to urge Chairman Wheeler to scrap the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for
preferential treatment. These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead
reclassify broadband as a TYPE II telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality and
keep the internet free.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,279 ------------------------------

From: brenmar4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Marie and Brendan Teehan
377 Wyldhaven Road
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010

------------------------------ Email 2,280 ------------------------------

From: stararmy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:43
Subject: Sustain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net Neutrality is vital to the way humanity communicates on the internet. I need you to do stand up and defend it
instead of acting like a slave to corporations. I am incredibly sick of the "revolving doors" and outright corruption the
FCC has displayed over the last couple decades. Wake up and listen to the voices of everyday citizens. It is your duty.

Wesley Davis
2532 Keswick Village Ct NE
Conyers, GA 30013
US

------------------------------ Email 2,281 ------------------------------

From: positivefriction
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sean Sessler

 44095

------------------------------ Email 2,282 ------------------------------

From: psgoodwin1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

sandra goodwin
294 s meadowood lane
sierra vista, AZ 85635

------------------------------ Email 2,283 ------------------------------

From: michaelcwhitmire
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mike Whitmire
4252 Fair Ave. #12
North Hollywood, CA 91602

------------------------------ Email 2,284 ------------------------------

From: pressuretobear
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission"
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Net Neutrality allows all content traffic to be allowed a level playing field. Without it, consumers will have to pay more
as internet providers try to increase their profits by charging both the consumers and the providers.

Ending net neutrality is a terrible idea.

Michael Fox

CA 94609

------------------------------ Email 2,285 ------------------------------

From: eccht08
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:44
Subject: No raising internet pricing!
It's bad enough already...quit being greedy. That is all

Thank you,
Eric E.

------------------------------ Email 2,286 ------------------------------

From: asevans88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:45
Subject: Uphold Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

A. S. Evans

New York, NY 10012

------------------------------ Email 2,287 ------------------------------

From: cla
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carol Avigdor
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31 Dayton Dr
Lake Luzerne, NY 12846

------------------------------ Email 2,288 ------------------------------

From: mgarcelo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You are destroying democracy in the United States. I realize this comes as the result of incessant pressure by a few giant
 media conglomerates, but to bend to their will like this, you have become accessories to the destruction of US
democracy.  Millions of Americans and history are watching.  Have the courage to reverse this outrageous, anti-
competitive, anti-democratic maneuver.

Marc Garcelon
712 W. 48th St. Apt. 303
Kansas City, MO 64112
US

------------------------------ Email 2,289 ------------------------------

From: inkpot
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please stop using "net neutrality" when referring to this proposed rule. It is exactly the opposite.

This is a bad idea that will ruin the most effective tool for the support of democratic action in this country. Is it
necessary to sacrifice all our individual liberties on the altar of big business?

Frank Arsenault
51 Carriage Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401
US

------------------------------ Email 2,290 ------------------------------

From: kevin kraft
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

A 2-tier internet will undermine the basic principle of open information exchange that makes the internet so powerful.
Please reconsider your proposal.

Kevin Kraft
2066 Oakley Ave.
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Menlo Park, CA 94025
US

------------------------------ Email 2,291 ------------------------------

From: am marquart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:46
Subject: Net Neutrality.

1. free and open internet is the single greatest technology of our culture, and control should not be at the mercy of
corporations.
2. free and open internet stimulates competition.
3. free and open internet helps prevent unfair pricing practices.
4. free and open internet promotes innovation.
5. free and open internet is more trustworthy and honest.
6. free and open internet drives businesses.
7. free and open internet protects the freedom of speech.

Abby Marquart
Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 2,292 ------------------------------

From: sarahcorbine
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:47
Subject:
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I'm emailing in response to a growing sense of concern over internet regulation. I'm a working professional in my mid-
30s. I use the internet for work and for recreation. Rising prices will seriously affect my ability to work and put a crunch
 on my income. Please, do not allow ISPs to dictate the course of the internet's future! They are looking for profit, not
for our well-being.

http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

Thanks and regards,
Sarah Corbine

Verona, WI

------------------------------ Email 2,293 ------------------------------

From: mpc1265
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:47
Subject: Jerks
When did corporate personhood (or whatever you selfish self serving criminal like aholes call it) take over the fcc? Fuck
 the small guy.. typical

------------------------------ Email 2,294 ------------------------------
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From: t2the2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I will personally fuck up your entire career, your life savings and the careers of your legal-age family members if you
allow Net Neutrality to die. You have no idea who I am or what I can do. This is not a threat, but a very real warning as
I will do what I say in the boundaries of the law.

Give this cause your upmost consideration...for the people.

Ted T-Net

AZ 85298
US

------------------------------ Email 2,295 ------------------------------

From: george
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:47
Subject: Keep the Net Neutral

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a consumer I pay for the last mile of the Internet. Both at home, and again separately, for my smart phone. It is not a
free market today, I have little choice which provider I choose. For example, only one cable internet provider is
available per geographic mail address location. There is already no choice to enable me to participate in competitive
market forces.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Without Net Neutrality content providers are double billed to reach their costumers and consumers of the resource
cannot access the network freely.

Open access is fundamental to the value inherent to the initial design.

Respectfully,
-George

George Georgalis

Mountain View, CA 94041
US

------------------------------ Email 2,296 ------------------------------

From: pskisporch
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:47
Subject: Title II!
Broadband access is essential to the future of our nation. PLEASE classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service. Please do not commodify interpersonal communication.

Marc Pietrzykowski

------------------------------ Email 2,297 ------------------------------

From: ryansim2025
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:47
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want unfiltered, unblocked, unrestricted internet access.

Ryan Leach

Eagan, MN 55123
US

------------------------------ Email 2,298 ------------------------------

From: andrew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:48
Subject: Do NOT implement "fast lanes"
You will KILL tech startups, which are some of the major drivers of our economy. Facebook would never have made it
out of college if it had to pay Comcast &c $200k / yr for “high speed delivery”. Dropbox (IPO later this year) would
never have gone anywhere with slow syncing speeds. YouTube (remember when $1.6billion was a huge acquisition?)
would never have grown.

Do you want our country to stop producing this incredible technology? Should we leave that to others? That’s what this
“fast lane” concept will result in.
--
Andrew Evans
San Francisco
http://atevans.com
@agius<https://twitter.com/agius>

------------------------------ Email 2,299 ------------------------------

From: kith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:48
Subject: Net Neutrality = Democracy

Dear Chairman Wheeler, and FCC members:

This is a country of the people, by the people, and for the people. Please STOP making it a country of the corporations,
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by the rich, and for the wealthy. You can do the right thing.

Debbie Notkin
680 66th Street
Oakland, CA 94609
US

------------------------------ Email 2,300 ------------------------------

From: michael.leger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I expect you to work for the public, we the people who are paying your salary. Keep the Internet neutral and open to all,
regardless of how much money they have or are willing to spend on lobbying you and against the public.

Michael Leger
7137 Lindfield Rd
Madison, WI 53719
US

------------------------------ Email 2,301 ------------------------------

From: howsonee
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Emily Howson
2408 Glendale Ave
Durham, NC 27704

------------------------------ Email 2,302 ------------------------------

From: trixie2188
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Melissa L. (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler/ Intern that is stuck reading his email,
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
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additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

If you make it to the bottom of this email, thanks for your time,

--Mel
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,303 ------------------------------

From: crboussomjr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Yes this is a form letter but I would like to ad, that the world is watching, that people will find other ways, or turn off
such content all together, then who wins. Or just turn the internet off, what then? no ads read, or someone will find a
better way.  I will leave and have to a great extent much content due to such types of programs, it feels like telling the
consumer what they have to do, instead of understanding, that without the consumer, there is no business.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Clarence Boussom
430 w vine apt f
Kalamazoo, MI 49001

------------------------------ Email 2,304 ------------------------------

From: bdowdy718
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brian Dowdy
16 W Henry
River Rouge, MI 48218

------------------------------ Email 2,305 ------------------------------

From: jcolletta275
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Your "oh, isn't that nice?" response to the previous petition does not constitute correct action.  We WILL HAVE net
neutrality, and you and your buddies in the media industry will NOT take it from us.  If you think that you can play us
for fools, you're a lot less aware of your situation than you think.

Josh Colletta

MI
US

------------------------------ Email 2,306 ------------------------------

From: rrhaldeman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Haldeman
20125 Markward Crossing
Estero, FL 33928
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------------------------------ Email 2,307 ------------------------------

From: dbchernicoff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Chernicoff (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. The internet should always remain free and open, for the generations to
follow us. The spread of information is an inalienable right and should be treated as such. Please do the right thing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,308 ------------------------------

From: walker.justinw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

What you are proposing is not net neutrality. Anything short of no discrimination between all traffic is not net neutrality.
 That is what the people is the country want. Serve the people.

Justin Walker
3205 Stevens St, Apt 4
Madison, WI 53705
US

------------------------------ Email 2,309 ------------------------------

From: i.muse4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:51
Subject: More on Net Neutrality.
Mr. Wheeler, and those who read this email:

Losing net neutrality terrifies me. To have the control of something so necessary as the internet be taken away from the
people, to have it be controlled by a group of individuals who are only seeking to make a profit, that is horrifying.

I am already a part of the underemployed so-called "Millennial" class. I have a college degree, but can find no
employment outside of low-paying jobs. To find those jobs, to communicate with my businesses, I need the internet.
Stripping away the (barely) affordable internet that I have now would cripple me. To charge higher prices to be able to
access a basic network would effectively segregate the poorest community of the USA.

How am I supposed to advance myself, to gain new information, and to research my options in life without the internet
at my disposal? The USA is now fully entangled in the arms of the internet, to learn in public schools, internet is
required. To find a job, or even apply, internet is required. To read a newspaper and exchange ideas about democracy,
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freedom, and the philosophy of America, internet is required.

Don't force me into deeper poverty. Don't force me to choose between eating healthy, being able to afford insurance,
and having connection to an entity that all of the USA has deemed essential.

Help us.

-Ian Muse

------------------------------ Email 2,310 ------------------------------

From: rootsaction
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:51
Subject: Huge steps in the WRONG direction!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, we want net neutrality!

Please, put the people and not corporations first.

Thank you

Reid Simonton

US

------------------------------ Email 2,311 ------------------------------

From: dim.daniel.miller
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Miller
1720 se main #4
portland, OR 97214

------------------------------ Email 2,312 ------------------------------

From: anandap
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please reconsider your recent move to destroy the internet as we know it, limit competition, and strangle innovation.
The American people want robust protection for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate
domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Ananda Patterson
320 Napa St
Rodeo, CA 94572
US

------------------------------ Email 2,313 ------------------------------

From: a jew00
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:51
Subject: Why Would You End Net Neutrality?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Taylor Tovey
95 W 650 N
Clearfield, UT 84015
US

------------------------------ Email 2,314 ------------------------------

From: ch0956
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the FCC --

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes and smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality, PERIOD.
All of you are more than smart enough to know that the telecommunications industry wants to consolidate its power and
 increase profits however they can. By allowing the introduction of tiered pricing for different levels of content and
speed, you give industry the ability to stifle the online experience of millions of citizens -- effectively disenfranchising
them.
Come to your senses, evolve your thinking, and preserve net neutrality for the good of the nation.

Christopher Fleck

NY 11743
US

------------------------------ Email 2,315 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: dana
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:52
Subject: my tax dollars
I am not sure what my tax dollars go toward with the FCC when i constantly, continually receive UNWANTED,
UNSOLICITED telemarketing calls (from the very numbers that i have filed a complaint against!). It ties up my phone
line and is a waste of time for me to pick up the call only to be greeted with an automated message or dead air.

Instead of me having to opt out, why don't you make it where people have to opt-in to receive these junk calls? My
mobile number is on the DNC, yet i still receive calls. My work/live # is on the DNC list, yet I receive 3-4 calls per day.
 do you know how annoying that is? DO YOU KNOW HOW ANNOYING THAT IS?!?! I am hesitant to "opt-out" of
these calls since I am fairly certain that it only validates my phone number. All of the complaints I file and the research I
 have to do to track down identifying information is a waste of my time.

Why do these companies have the right to invade my privacy, but I don't have the right to NOT receive these calls??

Some are phishing for my personal information. I file at least 2 complaints a day. I am charged for each *69 call return
and have to waste my time to attempt to call these scumbags back to get some additional identifying information. When
this happens I am hung up on and abused by these dregs of the workforce.

How about working FOR THE PEOPLE and stop wasting my tax dollars with your stupid paper complaint verifications
that you send out after every complaint. Instead, do something concrete and protect the peoples' rights. I bet the
lobbyists are so far up your a$$ and in your pockets which is how their rights supersede the wishes and rights of the
citizens.

I have some more thought for you, but they are not lady-like to type. DO YOUR JOB DO YOUR JOB DO YOUR JOB.

I also don't need your generic response of whatever it is you do. Spend that time and energy working for the people.
With the millions of people signing up for the DNC it is quite obvious how we feel.

Dana Ruth Weigen
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,316 ------------------------------

From: amandamarks101
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:52
Subject: Fast Lane To Corporate State
Dear FCC,

I'm writing to protest the proposed new internet rules that would gut Net Neutrality and allow big companies to pay for
so-called "fast lanes."

I'm beyond shocked that this is even a consideration.  The internet was built by government, the military and universities
 for the use of all.  Freedom, equality, and egalitarianism is the very essence of what makes the internet so powerful and
what has made it such an exciting incubator of innovation and progress.
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But creating a "fast lane" you will limit important means of distribution of content and speech to a powerful few and in
so doing subvert citizens'  constitutional rights to freedom of speech.

I will refrain from name-calling, but one has to wonder how any of you could ever think that a ruling like this is good
for the general public.

Please DO NOT pass this rule.  If you do, I hope you can live with yourselves knowing that you stamped on the grave of
 free speech.

-Amanda Marks
Los Angeles, CA

--
$B(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(,(, (B

 AMANDA MARKS  | WWW.AMANDAMARKS.NET
 CELL:    323-253-3599  |  HOME: 323-665-3599

------------------------------ Email 2,317 ------------------------------

From: jeff salkowski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeff Salkowski
16 Green Acre Way
Glassboro, NJ 08028

------------------------------ Email 2,318 ------------------------------

From: dcld
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:52
Subject: Save Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic, balanced Media, not platitudes as coverups for corporate domination of the Internet. We
 want net neutrality.

Douglas Cox
14 East 28th St.
#1012
New York, NY 10016
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US

------------------------------ Email 2,319 ------------------------------

From: genomeanarchist
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:53
Subject: What is this proposal really?
To be completely honest, I hardly ever contact representatives or officials.  I almost never find a reason to, but this new
proposal only appears as a new, powerful tool for already-irresponsible ISPs. Putting aside for now ISPs like Comcast
that frequently irk their customers with unreliable support and rising prices for a network service that's never upgraded,
let's talk about what the bill itself does.  As I understand it, it will allow the ISPs the discretion to charge certain sites
and services for unfettered access to their customers, while those who refuse will have their connections throttled,
creating artificial "express service" for the sites the ISP charges.  Now this sounds all and good to the fat-wallet
bureaucrats at the top, what does this proposal do for the people?  What does this proposal do to arising new services
that can't pay the ISP for their shakedown?

This proposal is nothing but a weaponized tool against the consumer and any new technologies that could pose a threat
to the services that the ISPs offer.  The obvious targets would be those participating in the "cord cutter" movement in
which certain individuals decide to not pay for television service and instead rely on broadband for their entertainment
and information needs.  Netflix is a big player in this considering that their service really catalyzed the movement,
allowing subscribers a broad range of movies and television to watch on their internet connection.  Streaming sites are
seen as a huge threat to traditional television because the consumer can choose what they want to watch, when they
want to watch it, with no forethought.  But you probably know that.  This is clearly the service consumers want, but
instead of adapting and trying to create similar services that consumers will pay for, ISPs want to control the flow of
information to their consumers to their own ends.  Not just Netflix, but any other ambitious sites that aim to offer
services similar to those offered by ISPs will be shaken down by ISPs, and if they don't oblige, there is a distinct
possibility that they won't be able to provide the services they want through the throttled connections of the ISP.

I guess this is my really long-winded way of asking you one simple question: How does this proposal benefit anybody
other than the ISPs?  I'd be really interested to hear your answer.

------------------------------ Email 2,320 ------------------------------

From: foxydemocrat
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Melissa Cox
1161 Oakdale Drive
Pottstown, PA 19464

------------------------------ Email 2,321 ------------------------------
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From: opheliax80
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:53
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's, you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation.  It is
inconceivable that you believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major
corporations, and once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions
will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you
should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Please understand that people are not fooled by the wording of the notice, "That all ISPs must transparently disclose to
their subscribers and users all relevant information as to the policies that govern their network; That no legal content
may be blocked; and That ISPs may not act in a commercially unreasonable manner to harm the Internet, including
favoring the traffic from an affiliated entity."  "Disclosure" gives no assurance of "neutrality", and it means even less if
the ISP is a monopoly, as you well know Comcast is on its way to becoming.  Furthermore, I strongly suspect that
purposefully vague terms such as "commercially unreasonable" will be interpreted in the most favorable way for the ISP
 and not for the consumer.

I truly hope that you can find some personal integrity and do the right thing for the good of this nation and the people in
it.

Sincerely,

Sabrina Hom
Ph.D. in Biology and Biomedical Sciences, Harvard University

------------------------------ Email 2,322 ------------------------------

From: rpachter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Pachter

FL 33428
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------------------------------ Email 2,323 ------------------------------

From: mary.nwokedi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

mary Nwokedi
425 s carlisle st Apt 1C
Philadelphia, PA 19146

------------------------------ Email 2,324 ------------------------------

From: clifford.joyce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a librarian and citizen, I urge you to please consider the importance of net neutrality to all U.S. citizens. The
existence of the FCC is NOT to help media corporations make more money, they make so much already at the expense
of the rest of us. The Notice does not go far enough. Net Neutrality should be defined and defended as an unbreakable
Rule that will hit offenders where it hurts: their deep, deep, pockets. The cable and telephone companies that provide
ISPs cannot be trusted to put subscribers first and shareholders second. Examine the record and you'll discover they've
pursued layering of Internet service for many years. They have behaved outrageously, commonly packing public
hearings with people rounded up and paid to attend to take away seats from those who object. They cannot be trusted or
relied upon to "do the right or fair thing."

Joyce Clifford
14893 Wedgefield Dr. #203
Delray Beach, FL 33446
US

------------------------------ Email 2,325 ------------------------------

From: rocchio
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hey asshole,

Stop trying to kill net neutrality. You are doing the opposite of good for all people. Do I need to remind you that you are
 supposed to be a public servant, and not a corporate bitch?
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------------------------------ Email 2,326 ------------------------------

From: norrisk915
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kim Norris
675 Tarrytown Road
Christiansburg, VA 24073

------------------------------ Email 2,327 ------------------------------

From: jsweeney78
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joel Sweeney

Austin, TX 78748

------------------------------ Email 2,328 ------------------------------

From: dahms.eric
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Eric Dahms
107 New Gorham Road
Westbrook, ME 04092

------------------------------ Email 2,329 ------------------------------

From: nitra.wisdom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nitra Wisdom

 40220

------------------------------ Email 2,330 ------------------------------

From: pipp503
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Pippin

------------------------------ Email 2,331 ------------------------------
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From: arjeff3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please for the good of the country, its people, and the world do not end net neutrality by allowing corporate fast lanes.
According to the New York Times you said:
"As with the original open Internet rules, and consistent with the court’s decision, behavior that harms consumers or
competition will not be permitted.” How can you argue allowing larger companies to privilege their content over
smaller competitors will not harm consumers or competition?
Please do not do this.

Andrew Jefferson
11 groton ave.
freeville 13068
US

------------------------------ Email 2,332 ------------------------------

From: brandontlocke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brandon Locke
1028 H St. #108
Lincoln, NE 68508

------------------------------ Email 2,333 ------------------------------

From: tj.mcardle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tammy McArdle

 91739

------------------------------ Email 2,334 ------------------------------

From: htiffirg87
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Griffith (  writes:

Hello Mr. Wheeler,
I am concerned about the possibility of not having a strong protection on our internet. The open access and lack of toll
lanes is one of the reasons that the internet has been the economic powerhouse that it is. That complete freedom of
access allows the internet to act as a true marketplace of ideas. That alone should be a good enough incentive to make
sure that Providers can't throttle content. But there are also small startups that rely on the internet not being put into a
tier system. Startups that bring innovation to the marketplace and provide a service to our communities. Allowing
Companies to act on their greed hurts every user of the internet. Make the rules strong, and clear.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,335 ------------------------------

From: jandlyow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please support democratic media.  Corporate domination of the Internet is not acceptable.

Linda Yow
RR 1 Box 1650
GlenAllen, MO 63751
US

------------------------------ Email 2,336 ------------------------------

From: jpolycra23
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate control of the Internet. We request
net neutrality.
Thank you for your time and service to our country.

Jordan Polycranos
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433 Muddy Branch Rd
Gaithersburg, MD 20878
US

------------------------------ Email 2,337 ------------------------------

From: brittany.andres
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brittany Breithaupt
2166 Echo Park Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90026

------------------------------ Email 2,338 ------------------------------

From: waleed.khoury
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:56
Subject: FCC Ruling on Net Neutrality
Mr. Chairman,

I implore you to push for more open Internet and not to give into the excessive demands of the ISP providers to control
bandwidth.

Best,
Waleed Khoury

------------------------------ Email 2,339 ------------------------------

From: tim mavrides
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media for people, not smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
net neutrality.

Communication ability should be universally cheap and available like a utility. Please act accordingly.

Telemachos Mavrides
720 S. 7th West
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Apt 1017
Saint Johns, AZ 85936
US

------------------------------ Email 2,340 ------------------------------

From: tsaund22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:56
Subject: Net Neutraility
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. It is inconceivable to believe
that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is
ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades.
I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against
corporate control of the internet.

--

Tyler Saunders
323.206.8682

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,341 ------------------------------

From: hrstruggle
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:56
Subject: Do not open an internet fast lane
Dear Commissioners,

As reported yesterday in the NY Times (and other news outlets), I understand you are planning on allowing an ISP to
enter into individual negotiations with content providers.

In my opinion, this would allow especially large content providers (like Disney and Netflix), the ability to offer faster
service and keep out new players and innovation.  If a new and innovative service isn't delivered as fast as another
content provider, a consumer may lose interest in that slower provider and in my opinion, would be an unfair and
undemocratic advantage.

I refer you to two bullett points regarding core missions of the FCC (taken from your website: http://www.fcc.gov/what-
we-do):
*       Supporting the nation's economy by ensuring an appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the
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communications revolution
*       Revising media regulations so that new technologies flourish alongside diversity and localism

The plan described in the papers yesterday hurt competition and the development of new technology.

Respectfuly, please kill this new plan.

Sincerely,

Howard Rosenfeld
2930 Maringo Rd SE
Olympia, WA 98501

------------------------------ Email 2,342 ------------------------------

From: john s
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Stith
824 N College St
Harrodsburg, KY 40330

------------------------------ Email 2,343 ------------------------------

From: josh_kendall
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:56
Subject: WHAT ARE YOU POSSIBLY THINKING?!? DONT KILL NET NEUTRALITY!!
What in the world can you possibly be thinking about except how much money you are going to make when the ISP's
hire you after you leave the FCC?? There is no way in hell you can look a member of the public in the eye and say that
these new rules will be good for the consumer, competition, innovation or the future of the internet! If the new "open
internet" rules allow ISP's to charge content providers to reach their customers you have effectively killed the internet
and passed the bill on to the users. If you do this you are not Americans and nothing more than greedy twits who are
using their position to enrich themselves at the expense of everyone in this country (well almost everyone; you, the ISP's
 and their CEO's will make lots of money), but I guess that's the plan isn't it Tom? Just out of curiosity how much did
they say they would hire you on for at Comcast you traitorous swine? Maybe you should read your own info...
http://www.fcc.gov/what-we-do

I cant stand this constant attack on my wallet and rights by skittering lobbyists and duplicitous appointees trying to
enrich themselves while swearing that making me pay more will be better for me and everyone involved! Do you think
we are stupid or don't you care that we all see exactly why you are doing this?
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Sincerely,
Josh

------------------------------ Email 2,344 ------------------------------

From: tcopelin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Terrell Copelin
38 Meadow Wood Drive
Florence, KY 41042

------------------------------ Email 2,345 ------------------------------

From: chriscook1977
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chris Cook

 48334

------------------------------ Email 2,346 ------------------------------

From: toby725
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:57
Subject: Please Don't Allow ISP Special Access
Good day to you all,
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I would like to ask you to please NOT propose rules to allow ISPs to enter negotiations with companies to allow special
access. I am concerned that the new rules that the FCC is thinking about proposing tomorrow are contrary to the idea of
Net Neutrality, which values common levels of access for everyone. Allowing the discriminatory nature of a tiered
internet will put smaller entities at a disadvantage, will burden consumers with extra costs, and fails to preserve the
current democratic nature of the internet. Please don't do it.

Thanks from a concerned citizen,

Toby Dodgen

------------------------------ Email 2,347 ------------------------------

From: scuff02
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I find it hard to believe OBAMA is standing behind this as HARD as he campaigned publicly to support neutrality.  You
 have sold HIM and ALL Internet users OUT......what's in it for you?

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Huffaker

 97231

------------------------------ Email 2,348 ------------------------------

From: netneutrality
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:57
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
InternetUsers (  writes:

I Support Net Neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,349 ------------------------------

From: jewishmafio
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 15:58
Subject: The FCC and Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am writing you today because there is a grave concern among many of my friends and colleagues that you, the FCC,
are about to make what could possibly be the most damaging decision in American history. If you choose to allow ISPs
to interfere with internet traffic for the purpose of profit and network performance, you are making a grave mistake.

Remember, we the people of the United States have given these ISPs over $200 billion over the past few decades to
modernize our internet infrastructure and what do we have now? One of the slowest average broadband speeds in the
developed world. There is no doubt that the internet is the future of commerce, entertainment and education and if you
allow these for-profit ISPs to manage user traffic and charge for anything other than speed, they are going to ruin our
knowledge economy.

As a result, you should do nothing but reclassify broadband access as a Title 2 Communcations service and not allow
these broadband providers to meddle with consumers, small businesses and large businesses ability to conduct business
and daily activities.

Furthermore, as a small business owner of a relatively small website based in the US, I worry about how these
companies may start to charge me to deliver my content at the current speeds that I already am performing at. And that I
 will have to pay to keep such a level of service rather than continue to have a free and open internet where ideas and
business can flow freely.

--
Thanks,
Anshel Sag

------------------------------ Email 2,350 ------------------------------

From: elriv
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
E. Rivers

------------------------------ Email 2,351 ------------------------------
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From: billhazel2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:58
Subject: Mr. President, hands off Edward Snowden

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

bill Hazel
44 T. Huxley Lane
Missouri City, TX 77459
US

------------------------------ Email 2,352 ------------------------------

From: laura.fochtmann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was very distressed to hear about the FCC's proposed rule change that would allow Internet service providers to pay
for special, faster lanes to deliver their content.

These costs will be passed onto consumers and smaller companies and non-profit organizations will no longer be able to
 compete.  As a physician and a medical school faculty member, I am particularly concerned about the insidious and
negative effects on health care and education.

Extensive resources have been invested in health care information technology and transfer of health information
requires efficient, reliable data transfer as well as high bandwidth (for imaging and other data).   Consequently, this
change has major significance for the cost of health care.

Educational institutions are also working to deliver more on-line content in making education more useful and more
flexible.  This also depends on high bandwidths and efficient information transfer, which will be jeopardized or more
costly with the FCC proposal.  Students and educational institutions will not have the extra funds to pay for the
information highway "fast lane."

I urge you to reject the new rules and
reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service. This is vital to maintaining the free flow of information on which
 a democracy is supposed to be based.

Laura Fochtmann

NY 11733

------------------------------ Email 2,353 ------------------------------

From: chathach
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:58
Subject: Broadband should be classed as TITLE II telecom service
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Dear All,

I think it is vitally important for the future health of our society
that telecommunications traffic on the world wide web not be tiered,
and that the FCC instead classify it as a Title II telecommunications
service.

I beg you to please not let the large telecommunications companies
like Verizon and Comcast dictate the future of our internet.

Best,
Christopher Chatham, PhD
Cognitive, Linguistic & Psychological Sciences
Brown University
cell: 410 591 0083
3 Fremont Street, Apt 2
Providence RI, 02906

------------------------------ Email 2,354 ------------------------------

From: kellyeechels
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

kellye echels
2224 cattle dr
Crowley, TX 76036

------------------------------ Email 2,355 ------------------------------

From: maurifox
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mauri fox

------------------------------ Email 2,356 ------------------------------

From: crossdavidc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Keep allowing even access to the internet.

The importance of even access to the internet is becoming more important and more intertwined with our daily lives
every year. Please consider it the public utility that it was envisioned to be and now has become in reality.  Don't let
large corporations squelch future development by giving them the means to strangle innovation if it threatens their profit
 margin.

David Cross
211 Edgewood Dr.
Starkville, MS 39759

------------------------------ Email 2,357 ------------------------------

From: ilu.vinyl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
WE WANT NET NEUTRALITY. YOU CAN'T IGNORE THE AMERICAN PEOPLE! No matter what methods you
put in place to stop your system from being abused, there WILL be loopholes and it WILL be abused.

Andy Stephens

Maplewood, MO 63143
US

------------------------------ Email 2,358 ------------------------------

From: richard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Richard (  writes:

Please do America a favor, and resign immediately. We do not need or want you around.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,359 ------------------------------

From: jeremy.whittington
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 15:59
Subject: Net Neutrality - I support Title II
Good afternoon,

I am concerned about an issue that is being discussed right now in relation to Net Neutrality.

I am a big proponent of free enterprise and what the internet has done to keep the United States in the lead for
technology and innovation. Currently there are decisions being made that will effect the ability for smaller companies to
 compete against larger corporations.

If the current internet providers have the ability to charge for bandwidth they can effectively price out small companies
from being able to compete. This will stifle innovation and seriously hurt the growth of this country.

I implore you to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. There needs to be regulations put in
 place that will insure equal access to the marketplace.

Without this I am extremely fearful that the big conglomerates who currently own and run internet access will
effectively monopolize the entire industry.

Jeremy Whittington

------------------------------ Email 2,360 ------------------------------

From: philip.aitken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Philip Aitken

 11105

------------------------------ Email 2,361 ------------------------------
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From: netneutraity
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
InteretUsers (  writes:

I Support Net Neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,362 ------------------------------

From: gcjromie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 15:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carol Romie
6180 Laurelhurst Lane
Centerville, OH 45459

------------------------------ Email 2,363 ------------------------------

From: susiespallet
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

susan hetrick

 98225

------------------------------ Email 2,364 ------------------------------
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From: robin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:00
Subject: Please, Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want the internet to remain open and equal, the way it has been since it's inception.  We want net neutrality.

Robin Grant

------------------------------ Email 2,365 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:00
Subject: Net Neutrality issues
Hey Tom,

TL:DR = I stand on the side of forcing net neutrality. All data should move at the speed the network infrastructure can
handle. I am upset by the report in the wall street journal and the loss of FCC authority in federal court a few months
ago.

The thing that harshes data is number of users on a network, not the speed at which the users are connected. reducing
the speeds we are connected has no bearing on the networks stability.

If you have a network that can house 10 users at 500 mb a piece. You cannot have 20 users at 250 mb a piece. Number
of users is separate from how fast each user can go.

These two sides are separate. Many telecom companies want people to believe that they are intertwined but that simply
isn't the case.

Please take a firm hand in regulating the net in terms of speed content is delivered. Speeds should not be artificially
reduced for specific websites or users. The infrastructure is built to move at a specific speed, do not allow people to
artificially reduce those speeds so that they can charge more for the normal speed the network was designed for.

thanks,
Dan

------------------------------ Email 2,366 ------------------------------

From: johann.backer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a SENIOR, existing on a minute Social Security "Benefit" I canNOT afford: NEW financial-ABUSE.

Comcast is currently paying at least two (2) of its employess, $500,000 per WEEK ($26,000,000 per ytear) in Salary,
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Bonuses ans Shares.

We want and have requested of you— Net Neutrality.

Please comply with the Request-of-the-People, and not allow: For Profit Corporate Abuse.

Johann Backer
100 N CENTER ST APT 508
MISHAWAKA, IN 46544
US

------------------------------ Email 2,367 ------------------------------

From: noeylikesmusic
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Noel ivey

 77573

------------------------------ Email 2,368 ------------------------------

From: kman1220
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:01
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
It’s time to call  a spade a spade!  ISP’s are common carriers!  I know it is hard for a shill for them to accept that and
shut down their ploy to steal the internet, but if you have any self respect you will get this done.

------------------------------ Email 2,369 ------------------------------

From: richmorgan2001
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:01
Subject: I support net neutrality

Dear Mr Wheeler: My name is Richard Morgan, I reside at 25 Andiron Lane brookhaven NY 11719 and I support net
neutrailty. Sincerely, Richard Morgan

------------------------------ Email 2,370 ------------------------------

From: misterbb
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/24/2014 16:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

First "Citizens United." Then "McCutcheon." Now this?! Please help SLOW DOWN the runaway train of big money
owning everything/body, don't increase it's deadly speed!  We want net neutrality.

Bill Britton

------------------------------ Email 2,371 ------------------------------

From: mwkoehler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The current proposals are a direct attack on net neutrality.  Internet service providers should not be allowed to use their
position to extract rents from lucrative network properties.

Michael Koehler
2886 Cleveland Ave
Oceanside, NY 11572
US

------------------------------ Email 2,372 ------------------------------

From: cbirn557
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Catherine Birney

MA 02171

------------------------------ Email 2,373 ------------------------------

From: bikerswine
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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DO NOT VOTE TO END NET NEUTRALITY.

This is NOT OK, folks.  I run a data center and will not stand to have services to our customers potentially throttled by
bigger business, nor will I stand personally to have my own 'net treated like a cable company's channels; with access to
portals controlled by the fiber companies and large ISPs who dominate this playing field.  You are making a serious
mistake placing access in the hands of those who would benefit most from a fractured internet economy.  This proposal
also squeezes small business while stifling innovation.

The Internet is and has always been a common resource, not electronic 'property' to be sold by the slice to the highest
payers like broadcast frequency spectra.

The current tariff and access fees paid to upstream providers are already ample enough to encourage development of
faster networks and creation of new services.  Let's not now kill off all the small players who have been key to the
creation, evolution and current success of the Internet as a global resource. Every other person I know in the datacom
field who is not affiliated with a major player hates this idea like an incurable social disease.  Once put in place there
will be no going back to a level playing field for all providers of content.

DO NOT END NET NEUTRALITY

Thank you for listening to my voice.

Jeff Daniels

IA 50312
US

------------------------------ Email 2,374 ------------------------------

From: rtdesign
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:03
Subject: FCC and Net Neutrality
Dear Tom, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay
 to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow
large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being
FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either
directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets.
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Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed
of what you are doing.

Richard Thaler
RT Design
Web Design
Graphic Design
After Effects Specialist

------------------------------ Email 2,375 ------------------------------

From: mebeling
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
michael ebeling (  writes:

Tom with your cable past and obama's trust me admin of which youa re a part...I do not trust for one minute your
proposed rules for the net. You most certainly will make it so the fat cats can run us over...And if not lets see what you
are proposing "right now" or do we have to wait as Polosie says to see whats in it???? What are yoyu afraid of us
learning...I am writing both senators and my congresswoman to have you removed and your department defunded...Stay
 away from the net!!!! People who operate in the dark like youa re doing scare the hell out of us citizens....come on...lets
 see what youa re doing...and I dare you to do it in the open....Bet you wont as you are bought and paid for ...just like
your past.... You are not an FCC chair...you are a lobbyist for the large users... why not just admit it... or better yet do
the honorable thinga nd resign.... you have my contact info if I am wrong...
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,376 ------------------------------

From: lisamitcheltree
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lisa Mitcheltree (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler, do not end net neutrality. Do not betray the principle of equal access to the Internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,377 ------------------------------

From: gnuoy.etep
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:04
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want net neutrality. Do not hand the internet over to the highest bidders.

Peter Young

------------------------------ Email 2,378 ------------------------------

From: socrates63
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:05
Subject: FCC & Net Neutrality & US Citizens
To the Esteemed Representatives of the FCC,

Please remember that, as officials of a government agency, you represent the interests of the citizens of the United
States first and foremost. In my opinion, this should be the driving tenet behind any decision-making body in the
government.

How does the new proposed Internet rules protect or advance the interests of the average US citizen and customers of
Internet service providers?

Thank you for reading.

Young Park
Bothell, WA

------------------------------ Email 2,379 ------------------------------

From: andrew.ackermann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Chairman,

As a small business owner, I owe the success of my business to the open internet in the US. Recent reports about plans
to permit ISPs to charge destinations for the privilege of serving up their content when customers already pay for that
very service are extremely concerning to me. The industry of which I am a part, video game development, is highly
reliant on a continued open and fair internet.

If the likes of Comcast and Time Warner Cable begin to push us smaller business to the side should we fail to pay up
would crush our competitiveness for the gains of the few, and would stifle future development of internet-based
companies which are showing a continual growth and likely ever greater importance in the global economy. The risk to
the US's global competitiveness in these markets surely outweighs any gains ISPs hope to reap.

I urge you to guarantee that ISPs may not favor content based on source or payment from that source.

Thank you for your time,
Andrew Ackermann

------------------------------ Email 2,380 ------------------------------
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From: jookey1
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:05
Subject: Proposed Rules for Net Neutrality
Good Day,

  I hope this email finds you well. I am writing you to state my belief that your proposed rules for Net Neutrality are in
fact not neutral at all. Please re-consider your stance.

Very Respectfully,

John Babson

------------------------------ Email 2,381 ------------------------------

From: chad
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:05
Subject: Please read regarding Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler-

Please stop the madness that is the impending destruction of net neutrality.  I myself have been a graphics designer, a
webmaster, and an online gamer since long before anyone ever thought of trying to squeeze more money out of my so
that I might not be able to afford the hobbies that I like to partake in, and even my job.  I am a hard working, tax-paying
American citizen and I demand action to ensure that this will not be allowed to pass in any capacity.  The internet was
founded on the premise of being able to access and enjoy its vast information on demand, without having to be
penalized because one of the companies I am interested in using on the web didn't pay a premium for me to access its
information in an equal way to the sites that have ponied up the extra cash.  We already pay outrageous pricing from
gasoline to drive our vehicles, to a simple gallon of milk.  Most of us do not make what you undoubtedly do, along with
other higher level executives.  Most of us work and live paycheck to paycheck, attempting to enjoy small hobbies (like
online gaming and movie streaming) without having to pay even more on top of already ridiculously inflated broadband
pricing.  Allowing things like faster access to content if a corporation pays a higher premium, essentially raising what i
pay to enjoy my hobbies, is clearly unacceptable.  Furthermore, it is unAmerican.  Please do what is right, and what is
necessary to ensure that this is not allowed to happen, further crippling our hurting economy.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

--

------------------------------ Email 2,382 ------------------------------

From: vanderky
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:05
Subject: Voter note FOR net Neutrality
Hello to each of you,

A brief message stating my SUPPORT of Net Neutrality.

I believe it only fair that service providers continue under the existing net guidelines and not be allowed to charge any
entity, that consumers already pay separately to use, just to access their service/internet at equal speeds.  It is inherently
threatening (To Microsoft XB Live/Hulu/Netflix/Etc.) to blackmail decreased internet speeds should those companies
not pay money, and overall, is anti-consumer in the end.

Please join me in my continued support for Net Neutrality.

Thank you so much for your time,

Kyle VanderSlik, North Carolina

------------------------------ Email 2,383 ------------------------------

From: michaelwelch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

What is so hard about net neutrality?  KEEP THE INTERNET NEUTRAL - THE WAY IT WAS DESIGNED!  STOP
TRYING TO COMPROMISE!  KEEP IT NEUTRAL!!!

Mike Welch

OH
US

------------------------------ Email 2,384 ------------------------------

From: ocarina09
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Simon Choi

------------------------------ Email 2,385 ------------------------------

From: k i t e twilite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:06
Subject: Net Neutrality Must Be Preserved

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Removing net neutrality is Not an acceptable means for corporate protection if that's what this is about.

If the US government is going to take responsibility for financial entities that our economy cannot function without,
what could possess you to think that it should in turn gift stewardship of the digital landscape away?  Net neutrality is as
 vital to our over-all economic success as the financial institutions that allow us to continue to grow.

Mike McMahon

------------------------------ Email 2,386 ------------------------------

From: brennanwade
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:06
Subject: Do you represent me?
Mr. Wheeler,

Lately your comments and actions, as well as those made by your constituents, made me realize you're not representing
me. Or any of the American people for that matter. Unless those Americans have a fat bank account and some authority.
 Net neutrality is important, though being so old I doubt you can understand that. And being so greedy you might not
give a shit.
As of right now, you and your buddies are no different than the fictional villains that are the basis of shows like House
of Cards. Though by suppressing the speed at which one can watch these programs, it might not be a far stretch to think
that's the point. Suppression. Stopping the new generations and middle class from having a voice.

Well, thanks.
This will almost surely be not read, or read by an intern, or even replied to.
You lied to everyone so that your riches could increase tenfold and your Time Warner/Comcast friends could get away
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with fucking over everyone trying to make a difference. Thanks for helping create another monopoly.
And thanks for showing me the political climate will always be full of shit.

brennan

"quotes are for dead people."

------------------------------ Email 2,387 ------------------------------

From: sdmatney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susan Matney
1955 SW 41st St
Redmond, OR 97756

------------------------------ Email 2,388 ------------------------------

From: linda.daniel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want a free, not controlled by corporate entities, internet.  Please, we want net neutrality.

Linda Daniel
105 Kentucky Derby Drive
Clayton, NC 27520
US

------------------------------ Email 2,389 ------------------------------

From: mjsamuel1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mary Samuel

 02642

------------------------------ Email 2,390 ------------------------------

From: rene
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Rene Ravenel (  writes:

DO NOT END NET NEUTRALITY!

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,391 ------------------------------

From: daredaredare
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Dare
1939 Hayes St. Apt. 1
San Francisco, CA 94117

------------------------------ Email 2,392 ------------------------------

From: bassdrums
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lola Weinstein
110 Mangels Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94131

------------------------------ Email 2,393 ------------------------------

From: panic_fanatic
To:   .MISSING-HOST-
NAME.;
Date: 4/24/2014 16:08
Subject: Classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service
It is appalling that you are taking steps to gut net neutrality despite claiming publicly that you are not.  It is clear that
cronyism is at work here and the FCC is in the pocket of the telecom companies.  End-users already pay their ISPs for
bandwidth to deliver content.  How is it fair or reasonable to then allow these ISPs to charge the content providers for
access to their network?!  THE USERS HAVE ALREADY PAID FOR THIS.  I demand that you classify broadband
access as a Title II telecommunications service.  You and your cronies are picking and choosing which companies will
thrive and which will suffer through your short-sighted, lobbyist-driven agenda.  Love to see the lobbyist circle jerk at
work...

------------------------------ Email 2,394 ------------------------------

From: joe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:08
Subject: Internet Equality
Hi Tom,

The press is reporting that changes are being proposed to allow companies to pay for faster access to consumer Internet
connections.

I am against this change.

Regulate the Internet like a utility. Ensure that all traffic has equal access.  Force the last mile carriers to upgrade their
services and invest in infrastructure upgrades.  Allowing them to profit over slow access  for some and premium access
for others is a mistake.

Kind regards,

Joe Christensen
Portland, OR
503-270-9697

------------------------------ Email 2,395 ------------------------------
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From: elsubcomandantequito
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

marcos molina
5306 basswood ln.
austin, TX 78723

------------------------------ Email 2,396 ------------------------------

From: dshutler13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am a United States citizen who likes to play video games online. Please keep the internet neutral and do NOT tell
service providers they can offer a "fast lane" to companies willing to pay more. President Obama is a "strong supporter
of net neutrality," as he said in 2007.

Please do not allow service providers to "throttle" companies and/or provide this "fast lane." I believe the internet
should remain equal.

Thank you for your time.

Regards,

Derek Shutler

------------------------------ Email 2,397 ------------------------------

From: lisalebduska
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I write to pleade that you uphold Freedom of the Press by *maintaining* net neutrality. The elimination of net neutrality
 will limit Americans' democratic access to certain forms of news. This limiting will be invisible because the
information that can be purveyed at high speeds--for a feee--will proliferate.  Effectively the poor will have less and less
 of a voice and news that cannot be bought will disappear. Chairman Wheeler, if ever there was a way to prevent the
destruction of true America this it: PRESERVE neu neutrality and with it a core American ideal.
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Lisa Lebduska
73 Mill Lane
Salem, CT 06420
US

------------------------------ Email 2,398 ------------------------------

From: zwordsmith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for truly democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
 want net neutrality. Leave it alone to work as it does now. Isn't there somewhere that greedy corporate fingers don't
reach?

John Zimmermann
P.O. Box 13031
Long Beach, CA 90803
US

------------------------------ Email 2,399 ------------------------------

From: p.moynihan
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:10
Subject: I was relying on you to keep the net neutral
The news about the FCC's decision today is very disappointing. Telecommunication conglomerates such as Comcast
and Verizon shouldn't control the way we communicate.

I'm asking you as an American to keep the net neutral.

Trisha Moynihan

------------------------------ Email 2,400 ------------------------------

From: jake1192
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
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 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Sincerely,

Internet Users Everywhere

------------------------------ Email 2,401 ------------------------------

From: kmoros1989
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:10
Subject: Protect REAL Net Neutrality- Not this corporate bullshit you are  trying to pass as Neutrality.
Title says it all.

------------------------------ Email 2,402 ------------------------------

From: alanfred
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:12
Subject: Net Neutrality is Critical to a Free Society

Internet service for millions is provided by cable, a monopolistic industry where the consumer has no real choice or
provider.

Now, you propose to allow those monopolies to filter service (and content) by the simple expedient of charging "more"
for "faster" service, when the consumer has no ability to then seek a different provider if they object to the practices of
their provider.

I am outraged to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning to implementing rule changes that
would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. Where large corporations
can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete, especially where the cable
monopoly applies.

The FCC must act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to reject the new rules and to
take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

J. Alan Frederick

CA 93065

------------------------------ Email 2,403 ------------------------------

From: lisabigger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:12
Subject: You need to keep net neutrality in place
you need to keep net neutrality in place !
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do your job for the PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES NOT THE CORPORATIONS

------------------------------ Email 2,404 ------------------------------

From: crazyivan181
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Henry
300 Park Dr
Stoneham, MA 02180

------------------------------ Email 2,405 ------------------------------

From: jennfishman.phd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:12
Subject: Save Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want you to step up and protect our democratic media. Stop sending out platitudes as smokescreens for corporate
domination of the Internet. Do you job: save net neutrality.

Jenn Fishman
1014 Astor St.
Milwaukee 53202
US

------------------------------ Email 2,406 ------------------------------

From: geoff.tolley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You have to know that your proposed rules will create a two-tier internet that:
  1. Insulates established net companies against startups as the latter will be far less able to afford the same level of
service from ISPs.
  2. Creates a financial incentive for ISPs to fail to provide the bandwidth that I as a customer of theirs am already
paying them for - far more than for comparable service in other nations I might add - in order to make the extra paying
tier worthwhile for net companies.
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Simply reclassify the ISPs as common carriers instead.  If they desire to treat traffic from different sources differently as
 a matter of policy, they can take responsibility for the content.

Geoffrey Tolley
2026 E 6th St
Superior, WI 54880
US

------------------------------ Email 2,407 ------------------------------

From: motolaj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeffrey Motola
30 Morgan Street
New London, CT 06320

------------------------------ Email 2,408 ------------------------------

From: jclemons
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II
telecommunications service." Under the Communications Act -- let the FCC
tell companies this is like a telephone call, between the people
involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it.

------------------------------ Email 2,409 ------------------------------

From: court3453
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Courtney Anderson
120 Clinton hill rd
Wolcott, CT 06716

------------------------------ Email 2,410 ------------------------------

From: camillehall
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Federal Communications Commission is proposing rules that would kill — rather than protect — Net Neutrality
and allow rampant discrimination online.

Under these rules, telecom giants like AT&T, Comcast and Verizon would be able to implement pay-for-priority
schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday Internet users who cannot afford these
unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

Camille Hall
your street
Corvallis, OR 97330
US

------------------------------ Email 2,411 ------------------------------

From: ecparker9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Edward Parker
6809 SE Ramona
Portland, OR 97206

------------------------------ Email 2,412 ------------------------------

From: benjarwar
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:15
Subject: objections to proposed new Internet traffic rules
Dear Mr. Wheeler, Ms. Clyburn, Ms. Rosenworcel, Mr. Pai, and Mr. O'Reilly,

I would like to register my concerns about the FCC's proposal to allow companies to pay ISPs for faster Internet traffic
speeds.  This proposal sounds guts the philosophy of an open and neutral World Wide Web.  I, and many others, fear
that allowing the powerful and the wealthy to gain preferential access to consumers will stifle entrepreneurship and
small businesses.  Those startups who cannot yet afford higher rates of data transfer will no longer be able to compete as
 effectively with entrenched conglomerates.

Further, it seems clear that allowing companies to purchase so called "fast lanes" will result in a bandwidth arms race.
As companies begin to shell out more for speedier services, surely these costs will be passed along to the consumer.
This will have a negative effect on the online economies, which, heretofore, has broadened global access to income,
employment, services, and goods.

Finally, I have read that the FCC is considering taking public comments on this matter.  I urge you all to please do
whatever you can to, at the very least, open this debate to the public.  Increasingly, issues of wealth inequality and
financial disenfranchisement have crept into all facets of life in our capitalist democracy.  Please give us a voice in this
crucial matter.

Thank you for reading,

Benjamin J Warshaw
335 Winfield Terrace
Union, NJ 07083

------------------------------ Email 2,413 ------------------------------

From: dallas11221
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:17
Subject: Do not get rid of net neutrality
It is wrong to side with the broadband companies who what to legally throttle  internet speeds for certain websites who
cannot pay more money then they already are. This plan of yours will not help anyone it will only take away freedom
and the equal treatment of all companies with a huge dependence on internet as a way of sustaining their business. Your
plan will negatively affect people, as well as companies who pay more or are favored by their internet providers, who
will now have to spend even more money then people are already charged because broadband companies will begin to
throttle internet speeds. This will force everyone to pay more just because companies will have to pay more which is
because you, the FCC, allowed the broadband companies to do this.  This isn't right because not only will people have to
 pay more, for example like how some children are attacked by bullies and forced to pay them money to keep from
being attacked again, allowing internet companies to control what people can and cannot access or how fast internet
speed is follows this same principle. Internet providers force people to pay more money, even though we already pay
$50 for internet on average and $8 or more for other services that use the same internet provider, all because you the
FCC are trying to allow this. This is wrong and I am against the idea of taking away net neutrality

------------------------------ Email 2,414 ------------------------------

From: otteson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gary Otteson
118 S 21st St
Philadelphia, PA 19103

------------------------------ Email 2,415 ------------------------------

From: wbwbailey155
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You are either stupid or a major communications company sycophant. Or is this some kind of bargaining chip in making
 sure they play ball when it's time to spy and pry again???

William Bailey
8902 Charlotte Mtn. rd.
rougemont, NC 2
US

------------------------------ Email 2,416 ------------------------------

From: jtdixon2015
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We as a nation cannot allow the death of net neutrality! In todays modern age it is such a strong benefit to American
entrepreneurs,  and benefits the world as a whole. We need net neutrality, and no benefit can come to any of us average
Americans if we lose it.

Jerrod Dixon
108 E 4th ST
Wayne, NE 68787
US

------------------------------ Email 2,417 ------------------------------

From: huixli
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tim Hayes
208 Cottonpatch way
El Cajon, CA 92020

------------------------------ Email 2,418 ------------------------------

From: leelee66205
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Leslie A. Graves
12518 Lakeland Drive
St. Joseph, MO 64506

------------------------------ Email 2,419 ------------------------------

From: jo.jcat+rootsaction
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I and my contemporaries have had the privilege of seeing the birth and growth of the internet as a communication
medium.  It's health and well being have come to permeate and color most every facet of our day to day lives in ways
that are as benevolent as they are transparent.  When I wake up, my alarm tells me what kind of weather to expect.
When I set off to work, my phone tells me what kind of traffic to expect.  When I get home, I am presented with a slew
of dinners I'd like to cook, and when I sit down to relax, the internet provides the evening's entertainment.  It's hard to
imagine a world where the pipes that openly, quickly, and without reservation pass along the information that I need
suddenly choke on their contents.  Please take steps to ensure that all packets, irrespective of origin and destination, are
treated as equal.

Thank You,
-- J.C.

Joseph Catrambone
5217 N Hope Street
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Philadelphia, PA 19120
US

------------------------------ Email 2,420 ------------------------------

From: stevensanderson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Steven Sanderson
242 E. North St. Apt. B
Hastings, MI 49058

------------------------------ Email 2,421 ------------------------------

From: stuig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We need and want net neutrality.  We must have equal access to the equal access to the internet for all.

Stuart Gilmore
800 West Nickerson St
Seattle, WA 98119
US

------------------------------ Email 2,422 ------------------------------

From: mschaeffer1
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:19
Subject: Please restore Net Neutrality
Hello,

Please classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."

Thank you for your time and help in this matter.
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Michael Schaeffer

------------------------------ Email 2,423 ------------------------------

From: ruth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ruth Pennoyer
26 Buchanon Ct
Wesst Orange, NJ 07052

------------------------------ Email 2,424 ------------------------------

From: starhesse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

4/24/14
To: Chairman Wheeler, Federal Communications Commission,
Equal access to the Internet must be maintained.  We want action a continuation of net neutrality to ensure democratic
media access to all.

Star Hesse
7698 State Route 52
Narrowsburg, NY 12764
US

------------------------------ Email 2,425 ------------------------------

From: creighton.s.hofeditz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:20
Subject: Please Stop the "Fast Lane"

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

You're on the wrong side of history and progress if you continue to work with established corporations on this. Please
don't ignore the voice of the larger public.

Creighton Hofeditz



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

1818 Gaylord St.
Denver, CO 80206
US

------------------------------ Email 2,426 ------------------------------

From: jlassen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:20
Subject: Do'n't End Net Neutrality, please.

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a small business owner, I am horrified that my content on the previous level playing field of the internet will soon
have to "Pay for play" to compete against Big Corporate Media.

Not only will this allow a huge money grab by the already monopoly protected network carriers and Internet providers,
but it is a way to further stratify and entrench big media, to the detriment of small business owners and creative
individuals everywhere.

The FCC personally oversaw the "Clear channeling" of the American radio waves. You are now setting up a similar fate
 for the previous level playing field of the Internet. I hope the FCC will consider reversing its stance.

Jeremy Lassen
86 Staples Ave
San Francisco, CA 94131
US

------------------------------ Email 2,427 ------------------------------

From: msawteach
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:20
Subject: Do Not Let Net Neutrality End, please!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
This cannot stand.
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Sawyer
22327 98th Ave W.
Edmonds, WA 98020
US

------------------------------ Email 2,428 ------------------------------

From: jfsocc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:20
Subject: Just remember who you are really supposed to serve.

That's the people. Please support Net Neutrality. Not doing so is allowing corruption to win.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

David van den Eeden

NL

------------------------------ Email 2,429 ------------------------------

From: jennie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jenni Cerrito

 84738

------------------------------ Email 2,430 ------------------------------

From: snortar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:21
Subject: What the fuck is wrong with you people?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Barry Eshkol Adelman
7825 101st Ave
Vero Beach, FL 32967
US

------------------------------ Email 2,431 ------------------------------

From: barbarad17
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

barbara douglass
77 DIVISION AVE APT 34
BROOKLYN, NY 11249

------------------------------ Email 2,432 ------------------------------

From: danimal.mattson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:21
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Commissioners:

Internet access has become more than a simple utility - it is now a basic necessity for everyone. While some may
eschew access & connectivity, the vast majority see & utilize it as an active, integral part of social, economic, business
and political life. Do not allow it to be privatized; it should be fully subsidized, taxpayer & business funded, with the
highest bandwidth possible to the public. It is the essential backbone of our information architecture & infrastructure for
 this and the next century.

Daniel Mattson
3607 11 Avenue
53140.

--
Warning! NSA analysts could be reading this email. And because there’s hardly any accountability, we have no idea
how they may use it. If that bothers you, go to https://www.aclu.org/secure/stopnsa to do something about it.

------------------------------ Email 2,433 ------------------------------

From: whitefeather81
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:21
Subject: Internet
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.
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Sincerely Disgusted,
Jason Major

--
Jason J. Major
360-591-8624
PO Box 458
Grayland, WA 98547

------------------------------ Email 2,434 ------------------------------

From: jvdyce
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:22
Subject: What are you thinking?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We citizans don't want all that much when it comes down to it.
Our constitutional rights are supposed to be a gurentee.
This generation understands that a free and open internet is integral to our rights.
The world understands this.
Other countries admire and hope to imulate this.
It's one if the few ways America still leads.
Please don't screw this up.
Don't be shortsighted.
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Allerdyce

Queens, NY 11104
US

------------------------------ Email 2,435 ------------------------------

From: schmidty1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ken Schmidt
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178 S. Lombard Ave
Lombard, IL 60148

------------------------------ Email 2,436 ------------------------------

From: zdavidson26
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Net Neutrality Should Stay.
Tom Wheeler,
I am incredibly worried about pending rulings that the FCC is going to permit ISPs to "throttle" my connection and offer
 hot lanes to those with money. This not only undermines America's already slow internet, this actively gives ISPs full
authorization to charge me more for basic services. Why upgrade basic internet infrastructure if you can throttle and
upgrade the infrastructure of those who pay you more? While one could argue that the ISPs would simply offer faster
service at a fair price, I do not trust them. It would ruin the equality of internet, and would likely put the sword to many
floundering ideas that launch through online infrastructure. I fear for the loss of innovation, with extortion taking its
place. I hope that you will do all you can aid in enforcing net neutrality, which embodies America's "equal opportunity"
theme.
Sincerely,

Zachary Davidson, a concerned resident of Florida.

------------------------------ Email 2,437 ------------------------------

From: sendmail2david
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Save Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do not listen to the lobbyists for telecom giants; genuine democracy requires real net neutrality.

David Schroeder
1610 Curtis Street
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

------------------------------ Email 2,438 ------------------------------

From: vincentvillella
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Equality

I'm already against big corporations making their own rules to benefit only themselves so the internet is no different. It's
 not the average American's responsibility to pay the price for a service provider's increased profit. I shouldn't have a
hard time going to one website because their competitor paid my service provider more this month. America stands for
equality among all men and women or interests and services should be equally cared for as well, NET NEUTRALITY is
 what this email is about, and it's something that needs to be enforced. It's unfair to restrict Americans on something
they have no control over.

------------------------------ Email 2,439 ------------------------------
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From: annaa52
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Do Not Destroy Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action from you for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.
  We urge you to retain and protect net neutrality.

T A Anderson
10660 SW WIlsonville Rd
Wilsonville, OR 97070
US

------------------------------ Email 2,440 ------------------------------

From: alexvuocolo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alexander Vuocolo
2228 Kimball St.
Philadelphia, PA 19146

------------------------------ Email 2,441 ------------------------------

From: ziegler.kate
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kate Ziegler

Boston, MA 02130
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------------------------------ Email 2,442 ------------------------------

From: heruther
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Martin Ruther
5400 vantage point rd
Columbia, MD 21044

------------------------------ Email 2,443 ------------------------------

From: krwz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net Neutrality is VITAL for honest, fair, DEMOCRATIC media.  You simply CANNOT allow corporate domination of
 the Internet!!  Support NET NEUTRALITY.

Kathleen Roche-Zujko
16205 NE 27th St.
Bellevue, WA 90008
US

------------------------------ Email 2,444 ------------------------------

From: all sabrina
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Sabrina Brown
7900 collins
MIAMI BEACH, FL 33140

------------------------------ Email 2,445 ------------------------------

From: uppityldm56
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Linda Moorman
3510 S.Rhodes
Chicago, IL 60653

------------------------------ Email 2,446 ------------------------------

From: pdmlloyd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:24
Subject: The Open Internet for All
Dear Mister Wheeler,

Today I'm writing you about some disturbing things I've been reading in the news and your Commission's own writing
on the Open Internet Rules set to be introduced soon to the FCC board.

While I understand the pressure to come to some kind of consensus, the previous Open Internet Order, which appears to
have been thrown out for all providers aside from Comcast on a simple technicality, is the best option for consumers and
 small content companies alike. The technicality, that of how broadband internet is classified, can be fixed in a lot easier
 a fashion than going back and trying to reinvent a wheel that ran just fine, if my memory serves, no ISP was claiming
lost profits due to the previous Open Internet Order until quite recently, when making such claims suddenly became
incredibly advantageous to them.

I view the ISPs similar to a company such as UPS, which is solely tasked with delivering boxes outside of certain
obvious restrictions per federal law (IE Bombs, Living Creatures). An ISP should take any data I request, barring it
doesn't contain anything that breaks the law, and deliver it to my computer or device at the speeds I pay them for. If
UPS suddenly put a 2 day hold on Amazon packages simply because they come from Amazon, would that be
considered a fair business practice? Unlike with UPS, Internet Content Providers cannot simply tell their customers to
switch ISPs in many situations across America, as some ISPs have regional monopolies across a vast swath of our
country.

Now, while I was reading the official comments from the FCC, I see you say there will be a "high bar" for the Open
Internet Rules, however as seen in Verizon V New Jersey, regarding a contract to provide high speed internet services in
 return for certain considerations which Verizon later went back on with almost no punishment, if massive corporations
such as Comcast, Time Warner Cable, AT&T, and Verizon can have an inch, they will take a mile. These will not be
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simple corporate spats, but they will affect the consumer in harsh fashions. So I call on you and the FCC to abandon the
Open Internet Rules, reclassify broadband carriers as Common Carriers, and reintroduce the previous Open Internet
Order to ensure a free and fair internet for all users.

I would love the opportunity to hear your rationale behind the Open Internet Rules as they have been presented so far
and why you feel this is the best path to take, my contact information can be found in my signature and I do hope to hear
 from you.

Regards and Thanks for your Time,

Patrick D Lloyd
(214) 803-0023<tel:%28214%29%20803-0023>

mailto

------------------------------ Email 2,447 ------------------------------

From: elizabethbarndollar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."

Elizabeth Barndollar
1214 canvasback ct
mount pleasant, SC 29464

------------------------------ Email 2,448 ------------------------------

From: frdewey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

It is vital that the FCC support democratic media, and not yet again support corporate and cartel doimination of the
Internet for the benefit of Washington lobbyists and coruption. Net neutrality is not some boff thing peasants want, but
our democratic right, and the government's responsibility in serving the public's interest.

This is extremely important, as the rest of the world determines the US system is geared to large American or foreign
corporations working with the government to surveil its users. Competition among non-cartels remains part of the FCC
charter and the FCC's role as a regulator for the public's benefit.

Please do not show that you are subordinate to cartel interests and their advancing corruption of a public good.

That this abomination could be permitted is outrageous.

Fred Dewey
2825 2nd st
Santa Monica, CA 90405
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US

------------------------------ Email 2,449 ------------------------------

From: mctobias
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:25
Subject: net neutrality
I support net neutrality and I hope you do too! I feel like this issue shows its head every once in awhile, but it seems like
 now the FCC is getting involved. From what I've read, it seems like a solution is for broadband access to be classified
as a Title II telecommunications service. The internet is the great neutralizer in society. Please don't let money spoil
that!

------------------------------ Email 2,450 ------------------------------

From: calhuff123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:25
Subject: In regards to net neutrality
The current state of network communication and the outright greedy tactics that are afforded to the providers is
unjustifiable. This new culture of "double dipping" is not only unjustly and indirectly going to drive up the costs to
consumers, it is by all accounts unnecessary. As consumers we pay the cost to have this service provided (not to
mention we have subsidized the cost to increase THEIR infrastructure). As such to allow these companies to charge
content providers as well as consumers (which our rates are already among the highest worldwide by bitrate) is
deplorable. Please look at this objectively Mr. Wheeler, please don't further drive up our costs for content and stifle
innovation.

------------------------------ Email 2,451 ------------------------------

From: pentmfg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler.

We want a democratic media.

We want net neutrality.

ryan paravecchio
486 fenn st
los ángeles, CA 90031
US

------------------------------ Email 2,452 ------------------------------

From: coryrcavin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:26
Subject: Uphold Net Neutrality
Tom,
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As an independent web video creator, creating content since the dawn of web video and as someone who makes their
living creating content for the internet, I urge you to support net neutrality.

The cable companies have the worst customer service in the world.  Everyone hates them.  I mean, really, everyone
hates them.  I’m sure you do too.  We need to be marching forward and figuring out how to get fiber into our homes so
we can have Internet as fast as Sweden and South Korea.  Let’s be #1!  Let’s treat high speed Internet access like a
public utility.  Regulate!  The Internet is as vital to my life as water and power at this point.  Don’t let Comcast and
Time Warner (or WORSE, both combined!) control these pipes and demand ransom for content.

Major companies can afford to pay for the fast lane, but I can’t.  Web video has allowed me to bypass any sort of
gatekeeper and reach of fans directly and meet other collaborators.  Don’t allow the gatekeepers to pay for a faster lane.

Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
Cory Cavin

--

------------
corycavin.com<http://corycavin.com>

AwfulDJ.com<http://AwfulDJ.com>

------------------------------ Email 2,453 ------------------------------

From: blotterfox
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

This is ridiculous. Ending Net Neutrality hurts small businesses and kills jobs.

Jose Belmares
4303 Lucian Lane
Friendswood, TX 77546
US

------------------------------ Email 2,454 ------------------------------

From: bnussbaum
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:26
Subject: Please Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brian Nussbaum

 12054

------------------------------ Email 2,455 ------------------------------

From: r laprelle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.  This is the last
alternative to the mainstream media, which are completely controlled by big business.

William LaPrelle

WA 98502
US

------------------------------ Email 2,456 ------------------------------

From: coolbarb99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:26
Subject: Reclassify broadband!!!

Reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service!!  I urge you to reject the new rules and to take this vital and
common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Barbara Johns

 90027

------------------------------ Email 2,457 ------------------------------

From: crgspawn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:27
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Craig Quandt (  writes:

Dear FCC Commissioner, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain
companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is
disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.
By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
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saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,458 ------------------------------

From: geoffreylevens
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Geoffrey Levens
PO BOX 1521
Paonia, CO 81428

------------------------------ Email 2,459 ------------------------------

From: dustinlowe17
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:28
Subject: Please Don't Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We need
 net neutrality. What you are doing is helping large corporations grow bigger and allowing the small business to die off.
I realize that you get a lot of money with these big corporations but think about things other than yourself.  This is
America, a place where everyone is free to do anything. Not only is the end of net neutrality threatening that but your
decision is corrupting the FCC and turning America into a Corporatocracy.

Thanks for your time,
Dustin

Dustin Lowe
32619 Fields Road
Richwood, OH 43344
US

------------------------------ Email 2,460 ------------------------------

From: winner
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 16:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

It is sad to learn that the Federal Communications Commission evidently wants to make rule changes that would allow
Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. While I realize that some FCC
commissioners  plan to get big payoffs with communications firms when they leave your organization, I remain hopeful
that the decision to turn the Internet into a corporate cash cow can be reversed.

Please protect our Internet freedoms.  Reject the proposed rules that would eliminate net neutrality.

Langdon Winner

 12184

------------------------------ Email 2,461 ------------------------------

From: kristi.ashby
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kristi Ashby

 40204

------------------------------ Email 2,462 ------------------------------

From: sam
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am a network engineer. The idea that you can put in a "fast lane" is essentially allowing the large cartel like ISPs to
choose the winners and losers on the internet. It will stifle innovation more than they already have with our already poor
 nation network speeds.

Any prioritization of some traffic comes at the cost of other traffic. The last thing I want as a longtime user of the
internet is for some idiotic company to tell me what is and isn't important on my connection.

Stop this bullshit. Keep net neutrality.
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Sam Rees

OH 43344
US

------------------------------ Email 2,463 ------------------------------

From: beverlyh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Beverly Henry

 28078

------------------------------ Email 2,464 ------------------------------

From: daithiquinn
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:29
Subject: I support Title II
Dear FCC,

I am writing to you to ask the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

The future of the internet is too precious to allow telecom companies to make self-serving rules.

Sincerely,
David

--
David Quinn, PhD
Co-Founder & Data Scientist
coUrbanize.com<http://courbanize.com/>

------------------------------ Email 2,465 ------------------------------

From: eeskridge
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:29
Subject: Classify ISPs as common carriers
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I am just utterly appalled at the recent decisions being made by the FCC in regards to internet access and allowing ISP
carriers to charge for "enhanced access" to internet sites. It shows just how in the pockets of the big telecommunication
companies the FCC is. These rules do nothing to maintain net neutrality or benefit the consumer in any way, and instead
 grants to what is already almost a monopoly in telecommunications a way to gouge people for access to something that
should be a title II communications. Ridiculous.

Reverse your decision and actually maintain net neutrality.

Emilie Eskridge

------------------------------ Email 2,466 ------------------------------

From: samahearn
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:29
Subject: A Plea to Restore Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern:

My name is Samantha Ahearn, and I am writing you to plead that you listen to the true majority of citizens of the United
 States, neigh the global community, and classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Cable companies have already established a monopoly in this nation, and giving them an increased ability to select what
 companies and website deserve faster speed is an outright abomination. I have not heard a single argument in favor of
this ability to create a tiered system of access; it can only serve to limit access to the World Wide Web, which I should
not have to remind you is a global community. By restricting equal access to equal speed to Americans, you are
effectively ostracizing millions of citizens from access to chunks of the world.

I am a college graduate, and this reclassification would have made my college years unbearable; our load time was
already atrocious, I can’t imagine how long my research would have taken if the obscure educational institutions whose
websites I relied on couldn't afford to pay extra so I could download slides in a reasonable span of time. To date, I rely
heavily on my Internet service for everything from streaming recreational entertainment, to legal research for the law
firm I work at as a paralegal, to scheduling doctor’s appointments and getting lab results instantly. I have multiple
chronic illnesses, so this last point is vital, and the thought that I may have to stare at a screen for 15 minutes waiting to
find out if I have abnormalities in my body because my small doctor’s office can’t pay extra for effective load speeds is
utterly terrifying.

There are countless other issues the death of Net Neutrality will cause, and I urge you to open your eyes, ears, and hearts
 to the millions of pleas you must be receiving on this issue.
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I beg you as an American citizen, as a citizen of the global community of this planet Earth, and as a human being with a
moral compass and sense of compassion and humility: classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service. If you fail in this, it is no small exaggeration that my faith in humanity, already tremulous at best given the state
 of the world, will utterly disintegrate.

Most sincerely, and with great hope,

Samantha A. Ahearn

------------------------------ Email 2,467 ------------------------------

From: vonkoz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:29
Subject: Keep the Net flowing freely!
The recent FCC ruling on Net Neutrality is appalling! The internet is the greatest tool for information and knowledge
sharing that mankind has seen since the invention of the printing press. The ruling of allowing companies to pay for
faster speeds severely limits the flow of information for people and companies who cannot afford to pay the price.

Heed the voice of the people for once in this country! So much has been taken from us by those with money and this
one more thing! Do what is right by the people in this country.

--
Eric Kozlowsky
www.landofkoz.com<http://www.landofkoz.com>

------------------------------ Email 2,468 ------------------------------

From: fabiennenoble
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

fabienne noble
1687PensacolaST
Honolulu, HI 96822
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------------------------------ Email 2,469 ------------------------------

From: jimwagner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:30
Subject: Please: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

We, the citizens of Westerville, Ohio that I know and discuss issues with, want action for a democratic media, not
platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

We want net neutrality!

Jim and Virginia Wagner
4897 E Walnut St
Westerville, OH 43081
US

------------------------------ Email 2,470 ------------------------------

From: grahamwjenkins
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:30
Subject: On the proposed "net neutrality" rules
Dear Mr. Chairman and fellow commissioners,

While I appreciate your attempt to provide something of a "negative security assurance" regarding net neturality - e.g., a
 promise that broadband providers won't slow particular connections - this is, on the face of it, a fairly laughable excuse,
 and one that ignores the stark realities facing every single American. The FCC is tasked with protecting
communications for all of us, and in this case that means recognizing a broadband internet connection for what it is: a
vital utility.

In the twenty-first century, the internet is not a leisure tool or some plaything of the idle and the indigent. The internet is
 an absolute necessity for everyday life: everything from finding work, to performing work, to banking, to commerce. It
is impossible to conceive of the world as it exists right now without easy, available internet access to any website, as
fast as possible. And it is not fair nor proper to suggest that different web traffic should be treated differently from each
other.

To wit: sure, a broadband company cannot slow the speed of a given website, only charge to deliver it at higher speeds.
But what's to stop a Comcast from slowing the overall speed of an end-user's connection - speeds which are already
among the lowest in the developed world, thanks to the monopolistic market penetration of broadband providers - and
charging simply to provide chosen content at the original, normal speed? The short answer is, nothing at all.
Preposterously low fines, presumably, which will do nothing to deter rapacious, multibillion-dollar companies from
filtering and shaping their traffic over and over again.

In order to properly protect consumers and not industry - which I need not remind you is the mandate of the Federal
Communications Commission - I implore you to reconsider your proposed rules and to instead use the common carrier
powers further defined by the Telecommunications Act of 1996 to truly free the citizenry from corporate control of this
critical communications system. The internet must not be tiered; it must remain free and open if innovation,
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communications, and the simple act of living in modern society are to prevail. I trust you will all make the right call.

Regards,
Graham W. Jenkins

+1 (617) 863-0001
mailto:

Automatic Ballpoint<http://automaticballpoint.com/>
<mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,471 ------------------------------

From: drknes82
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ian Smith

CA 92592

------------------------------ Email 2,472 ------------------------------

From: johnwh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:30
Subject: Against the "priority fast lanes" rule
I consider that the "priority fast lanes" rule being considered is terrible for the health of the internet, and that its
consideration is a travesty.  The FCC should not be heading in this direction.

--
- John H.
@Play: http://www.gamesetwatch.com/column_at_play/
Curmudgeon Gamer: http://www.curmudgeongamer.com/
Roasted Peanuts: http://peanutsroasted.blogspot.com/

------------------------------ Email 2,473 ------------------------------

From: elirivers
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:30
Subject: Good bye net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler:
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You are not representing the American people. You are primarily representing corporate interests. Your history with the
cable & wireless industry is telling, as is your venture capitalism interests.

Would you please think of our interests?

USA seems great at inventing terrific items and then with our predatory capitalism, make ours worse than other
countries who use our inventions. Worse for the consumers, more profitable for the corporations.

Through the hallowed & time honored American practice of the revolving door, you are supposed leave the mindset of
the corporation and to be part of government, concerned primarily with the people's interests. You're still not there.

Please reconsider your most horrendous decision.

Thank you,

Mr. Rivers
Maine

------------------------------ Email 2,474 ------------------------------

From: daneas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dane Schultz
5040 N Marine Drive, A5
Chicago, IL 60640

------------------------------ Email 2,475 ------------------------------

From: dcqze9p+tg2z1s
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:30
Subject: For Capitalism - The Internet Must Be This Way
Hello,

    Please re-classify the internet as a Title II Telecommunications service. The internet in it's free and unthrottled state
has given birth to some of the greatest companies in modern capitalism. In fact, I dare say that the internet is the last
place that capitalism exists in its truest form. My product and service gets just as fast traffic as Amazon or Ebay, and
with a little research and excellent service, I have been able to become very successful. The reason for this is that I
never had to pay extra to contend with tier 1 companies like this. The marketplace was free and open, and my success or
 failure was 100% based on what I put into it, nothing else.
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    I urge you to follow the examples of Brazil, The European Union, and Chile. Declare with finality as the DC Circuit
Courts have urged you to do. Declare the internet a Title II Telecommunications Service and keep it free forever. If ISPs
 are concerned that they are losing relevance in the modern world, it is only because they have refused to adapt. That is
the nature of business, and millions of start ups are easily figuring out what ISPs refuse to listen to. Do not let their lazy
business practices endanger innovation and growth.

----
Sent using GuerrillMail.com
Block or report abuse: https://www.guerrillamail.com/abuse/?a=dU55SzoIRrEZjRyU9n0cPBPIWw%3D%3D

------------------------------ Email 2,476 ------------------------------

From: pat.estes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality.

Pat Estes
123 Leawood Cir
Naples, FL 34104
US

------------------------------ Email 2,477 ------------------------------

From: eric abt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:31
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
Please bring back Net Neutrality Rules. I support Title II. The internet should be classified as a telecommunications
service. It's like a phone call between people. There shouldn't be any messing involved with the information or it's
access. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 2,478 ------------------------------

From: danimal.mattson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:31
Subject: Re: Maintain Net Neutrality
I forgot to add
http://www.dailykos.com/story/2014/04/24/1294227/-Brazil-passes-Internet-Bill-of-Rights-after-EU-passed-Internet-
Neutrality-law-U-S-to-gut-ours

Warning! NSA analysts could be reading this email. And because there’s hardly any accountability, we have no idea
how they may use it. If that bothers you, go to https://www.aclu.org/secure/stopnsa to do something about it.
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considered 'okay' or 'fair business practices'. Do not allow these companies to gain any more ground against us
Americans, the masses, the consumers. Please help us to maintain net neutrality.

Warmest regards,

Ashley Miller
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,480 ------------------------------

From: justincase2090
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Allowing pay for preference is discrimination, plain and simple. It does not benefit the public in any way and only
proves the statement that money is more important than the good of the public. Allowing this to pass would directly
harm the internet and the freedom and wealth of content it had created.

Justin Scorza

Los Angeles, CA
US

------------------------------ Email 2,481 ------------------------------

From: praxisii
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

It had to happen one day--turning the internet into a shopping mall so that a few will profit. The few are the same who
caused the latest economic meltdown by which they also profited--by way of hedging.

It's all quite a racket, against which there used to be laws. No more, no longer; it's all for sale, including, apparently and
thanks to the FCC, the internet. The FCC was established to oversee media, among other things, ostensibly on behalf of
the people mentioned in the Constitution.

Instead, we have a crony FCC that makes decisions on behalf of a few already very wealth people. The rest of the
people, about 95%, can go screw themselves, since life isn't fair. Right, guys? How many of you used to work in the
industry? Did you know that there is about 15% of the people who can't even find jobs? (Your decision won't create any,
 by the way.)

Well, thanks again, boys, for deciding against the majority in favor of a tiny minority. Good job.

Charles Jacoby
3628 Grand View Blvd.
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Los Angeles, CA 90066
US

------------------------------ Email 2,482 ------------------------------

From: theo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:32
Subject: Sincere request to classify the Internet as a Title II service.
Dear Tom Wheeler and staff at the FCC.

I am shocked to see the news of what looks like the FCC gutting net neutrality.
I really hope in the coming days you will reconsider how much of a huge mistake this is and honor the interests of your
current employer, the US People and not your past or future employers in the Cable / ISP lobby.

More importantly the US is going to fall far behind the rest of the world due to the increasing monopoly of high speed
Internet providers.

Please classify the Internet as a Title II telecommunications service as it should be, as the courts inferred you should do
and as the former head of the FCC now says is what he should of done. Internet access is the modern day equivalent of
the phone line and the Common Carrier logic should apply.

If you do this we will see amazing competition and innovation in ISP providers and competitive pricing for consumers.
With more competition we can then do the things like you propose with ISPs charging for preferred access. If customers
 thinks this benefits them they can stay with their ISP and if they don't they can leave for a more Net Neutral and
disruptive ISP operating on the same common infrastructure.

I really hope you make the right decision on this.
Do not solidify people's suspicions that government regulation in Washington is completely owned by corporate
America.

Leave a legacy that you can be proud of.

Yours,
Theodore

----------------------------------------------
Theo Watson
http://theowatson.com
http://openframeworks.cc
----------------------------------------------

------------------------------ Email 2,483 ------------------------------

From: adriene galindo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Information should be free. Information provides education, healthcare, and other support to people who have no other
way to access it. The internet allows Americans and people all over the word to excercise their right to freedom of
speech. If you end net neutrality, you take that away from us. If you end net neutrality, you take away our freedom.
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Adriene Galindo

------------------------------ Email 2,484 ------------------------------

From: oldkym
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action that enforces and represents true NET NEUTRALITY.     We  DON'T  want  any MODIFICATION or
DEVIATION from FULL net neutrality that would allow any internet gatekeeper to charge ANYONE interested in
gaining faster internet access FOR ANY REASON.

Acting in the public interest requires you to act AGAINST corporate interests that pay lobbyists big bucks to make sure
you don't act in the public interest.   EQUAL INTERNET ACCESS is IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST.    Paying money
for faster access is not EQUAL access.   AND YOU KNOW THIS!!!

Roscoe Reed

342 Oak Estates Drive
Orlando, FL 32806
US

------------------------------ Email 2,485 ------------------------------

From: khoffecker65084
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Richard R. Hoffecker (  writes:

Net "neutrality" shouldn't be a point of debate.  I fear this is yet another wedge between those who can buy neutrality
and those who have no choice but to be censored.  With NSA and their
ilk eroding the fabric of the first amendment,  I hope history doesnt name you an accessory to an Orwellian future.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,486 ------------------------------

From: pompiere
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:33
Subject: Do NOT End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for *democratic* media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

You work for the public not corporations.

We want net neutrality.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

YES to Net Neutrality!

Maria Farina
1918 Rhawn St
Philadelphia, PA 19111

------------------------------ Email 2,487 ------------------------------

From: claytone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You have GOT to be kidding! How much are you being paid off for this fake neutrality deal? This is disgusting, and is
why so many Americans are fed up with "politics as usual".  Just follow the money to see who gets to benefit from BAD
 decisions.

clayton murray
dayton ave. n.
98133-8717
Seattle, WA 98133
US

------------------------------ Email 2,488 ------------------------------

From: fitzlucas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:34
Subject: Do NOT End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net
neutrality. We must keep the whole Internet available to everyone.

Thank you for your attention.  We look forward to you maintaining our Internet freedom.

John Fitzpatrick
6128 Roxbury Avenue
West Springfield, VA 22152
US

------------------------------ Email 2,489 ------------------------------

From: jjc.sommelier
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Conrad

 05677

------------------------------ Email 2,490 ------------------------------

From: ebbersj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We must keep net neutrality. Without it we will be crushing starts and small businesses before they even get off the
ground. Net neutrality allows small businesses to have access to the same internet at the same speed as all of the big
corporations, and without it small businesses won't have a chance to compete. We've already seen comcast extort money
 from Net Flix to keep their speeds fast, even though comcast is charging customers exorbitant amounts of money for
the same bandwidth.  This will take the gloves off and let them charge everyone who wants to send data to their
customers. It amounts to corporate censorship.

At this point and time the internet is vital to peoples everyday lives, just like the roads. The government needs to step in
and say just like the roads, the internet can be and should be open to anyone.

Jason Ebbers

FL
US

------------------------------ Email 2,491 ------------------------------

From: mail
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alec Perkins

 07030
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------------------------------ Email 2,492 ------------------------------

From: kennethhall87
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please do not abandon net neutrality, without fair speeds for all companies or IP address our internet bills will likely
skyrocket. This could in fact hurt us more financially as a country. By allowing big business to purchase "fastlane"
rights. You're telling new internet based companies that they do not have the right to be in business. This will give big
business an unfair advantage to a thriving market place. Please take this into consideration.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 2,493 ------------------------------

From: wolfentmedia
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action SUPPORTING democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet.

We DEMAND net neutrality to preserve this democracy.

Thank you for acting in the best national interests by PRESERVING net neutrality.

Mark Wolf
20200 Acre Street
Winnetka, CA 91306
US

------------------------------ Email 2,494 ------------------------------

From: dlublin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

The response to the end of Net Neutrality should have been the FCC aggressively breaking down the Comcast and other
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 local ISP monopolies. Unlike with mobile phones and data plans, most consumers now have no choice and there is no
competition to keep these companies in line.

David Lublin
820 President Street
5B
Brooklyn, NY 11215

------------------------------ Email 2,495 ------------------------------

From: cjclaeys
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Craig Claeys

Minneapolis, MN 55419

------------------------------ Email 2,496 ------------------------------

From: indhubharathi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I think taking away net neutrality will make it difficult for new companies to compete against established companies
with a lot of money. Net neutrality should stay to encourage competition.

Indhu Bharathi

UT
US

------------------------------ Email 2,497 ------------------------------

From: juley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net neutrality is vital to our society.

I own a small business.  I do business worldwide.  If you destroy the internet as we know it, my business will be



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

adversely affected and possibly ruined.  We employ 4 people which is not much to you but is everything to the 4 of us.

Don’t sell the internet to the highest bidder.  Keep it available to everyone.

We are chinking away at our democracy and society every day.  When it collapses…… what then?

Juley Kennedy

------------------------------ Email 2,498 ------------------------------

From: ejca204c
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
A Former lobbyist working for the FCC ending net neutrality? It seems like your policies are a conflict of interest given
you past employment. I could make one wonder it there was unlawful exchanges of employment, services and money in
 exchange for government policies that favor your former employers. Please prove us wrong lobby for us the citizens of
the united states not your former employers.

I'm sure political groups and the media would love to have such a juicy story on their hands. One in which the
constituents of both parties and independents could agree on. Support net neutrality and defend citizens right to open
information for all.

We have elections right around the corner be careful. This could show the people if you support them. Or if you support
the corporations that have cost us our health, economic growth, and stability for so many years.

THank you for the time and consideration and pray you will do the right thing and support our principles of democracy
where we all are treated equally not just businesses with the highest stock prices that have cornered their market.

erik charlton

NC
US

------------------------------ Email 2,499 ------------------------------

From: jw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jerome Wilson
10813 San Rd
Whitelaw, WI 54247

------------------------------ Email 2,500 ------------------------------

From: g leider
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gabrielle Leider
7022 W. Belhaven Dr.
Boise, ID 83714

------------------------------ Email 2,501 ------------------------------

From: eady
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carol Wilson
10813 San Rd.
Whitelaw, WI 54247

------------------------------ Email 2,502 ------------------------------

From: musanios
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We insist upon Net Neutrality!
Let's get serious here. A large number of us in the country consider this an outright invasion of the Internet. From the
beginning, a level playing field has been crucial to our economy and society. This is the opposite of "free market"
principles; it's regulation by corporate monopolies for the purpose of profit-gouging and suppressing competing media,
and you know it.
Allowing this to happen is a mistake-you're opening a rift in American society that won't close. We'll continue to resent
the loss of Net Neutrality forever, and never consider ourselves fellow countrymen again to those who conspired to end
Net Neutrality. American society will settle in to entrenched economic and political warfare over this, as we seek the
dismantling of the corporations which currently own the infrastructure of the internet our tax dollars once provided the
backbone for via the National Science Foundation.
Today's events are proof that the internet was prematurely privatized in 1995. This is what we were afraid of-
monopolies taking it over, creating the McDonald's of internet service. They monopolize employment in the industry,
they monopolize the choices in the market-and dare to call it "free trade". Today, Americans begin to dream of an
internet that the  mega-corporations do not own and cannot be controlled.
Allow me to be clear: If you allow Net Neutrality to come to and end, we will relentlessly campaign for the dissolution
of the FCC as an obsolete agency which does not serve the public in any measurable capacity. We'll say you're useless
and your agency is a waste of funding. I'm through appealing with reason alone; I'm saying that we will politically
retaliate by calling for an end to the FCC itself.
Choose: Net Neutrality and the United States continues to have the FCC regulating things, or the end of Net Neutrality-
but we campaign to dissolve the FCC and your careers come to an end. Understand? If you give in on Net Neutrality, it
will be easy to convince the country that it doesn't need the FCC anymore. You like your budget and your office, don't
you?

Terran Steinberg
14019 32nd ave NE
Seattle, WA 98125
US

------------------------------ Email 2,503 ------------------------------

From: bgreen8
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:36
Subject: Broadband internet should be a Title II telecom service
Tom,

The changes your are proposing are terrible for consumers, and will be detrimental for the US economy and US
innovation. I know you are probably facing a lot of pressure from lobbyists, the same ones you used to work with. In the
 short term, your decision looks great for you and all those who stand to make money from it. But in the long run you
are killing the spirit of entrepreneurship and innovation in the US economy. Put another way, would you allow electric
companies to reduce the amount of electricity you get based on the brand of appliances you purchased? Of course not,
that doesn't make any sense. But that's exactly what your changes will do in terms of media content. ISPs will be able to
decide which media/content get priority for consumers. In the vast majority of cities in the US, consumers only have 1
choice for high-speed internet. There is almost no competition, and your new rules create a market with even less
competition. Of course, you know this. You know what you are doing. I am asking you, please be ethical and
responsible. Stand up for what is right, not just whatever makes you the most money.

Ben

------------------------------ Email 2,504 ------------------------------

From: tomsamuels
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tom Samuels
846 Main St. Apt. 2C
Buffalo, NY 14202

------------------------------ Email 2,505 ------------------------------

From: electbradclardy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brad Clardy

------------------------------ Email 2,506 ------------------------------

From: jack
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jack Firestone
1500 San Remo Ave. Suite 176
Coral Gables, FL 33146

------------------------------ Email 2,507 ------------------------------

From: linuxmill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Just wanted to add my name as a witness to your betrayal of the American People and free enterprise.
Please reconsider.

James Moore
1315 East 6th St.
Weslaco, TX 78596
US

------------------------------ Email 2,508 ------------------------------

From: tammarop
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Tammaro
jeffers st
springhill, FL 34606

------------------------------ Email 2,509 ------------------------------

From: yeeeehahoooo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jane Hall

------------------------------ Email 2,510 ------------------------------

From: rossengill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:37
Subject: Your Net Neutrality Guidelines
Mr. Wheeler:

You are pandering entirely to your lobbyists, which we all know you were previously before taking your position at the
FCC. This move allows a foundation of inequality and unfair payment principles to be exacted on the consumer, and for
 business competition in a free marketplace.

Stop this, or stop lying about your intentions and the ramifications of YOUR FCC’s new guidelines.

It’s sad I don’t have any options to personally do something about this. I just hope you are damned in the future as the
lead villain that crusaded against a neutral internet.

Shame on you. I would take you out of any form of regulation or policy making this very second if I could.

Disrespectfully,

Rossen Gill.
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Brooklyn, New York.

------------------------------ Email 2,511 ------------------------------

From: ddriscoll8
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:39
Subject: Please, keep our future free.
As a young person, what Comcast and the other ISPs are requesting is appalling.  The internet needs to be reclassified as
 a Title II telecom ASAP before this fledgling tool of democracy becomes corrupted by the very powers that have gotten
 our country into this mess in the first place.

PLEASE DO SOMETHING!  All of your doublespeak and legalese isn't doing anything to confuse the issue.  We know
what is going on and Net Neutrality must be upheld for the good of the future of humanity.  If you do anything else, you
 are acting immorally.

Dave Driscoll.

------------------------------ Email 2,512 ------------------------------

From: packerfan123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:39
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matthew Hall (  writes:

The new set of rules makes it too easy for ISP's to pick winners and losers in content providers as well as favoring their
own. Consumers have a very limited set of ISP's in most area. America needs a free and equal internet and this don't do
that.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,513 ------------------------------

From: gregg.lutkiewicz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:39
Subject: FCC Fast Lane Backing
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
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companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets and the pockets of your cohorts. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be
nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be
ashamed of what you are doing.

Please reconsider your course of actions and for once, think of what the public actually wants.

Gregg Lutkiewicz

------------------------------ Email 2,514 ------------------------------

From: elinaigo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:40
Subject: Re: Inquiry FCC

mailto:  < mailto:

Mr. Wheeler,

We want net neutrality.   I understand you are considering gutting net neutrality.  This is unacceptable.  The article
below says it all. Do read it.    I've also read at least five other articles that what you are considering this outragous
move. Which side are you on, sir?   Just the wealthy?   For you to even consider this, means that you are part of our new
 emerging oligarcy.  My god, when does the greed end?

I'll be contacting my member of congress.... this is unacceptable.

Elgi

Wed Apr 23, 2014 at 04:09 PM PDT

FCC to consider rule gutting Net Neutrality<http://www.dailykos.com/story/2014/04/23/1294157/-FCC-to-consider-
rule-gutting-Net-nbsp-Neutrality>

by Joan
McCarter<http://www.dailykos.com/user/Joan%20McCarter>Follow<http://www.dailykos.com/story/2014/04/23/12941
57/-FCC-to-consider-rule-gutting-Net-nbsp-Neutrality#?friend_id=6685&is_stream=1>

*

*
*       Email<http://www.dailykos.com/story/2014/04/23/1294157/-FCC-to-consider-rule-gutting-Net-nbsp-Neutrality#>
*       207 Comments / 207 New<http://www.dailykos.com/story/2014/04/23/1294157/-FCC-to-consider-rule-gutting-
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Net-nbsp-Neutrality#comments>

 U.S. FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler testifies before the House Communications and Technology panel on Capitol Hill in
 Washington December 12, 2013. REUTERS/Gary Cameron (UNITED STATES - Tags: POLITICS TRANSPORT
BUSINESS TELECOMS) - RTX16FJ9<http://images.dailykos.com/images/67000/large/RTX16FJ9.jpg?1391026006>
FCC Chair Tom Wheeler
Federal Communications Commission Chairman Tom Wheeler will propose a new set of rules issued in response to a
January federal court decision that tossed out the agency's prior Open Internet rules, The New York Times
reports<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html>. It also reports that the
proposed rules will essentially gut net neutrality, allowing Internet service providers what they've always wanted—the
ability to charge content companies extra for preferential treatment. Pay, and you get more bandwidth, a bigger tube to
send yourself out. Don't pay, you'll be last on the priority list for having your content distributed.

   The new rules, according to the people briefed on them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate
separately with each content company – like Netflix, Amazon, Disney or Google – and charge different companies
different amounts for priority service.

   That, of course, could increase costs for content companies, which would then have an incentive to pass on those costs
 to consumers as part of their subscription prices.

   Proponents of net neutrality have feared that such a framework would empower large, wealthy companies and prevent
small start-ups, which might otherwise be the next Twitter or Facebook, for example, from gaining any traction in the
market.

   That's not the only fear. It will also be a potential disaster for sites like this one, and for nonprofits, for small
businesses, for any content provider that doesn't have the big bucks to pay for priority treatment. That in turn will hurt
you, the consumer of information and services via the Internet.

   The rules will be considered by the commissioners for the next two weeks, before a vote on them on May 15. Stay
tuned for our action to fight this proposed rule.

------------------------------ Email 2,515 ------------------------------

From: ed-l
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.

Ed Loosli
1647 Skycrest Drive
Walnut Creek, CA 94595
US

------------------------------ Email 2,516 ------------------------------

From: branden.roane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Pay for play is NOT OK!

The masses don't want to see higher tiered internet, but of course what matters here is the dollar.

Shame on you guys if this falls through!

--
Branden D. Roane, B.A.
Marketing Professional & Freelance Blogger/Writer/Radio Personality
Brother of Alpha Kappa Psi Professional Business Fraternity, Inc.
Pi Chapter

------------------------------ Email 2,517 ------------------------------

From: bradley.m.ledbetter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:41
Subject: Concerned citizen about net neutrality
Dear Tom, I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay
 to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow
large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being
FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either
directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets.
Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed
of what you are doing.

Bradley Ledbetter
Western Michigan University
Office of Information Technology
269-409-1175

------------------------------ Email 2,518 ------------------------------

From: terrydycus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:41
Subject: Fukushima Crisis Is Now

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Terry Dycus



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

1291 Holmgrove Dr.
San Marcos, CA 92078
US

------------------------------ Email 2,519 ------------------------------

From: jacksmedium
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John R Williams
1006 Maroney Rd, PO Box 263
Address Line 2
Red Creek, NY 13143

------------------------------ Email 2,520 ------------------------------

From: jared
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
As an informed American citizen, I would like you to know this is bullshit. You're killing innovation and allowing the
monstrosity that is Comcast to have their cake and eat it too.

I hope you got a big enough kickback that you can bear to look at yourself in the mirror when humanity's greatest
creation goes to shit. You sir are a shit stain on society.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 2,521 ------------------------------

From: videogamejeff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:43
Subject: Net neutrality & video games
Hello Mr. Wheeler! My name is Jeffrey Cater. I would like to express my dismay at the thought of being charged more
for playing video games online. As a brand new single parent, and life long video game player, I want to express that it
is already an expensive hobby, but its a hobby introduced by my recently deceased father way back when I was only
three. He worked his butt off so thay we could have a Nintendo to play Duck Hunt and Mario together. It was a great
bonding activity and created countless fond memories of time with him. I only want to give my child a similar bonding
experience, but as it stands now things are already so expensive and adding another charge to our happiness is not the
answer. Please be easy on us gamers, we create strong families and love to be playful with fellow human beings. Tom
Wheeler, im sure you are getting much hate mail. Thats not really your fault, people are easy to anger and even easier to
 provoke into misguided aggression. The underlying message, no matter how crass some exchanges were from other
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peoples emails, is that we all love to love. We love you Tom and we want you to love us back. As part of the FCC I
believe that part of your job is to make the entertainment industry safe for everyone,  but adding charges and fees is a
dangerous slope that can let an entire avalanche fall without warning. I hope you have a great day, week, and life. Thank
 you for your time!

------------------------------ Email 2,522 ------------------------------

From: steven.reinhart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:43
Subject: Net Neutrality is absolutely needed!
Please do not look to provide ISPs with preferential treatment options.  Our current President hit it right on the mark.  In
 2007, presidential candidate Barack Obama vowed to support net neutrality—and we need to hold him to that promise.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

------------------------------ Email 2,523 ------------------------------

From: rolsonaz
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:43
Subject: FCC Opposition to Net Neutrality
To FCC Chairman Wheeler & Commissioners,

Your decision to undermine the internet’s neutrality and make it even less competitive in an effort to extract money out
of consumer pockets is very disappointing. Your action proves once again that so called “regulators” see the American
people as the product and corporations as the customer they’re serving.

Your decision has nothing to do with fairness or being in the public interest. It is strictly a commercial decision for
which you expect to be well rewarded once you leave office.

Look in the mirror. If you supported this decision, you’re the problem. The cynicism with which Americans view
government deepens because of you.

You should be ashamed, but because there’s money to be collected by already-wealthy corporations, I’m sure that’s not
the case.

Sincerely,

Ron Olson
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Scottsdale, AZ

------------------------------ Email 2,524 ------------------------------

From: rockmkxiii
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:43
Subject: About the Trans Pacific Partnership Intellectual Property Chapter
Salutations,

To put this simply, I, as well as the near three million people who are actually aware, are not okay with this. The internet
 is a free, open source where its users can express themselves freely. Sure, this sometimes leads to problems, but in the
long run it doesn't matter in the face of this alternative which violates our freedom of speech (and even many peoples'
livelihoods). I feel that we a whole need to take more time to correctly gather the proper thoughts and propositions so as
to not to take away our freedoms.

Thank you very much in advance,

------------------------------ Email 2,525 ------------------------------

From: borisitin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want net neutrality.

boris itin

------------------------------ Email 2,526 ------------------------------

From: qor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bethany Woll
2002 N Donner Ave
Tucson, AZ 85749

------------------------------ Email 2,527 ------------------------------
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From: gridley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dennis Finn
5187 Greig Road
Greig, NY 13345

------------------------------ Email 2,528 ------------------------------

From: idasantana
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ida Santana
Bedford St
New York, NY 10014

------------------------------ Email 2,529 ------------------------------

From: brandon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Your proposal to allow an internet fast lane is terrible.

I'm a small business owner and only have one choice for an ISP. Instead of getting faster and more choice when it
comes to the internet, I get slower connections that are the most expensive in the developed world.

Our whole economy will suffer and stagnate, while communist china (which has more internet choice and faster
connections at far cheaper prices) will pass us by.

Sent from my iPhone
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------------------------------ Email 2,530 ------------------------------

From: c.greig929
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not pass the new internet rules and do away with Net Neutrality! That is a horrible idea and will screw over a
lot of good people and small businesses.

DON'T DO IT.

Thank you,
Chris Greig

------------------------------ Email 2,531 ------------------------------

From: bartisticone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:46
Subject: Absolutely disgusted with your organization.
Well, it's finally clear whom your organization serves- our corporations- instead of the people it was originally designed
to PROTECT.

Wonderful, and internet where only large corporations can be successful... because, you know, they have such a
wonderful track record of being humanitarians, as a group.

Is it too much to ask that you DO YOUR JOB, FULFILL YOUR REASON FOR EXISTING, and rein in these
comically profitable corporations, before we completely destroy the potential for innovation from a camp without
billions to burn?

If you dont exist to create a neutral internet, then I say you shouldnt exist AT ALL.

Yours Very Truly,
Robert Newsome

------------------------------ Email 2,532 ------------------------------

From: danielm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Broadband access should be considered a title II telecommunications service.

The internet is something society has developed, and it shouldn’t be controlled by a few rich companies.

Dan Myers, electrical project engineer

Electroimpact Inc.
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(425) 493-5678

------------------------------ Email 2,533 ------------------------------

From: joanselin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joan Selin
231 Hargraves Ave
Teaneck, NJ 07666

------------------------------ Email 2,534 ------------------------------

From: rich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:47
Subject: Of course, it's the only thing you can do.

I understand, you must kiss the feet of the dark corporate overlords who are paying you to ignore what the 99% want
you to do. You have no choice, or the jig will be up.

But what I want you to do is to allow No corporate control of the internet, which means no government control.

Rich Moser
1103 W. Micheltorena
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US

------------------------------ Email 2,535 ------------------------------

From: richard.cooper3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler, Federal Communications Commission and Whom it May Concern

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination and eventual abuse of
the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Rick Cooper
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------------------------------ Email 2,536 ------------------------------

From: jmfthird
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Fisher
801 Heights Drive
Apartment M
Fort Worth, TX 76112

------------------------------ Email 2,537 ------------------------------

From: alexander russo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alexander Russo
1517 Buchanan St NW
Washington, DC 20011

------------------------------ Email 2,538 ------------------------------

From: donaldjludwig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donald Ludwig

------------------------------ Email 2,539 ------------------------------

From: bigjoe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Ending net neutrality is a terrible. Privatizing the internet will not generate better service for the customer. Keep net
neutrality active!

------------------------------ Email 2,540 ------------------------------

From: shane.wolff
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:49
Subject: Concerned citizen
Dear FCC member,
I am a concerned citizen of the state of Wisconsin residing in Milwaukee. I urge you all to classify broadband access as
a "Title II telecommunications service" so as to preserve the freedom of the internet. I know that the big
telecommunications businesses are probably trying to persuade you to kill the current attempt at this classification, but
please, as citizens and public servants it is your job to ensure that what you do is in the best interest of the people and I
am sure you know that allowing for this kind of communication discrimination is not what is best for the people.
Thank you,
Shane M. Wolff

------------------------------ Email 2,541 ------------------------------

From: jfcoldren
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
I have read with dismay that the FCC is proposing to allow internet service providers to give preferential treatment to
certain content providers.  I am only a private citizen, but I strongly oppose this.  I urge you to reclassify internet access
as a Title II service.  I believe free and equal access to the internet both as a content provider and a content user is an
extremely important matter, and I fully support the concepts of Net Neutrality.  Please reconsider your decisions, and
side with the citizens and small businesses of the country.
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Thank you,

Joel Coldren

------------------------------ Email 2,542 ------------------------------

From: beelzeblob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bob Segal
317 E. Lester St.
Tucson, AZ 85705

------------------------------ Email 2,543 ------------------------------

From: bcruder
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

When I pay a "last mile" carrier for a specified download rate, I pay for that rate regardless of which content provider is
at the other end and I assume the same for the upload rate of my content providers. Both "last mile" carriers are
contractually obligated. I expect my "last mile" carrier to demand the same of any "long haul" intermediary with which
it contracts.

Authorizing any involved carrier to charge for faster access is equivalent to letting that carrier slow my already-paid
access until someone pays a ransom. FCC word games do not replace substantive policy.

Any fee that the carrier demands from my paid content provider will be added to my subscription fee and I will be
forced to pay twice for my contracted data rate. There is no obvious limit to the number of actual or shell corporations
that could present themselves as intermediary carriers and demand an additional toll.

Any FCC rule that justifies such multiple billing puts the FCC in collusion with its regulated parties to perpetrate a
business fraud.

Robert Cruder
PO Box 937
Elizabeth, CO 80107
US
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------------------------------ Email 2,544 ------------------------------

From: exosirisleader
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:50
Subject: Concerned Citizen
Times are tough. There is no doubt that the U.S is dealing with a lot of corruption and greed problems. I have never met
you Tom Wheeler. I don't know if your a good man or a bad man. I don't know if your reading this or your best intern is
reading this. All I know is the fate of the internet is on your shoulders. The last bastion of freedom is the internet. It is
important to all of us. Allowing the big internet providers to charge whatever they want is only going to further
consolidate their power and influence. I know in my heart that some day my generation will break free from the choices
that older generations have made. I'd just rather have one less thing to deal with.

I can only do my best to persuade you to fight on right side. Fight for us. Fight for the future.
Fight the evil.

The only thing left to ask is:

Are you a good man?

Thank you for your time. I hope I have given you something to think about.

Sincerely,

Blake Klampert

------------------------------ Email 2,545 ------------------------------

From: brianlkilleen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brian Killeen
43 DALRYMPLE ST
Apt #3
Boston, MA 02130

------------------------------ Email 2,546 ------------------------------

From: hoovers4
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:51
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Subject: Please reinstate net neutrality.
Please reinstate the net neutrality rules we've had in the past. The consumer, smaller corporations, and non-profits will
suffer if this continues on it's current path. I am already paying a high rate for high speed internet. I should be getting
what I pay for. Not what comcast or att choose to boost or slow down.

The can of worms you are opening will destroy the freedom of the internet as we know it. We are already seeing deals
going through like netflix paying comcast to keep up speed. That in turn is getting passed on to consumers with a rate
hike from netflix. Comcast is now benefiting on both ends. This is seen by most as double dipping. Also, I have ATT
broadband. How will the comcast/netflix deal affect my connection speed to netflix? And why do I have to cover the
cost of higher speed access if I am not a comcast customer?

Neal

------------------------------ Email 2,547 ------------------------------

From: gundom2501
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dominic Irizarry

Anaheim, CA 92805

------------------------------ Email 2,548 ------------------------------

From: calastra
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kathleen Zorko
10155 S Wood St
Apt/Su
Chicago, IL 60643
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------------------------------ Email 2,549 ------------------------------

From: danbaldwin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dan Baldwin

------------------------------ Email 2,550 ------------------------------

From: tomostrowski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't ruin my internet.

thanks,

--
not a big business

------------------------------ Email 2,551 ------------------------------

From: unfashionablesentiments
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sean Dacey

Worcester, MA 01604

------------------------------ Email 2,552 ------------------------------

From: elamkatee
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:53
Subject:

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Mr. wheeler
 The internet is not your own personal property, and what is it about the internet that frightens you so much?
The only conclusion is that you are a ignorant person and a control challenged person.  We do not need you or your
opinions in this country. You are being paid off by someone...because there is no valid reason to control the internet.
Communication is a god given right and you are not god...are you? Plus you will be a much hated person in this
country...the people of this country are sick and tired of the government trying to control every aspect of life. Not only
that the people will find a way to do what they want..not what you want....period.

Kate Elam
3234 virginia
Springfield, OR 97477
US

------------------------------ Email 2,553 ------------------------------

From: trialhumor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

D Hill

 40601

------------------------------ Email 2,554 ------------------------------

From: mykulgrey
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/24/2014 16:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Gray
3609 Oak Ave.
Gulfport, MS 39507

------------------------------ Email 2,555 ------------------------------

From: clunsha
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
A free and open internet provides a truly open forum, a truly free marketplace for ideas, where a message must be
evaluated on its merits, a service evaluated at its worth.  A free and open internet is the most inherently free exercise of
capitalism that our nation might hope to promote.  By ending net neutrality, we risk losing that open forum, that free
marketplace.  Corporations could pay to make sure people hear their ideas, see their services first.  We don't need to
give me power to the powerful.  We need to preserve the egalitarian potential of a neutral net.  Protect net neutrality.
That is your job.

Shane Clune
610 W. 4th St.
Box 2200
Storm Lake, IA 50588
US

------------------------------ Email 2,556 ------------------------------

From: edward.mcnelis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:53
Subject: Keep the Internet NEUTRAL
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

http://kotaku.com/if-we-dont-want-gaming-to-get-more-expensive-we-need-t-1567151895?
utm_medium=referral&utm_source=pulsenews

------------------------------ Email 2,557 ------------------------------

From: vboyung
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Vicki Boyung
807 Van Kirk
Mountain View, OK 73062

------------------------------ Email 2,558 ------------------------------

From: zachstork
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Don't let net neutrality die, no one owns the internet. Comcast needs to die along with time warner. Monopolies are
illegal for a reason. Do the right thing.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android<https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>

------------------------------ Email 2,559 ------------------------------

From: elsehanny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kenneth Hansen
4932 Zion Hill Rd.
Ellijay, GA 30540

------------------------------ Email 2,560 ------------------------------

From: mariesabater
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:55
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality ... REAL
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Let Internet be free of such regulations.

Let big companies not be allowed more visibilty of content for this is clearly discrimnatory.

The course of history doesn't have to always repeat itself : make a difference. Keep net neutrality real.

Marie Sabater
Av Christophe Colomb
Montreal H2S2H2
CA

------------------------------ Email 2,561 ------------------------------

From: kraus107
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Aaron Hargi (  writes:

Don't let net neutrality die.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,562 ------------------------------

From: jcolag
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
While I appreciate that your office is required to balance the needs of many stakeholders, the Internet has become a
utility and needs to be treated as such.  Rules that allow different signals to be treated differently not only bias the
network toward the already-powerful, but require that ISPs be allowed to read our communications.

John Colagioia
P.O. Box 125
Greenlawn, NY 11740
US

------------------------------ Email 2,563 ------------------------------

From: spiderfish2000
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Bisch
932 Erskine
Saint Louis, MO 63125

------------------------------ Email 2,564 ------------------------------

From: comer.jake
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:57
Subject: Declare ISP's a Title II Telecommunication Service
All,

After reading the news today of the FCC essentially allowing ISP's to favor certain content, I am urging you to declare
ISP's a Title II Telecommunication Service. A lot of the communication corporations have thrown money and lobbyists
at you to allow them to make more profit at the expense of the consumer. I urge you to show that the FCC is trying to
protect the American people. Your recent announcements and decisions are clearly you protecting big business and not
the average American citizen. Please reconsider the route you are taking.

Sincerely,
Jake Comer

------------------------------ Email 2,565 ------------------------------

From: alarew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disgusted to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule changes
that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an environment
where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and
we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our
lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Albert Larew
Albermarle rd
Brooklyn, NY 11226

------------------------------ Email 2,566 ------------------------------
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From: soundtoner
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 16:58
Subject: Please protect net neutrality.
Mr Wheeler and FCC,

I have been following the net neutrality issues for some time now and the recent news of your new proposed rules are
very troubling. Allowing ISP to give special treatment to companies with who pay does not in any way up hold the
ideals of net neutrality and is actually quite contrary to them.

By allowing this to happen you are creating an environment that will stifle innovation and allow big companies to force
the smaller ones out of business. As an employee of a startup video streaming company this is very troubling. When a
large company is allowed to pay for a faster connection to its customers it is the small startups, which one could argue is
 where the most innovation happens, that will lose out.

For the everyday user this is also troubling when a company like Netflix feels the need to pay more to ISPs to get a
faster connection they will then pass that cost off to the consumers and we lose out.

Please reconsider this decision and push for a truly neutral internet, where there is no preferential treatment based on
how much money a company has. If we pressure ISPs to provide better internet access and speed across the board
instead of just for a small subset of companies we can perhaps get out of being a country ranked 13th for fastest internet
speeds in the world. An open and neutral internet will promote innovation and competition which is not only good for
consumers but is also healthy for our economy and future.

Thank you,
Jeffrey Toner

------------------------------ Email 2,567 ------------------------------

From: gsknell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic access to media. Met neutrality is critical for the vibrance of Internet in the United
States. The corporate buyout of Internet communication is not a democratic value. I the humanly oppose any action
taken by the Federal Communications Commission that does not ensure next neutrality for everyone forever.

Gregory Knell

CA 94610
US

------------------------------ Email 2,568 ------------------------------

From: elobdell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:58
Subject: Please preserve net neutrality
The new proposed rules for "commercial reasonableness" for Internet service will give large, wealthy corporations too
much of an advantage. I vehemently oppose the proposed new rules. Please don't make it more difficult for the next
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start-up to thrive.

Eric Lobdell
Spokane, WA

------------------------------ Email 2,569 ------------------------------

From: bargebug
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dewey Fish
206 Apollo Street
Gretna, LA 70056

------------------------------ Email 2,570 ------------------------------

From: blackst6
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do not mess with the internet.

Steven Black
1607 Sunrise Ave
Las Cruces, NM 88001
US

------------------------------ Email 2,571 ------------------------------

From: chase.anderson2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality.

Chase Anderson

------------------------------ Email 2,572 ------------------------------
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From: ipercher
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am disappointed to hear new rules have been drafted that will allow information from monied entities to reach internet
users faster.  Information is power, and I do not like the power you are conferring to the biggest corporations.  I want
equal access to all information, and am particularly interested in information from entities that do not wish to exploit me
 for profit.  I depend on you in your role to protect my rights to this information, just as the constitution protects the
speech of all content providers.  I urge you to reconsider.

Ilana Percher

Minneapolis, MN 55406
US

------------------------------ Email 2,573 ------------------------------

From: tatepizza
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 16:59
Subject: Classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications Service"
Mr. Wheeler,

There has been a plan recently taken by the FCC to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment.
I'm sure there are benefits to this action but the erosion of Net Neutrality would a price too big to pay. I urge you to
strike down this plan and classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications Service" so that the net cab
become a truly neutral place that cultivates innovation, education, creativity and a place for free speech.

I'm sure an assistant to Mr. Wheeler will read this (or not) so please make an extra note about how important people care
 about this!

-Mark Tate
Tampa, Florida

------------------------------ Email 2,574 ------------------------------

From: karlranson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:00
Subject: Way to go
Ffuuu.     Uuuuu u.    K yoooouuuuu

------------------------------ Email 2,575 ------------------------------

From: wilber.cj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:00
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
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I was appalled, though not terribly shocked to hear that the FCC is considering a ruling that will allow ISPs to throttle
customers who pay more money, and block or hinder those who do not chose to pay more money for more bandwidth.  I
 would like to voice my strong objection to this based on several factors.  First: the internet is not the play thing of
corporations or ISPs.  It is not something that can be sold or manipulated for their benefit - especially not when their
benefit is to the detriment of the people who use the internet.  Second:  I object strongly to the likelihood that someone
is accepting bribes or kick backs from ISPs who wish to do this nasty heinous thing.  Your duty is to the American
people, not the corporations who can afford to pad pockets.  Not at all.  Do the right thing, and refuse to allow corporate
greed to dictate anything on the internet. Net neutrality is something that is incredibly important to the function and
health of the internet and the communities that it supports.  There is no justification for allowing the greed of
corporations to dictate policy in any office of the government, at any level.  Fix this now.

Cherokee Wilber

------------------------------ Email 2,576 ------------------------------

From: celliot
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:00
Subject: FCC
I am dismayed that the FCC is now reversing itself and going against the founding principles of the Internet by allowing
 payment for privileged and prioritized traffic.

This decision is not in the best interests of the majority of Internet users, and is only in the interests of a few large
content providers and network operators.

Please reverse this decision.

Claire Poggi

------------------------------ Email 2,577 ------------------------------

From: manobro37
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
ellis  breaux

------------------------------ Email 2,578 ------------------------------

From: dpaquette48
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Show some courage.  Say "No" to big ISPs interested only in stealing more and more from anyone they can.   Maintain
net neutrality.

Dennis Paquette

------------------------------ Email 2,579 ------------------------------

From: wm08003
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality - End the Iron Triangle

Dear Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please end the now obvious corporativism that exists in government. A few years ago, this was moderately obvious, but
now it has become open and abusive, contrary to the founding father’s beliefs.

The Iron Triangle of Select Lobbyists, Select Special Interest Groups, and Bureaucracy is counter to a free and
democratic environment. This closed form of bureaucratic control dismisses public say for the small amounts of cash
infused to the politicians, while the bureaucracy runs scared that those 'For Hire' legislators will punish the bureaucracy
if they do not abide by their wishes (ie. budget cuts, replacing executive leadership, etc.).

Is the FCC managed by self-serving cowards who refuse to take a stand for what is right--in lieu of the threat of some
moderate punishment? Is the small threat from purchased legislators greater than the impact to millions of Americans,
especially those who are struggling to survive?

To use a valid quote the infamous Mr. Spock, "The needs of the many outweigh the needs of the few... or the one."

Please do the right thing and prevent your submission to the select few in the closed network of the Iron Triangle.

Regards,
Wayne Myers

Wayne Myers
1121 Heartwood Drive
Cherry Hill, NJ 08003
US

------------------------------ Email 2,580 ------------------------------

From: b.omalley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:01
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Subject: You suck

------------------------------ Email 2,581 ------------------------------

From: tom.doherty
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am very concerned with the direction your policy appears to be addressing this very important matter.

I must remind you that you are in your position to protect consumers first.  Please put yourself in our shoes and extricate
 yourself from the industry's interests. If you do I will trust your expertise in doing the right thing.

Sincerely,

Tom

Tom Doherty, Principal
Doherty Design Group, LLC
8851 Hague Road
Indianapolis, IN 46256

mailto
(317) 679 8523 Mobile and Voice Mail

www.dohertydesigngroup.com<http://www.dohertydesigngroup.com/>

------------------------------ Email 2,582 ------------------------------

From: artemdi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

While I realize the U.S. is now fully a corporate oligarchy, I ask you to find a common thread of decency and disengage
from this move to grant corporations the power to control access to the internet.

But then that's what they want and you are their Pocket Pets...but don't you consider your children? What sort of world
will they live in?

Diana Artemis
2930 marshall st
falls church, VA 22042
US

------------------------------ Email 2,583 ------------------------------

From: ocpearson
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c34NU_ph9YM

Dear Reasonable people at the FCC:

The above video pretty much says it all, but I’d add my small voice to the crowd.  The new rules being proposed are,
frankly, really disturbing.  I know you’ve been avoiding it, but it seems to me that the only way to protect the internet is
to regulate it as a utility, similar to telephone.  It is that important and ubiquitous to modern life.

Thank you,

Owen Pearson

Seattle, WA

------------------------------ Email 2,584 ------------------------------

From: kevinmelo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:04
Subject: Support Internet Neutrality

In 2007, presidential candidate Barack Obama vowed to support net neutrality and we need to hold him to that promise.
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

 Regards,

Kevin Melo

------------------------------ Email 2,585 ------------------------------

From: kmrozar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am a concerned citizen who is deeply in favor of declaring the internet as a Title II telecommunication.  Net neutrality
is vital to the survival and prosperity of the internet.  Small businesses and start-ups will suffer when they are not able to
 pay the fees to have their web presence match that of bigger corporations.  Relinquishing net neutrality will contribute
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to monopolies in different ways.  Relinquishing net neutrality will be catastrophic.

I support Title II.

Best,

Kalynna Rozar

------------------------------ Email 2,586 ------------------------------

From: pteryx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:05
Subject: Net Neutrality Means No Fast Lanes

The ability for large corporations to buy faster delivery of their data to Internet end users is, contrary to your assertions,
a betrayal of the principle of net neutrality.  A net that it neutral only within the context of various payment tiers is not
neutral at all, instead favoring the already successful and rich -- just like old media.  Don't change the way the Internet
works.

Nicole Johnson
4403 SE Chelsea Ln
Hillsboro, OR 97123
US

------------------------------ Email 2,587 ------------------------------

From: kelly.p.chang
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:05
Subject: Net-Neutrality
In February, Netflix signed a deal with Comcast to ensure that its content streams more quickly to Comcast internet
customers. Earlier this week Netflix announced that it was going to raise its monthly subscription price. These two
things are directly related to the current lack of net-neutrality laws. Without net-neutrality laws, ISPs (internet service
providers) will be able to throttle the traffic passing through their pipes, forcing content providers to pay more if they
want their traffic to make it to the consumer faster. Content providers will then have to pass this cost on to the consumer
 either by raising their prices, like Netflix has, or by increasing the advertising content, decreasing the user experience.

Please support net-neutrality by making all traffic equal and not allowing for "fast lanes" where content providers can
pay to make their traffic stream faster.

Sincerely,
Kelly

------------------------------ Email 2,588 ------------------------------

From: james.w.capps
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:05
Subject: The Web Must Remain Neutral
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
What makes the internet great is that it gives anybody, regardless of worth, the ability to have a fair chance to compete.
Large corporations, regardless of the cost, will always have an advantage over small businesses and those that are trying
 to grow. They will always have money.  What you propose doing is turning the internet into a place where the service
provider and highest bidder are the only winners. Yeah, you may argue that this is the American way - kill your
competition before they can even compete with you. Yes, this will allow global corporations to further consumer
dependence on their products. But what does this do for the consumer: the over 300,000,000 of us in the USA?
Nothing. It does the rest of us absolutely no good.

I could have used the stock message, and I'm almost positive this won't be read or replied to, but this is an issue that's
very close to my heart. I want the ability to turn my video production  business into everything it's capable of becoming.

Think of the people who work hard and haven't been given te opportunities that you likely were in life. The people who
weren't handed everything they ever wanted.  We've worked out butts off to gain an equal footing and now we're being
told that you have to buy your way to freedom.

This I will not stand for.

Jim Capps

PA 15952
US

------------------------------ Email 2,589 ------------------------------

From: rexfeng
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:05
Subject: I Support Net Neutrality
Hello all,

As a resident of Cupertino, CA (95014), I support net neutrality and treating internet providers as a common/necessary
utility. Commercial ISPs need to be classified as a Title II telecommunications service.

Thank you,
-Rex Feng

------------------------------ Email 2,590 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

Internet fast-lanes will reduce customer choice and create barriers to entry for smaller content providers. Given the near
monopoly powers of the large ISPs (especially with the possible Comcast TWC merger), the ISPs will be able to force
high interconnect prices that will be passed through to consumers, and will have zero incentive to invest in increasing
bandwidth at the "normal" interconnects.

Right now I can only purchase broadband internet access from two different companies. This is largely due to local
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government regulations preventing other companies from offering service. Both engage in anticompetitive practices to
my detriment. As long as we have government supported monopolies for Internet access, we cannot depend on the
market to make things better.

The best choice would be to open up the market for last mile access providers. But until we do that, we need enforced
net neutrality.

Ben Campbell
204 Touchdown Dr
Irving, TX 75063
US

------------------------------ Email 2,591 ------------------------------

From: lewb
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:06
Subject: Please declare the internet a title II telecom
I support net neutrality and don’t want ISPs meddling in my communications. The loss of net neutrality will inevitably
wreck competition and innovation, raise barriers to entry for new start-ups, and drain money from users both individual
and corporate. Please! Declare the internet a title II telecom and protect the people.

Blake Lew
Air Products & Chemicals Inc.
ASU Research Park
8555 South River Parkway
Tempe, AZ  85284
Direct:  602.282.0956
Fax:  602.714.8198

------------------------------ Email 2,592 ------------------------------

From: lpgrimes1164
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Patricia Grimes
1164 15th St.
Los Osos, CA 93402

------------------------------ Email 2,593 ------------------------------
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From: carico.jon
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:07
Subject: I Support Title II
Commissioners,

I support Title II.

I wanted to voice my opinion on the recent Net Neutrality issues. I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a
"Title II Telecommunications Service."

Thank you for your considerations.

-Jon Carico

------------------------------ Email 2,594 ------------------------------

From: hpb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

In the years following the introduction of radio and later tv, the FCC promoted commercialization of those media,
seriously impeding development of their democratic potential.  Since the development of the public internet, big
business and the telecomm industry have spent literally billions of dollars to ensure that the internet will go the way of
radio and tv, killing off the most important tool of democratic societies and culture in the history of mankind.

What would you do if we said "enough!" and created a second internet?  Call it unlawful because it interferes with the
profitmaking potential of business?

Are you paving a path to your own payoff in the private sector when you leave the FCC?

Howard Beckman, Esq.
1261 via Dolorosa
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

------------------------------ Email 2,595 ------------------------------

From: vespajayr2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

JAY RICHARDS
20801 Cross Ct
Bend, OR 97701

------------------------------ Email 2,596 ------------------------------

From: eran.medan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:08
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality
I hope you had a chance to read that: http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html

Have a great day

On Thu, Apr 24, 2014 at 2:59 AM, Eran Medan < mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Tom,
   No providers of legal Internet content should face discrimination in providing offerings to consumers, and that users
should have equal access to see any legal content they choose.
   We already have great bandwidth, if I want it to be faster, I call comcast and ask to increase my speed, at least I know
what I'm paying for and the speed increase is for all services.
   Allowing companies to pay ISPs for discrimination in speeds will eventually end up in a price increase for us, and we
will have no control over it.
   Please don't be the one who kills net neutrality. We'll love you if you manage to keep it. You'll be so popular you can
be elected president. seriously.

   Thanks

   Eran

------------------------------ Email 2,597 ------------------------------

From: swbaker32
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Sara W. Baker
1300 SW Park Ave. #1710
#1710
Portland, OR 97201

------------------------------ Email 2,598 ------------------------------

From: bf560ef2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Proposals to skew access and encourage near-monopolies in what was once a 'level playing field,' open to all without
extra charges, are undemocratic and antithetical to the purpose of the internet and mass communications.

It's amazing that just a few people are balancing the needs of ALL the American people against a couple of corporations
 and leaving 320 million of us wanting.

This is the most undemocratic proposal imaginable! Please stop the Comcast-Netflix deal and the Comcast-TimeWarner
 merger.

Nick Tahoosie
2245 W 25th St
L.A., CA 90018
US

------------------------------ Email 2,599 ------------------------------

From: gd.digitalart
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

l preferential treatment is given to content providers with the midst money, before long the best aspect of the usefulness
of the internet will disappear, replaced by another big business outlet. There is plenty of room for big business on the
internet already. Keep it neutral.
We want net neutrality

George Davis

Aberdeen
GB

------------------------------ Email 2,600 ------------------------------

From: james.martinchek
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:09
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
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Hi Tom,

Please do what you can to support Net Neutrality.   Corporate greed should not have any influence on what speed
websites are accessed.  Our country is already running downhill due to multinational corporations who dodge their
taxes, costing Americans trillions of dollars.  Please do not do anything to give these communication companies even
more money and power than they already have.  Please keep the internet equal and fair.  Help the people of America,
not the corporations.

Thanks for your time.

--

James Martinchek
Animator
Naughty Dog
jamesmartinchek.blogspot.com<http://jamesmartinchek.blogspot.com>
562-666-3770

------------------------------ Email 2,601 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel Finkelstein  (  ) writes:

I resent the increasing commercialization of the Internet and the newly proposed 'net neutrality rules seem to exacerbate
the situation. I do not see the increased access by those who have greater financial resources as net neutrality and I
intend to let my congressman and the president's office know the strength of my feelings.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,602 ------------------------------

From: travelindan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:10
Subject: More net neutrality, less not net neutrality
Harrumph I say. HARRUMPH!

I know nothing about you and in all likelihood, you have never strangled a puppy. Perhaps you go to a religious
observation service once a week or month. Maybe you even call your folks and other distant family members 'on the
reg.'

But the internet thinks you are a cad for even considering doing your job as you see fit. Well all I can tell you is go with
your heart. If you can't go with your heart, go with the option that benefits as many individual humans as you can. The
greater good, as it were.

Still, as a dedicated dyed-in-the-wool American, I cannot fault you for going with the option that nets you a bigger
house/boat/bank account/island fortress filled with hookers and blow.
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But as you drop that mighty Wifi-enabled guillotine down upon the outstretched neck of the masses, consider maybe not
 doing that? Even if it's just for a moment. Consider a world with rainbows and sunshine.

Consider a life without being typecast as the villain, forever remembered for crushing us under the thumb of Corporate
America. I am told that Corporate American is a sort of 'Evil America.' Scary stuff. Almost as scary as furries, pedofiles,
 and Dr. Who fans. You know, the sort of people that net neutrality keeps off the streets.

Something to think about.

-Dan.

------------------------------ Email 2,603 ------------------------------

From: glorae
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gloria Smith

CO 80401

------------------------------ Email 2,604 ------------------------------

From: keopp1dc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Mr. Wheeler,

My name is David Keoppen, and you probably don't know me. I most certainly know you. I'm an alumnus of Central
Michigan University's Broadcasting program, so your name has come up a bunch of times. I won't bore you with too
many information, but I did want to stress to you how important it is for the internet to be neutral, with little to no
regulation on it's content and how we access this content. So much of our lives are controlled as it is, leave the internet
the way it is.

Thank you so much for your time,

David Keoppen

------------------------------ Email 2,605 ------------------------------

From: thomska
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:11
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Subject: Do not end Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The American people want action to defend the free and open democratic Internet. We want net neutrality!

Thom Atkinson
1562 W. Edinburgh Bend
Bloomington, IN 47403
US

------------------------------ Email 2,606 ------------------------------

From: prvt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not more platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
 want net neutrality. STOP selling ALL of us out to the greedy rich assholes.

Kelly McConnell
your street
Portland, OR 97223
US

------------------------------ Email 2,607 ------------------------------

From: derek.hilliker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:11
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Derek Hilliker (  writes:

Dear Chairman Tom Wheeler

I'm sending this letter in regards to the new FCC proposal to allow "fast lanes" for internet traffic. The turnaround in the
FCC's former policy has a lot of people wondering how close in you are with the major media companies. You certainly
 seem to be protecting their interests, as if they weren't profitable enough. The hammer and regulations should be
coming down on top of them, not change for their benefit. This is why i believe, and many knowledgeable Americans
believe that Internet service providers should be classified as a Title II communications service, where the company
only has responsibility to carry the data back and forth, and not to regulate specifically or decide what can or can't be
used. It is your responsibility to protect American interests, not to further the agenda of mega corporations.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,608 ------------------------------

From: evanbarker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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I used to tell people that we would always have net neutrality or people like me would go nuts and start getting violent.
I can't say that anymore.  There's no need.  All that will happen is that we'll start seeing things move toward how things
are done in China; VPN's and other non-secure, non-public, completely unregulated ways of accessing information.  I'd
prefer net neutrality to stick around and not completely screw over new companies and the general user.

Evan Barker
610 N. Scott St.
Wheaton 60187

------------------------------ Email 2,609 ------------------------------

From: jonathan88
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:12
Subject: I support Title II

------------------------------ Email 2,610 ------------------------------

From: vin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and other members of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality. All
communications should be treated equally.

Vincent D'Amico
13 Jackson Rd
Burlington, MA 01803
US

------------------------------ Email 2,611 ------------------------------

From: adamhunt
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:13
Subject: I Support Title II; Proposed Internet "Fast Lane" FCC Rules
I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

    As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.
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    Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

    AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
 streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

    As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

    This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
 “internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

    It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

    Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.
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http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm
http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810_002683.html

    The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

    Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last
twenty years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

    Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules
in any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

    For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably
poison the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide

------------------------------ Email 2,612 ------------------------------

From: phil
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:13
Subject: I oppose your decision to charge for faster net access
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Mr. Wheeler,

Please don’t make us pay a ransom to have quick and easy access to the internet.

Best, always, all ways,

Philip D. Van Treuren
Los Angeles, CA.

------------------------------ Email 2,613 ------------------------------

From: douglasskurtz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality would provide an equal internet for all. Brazil has taken a bold step forward by instituting net neutrality
for its citizens. Forward thinking countries will join them. I certainly hope that we are one of those countries.

You can preserve Net Neutrality right now by designating broadband companies as "common carriers" under the law.
That is what the American people want you to do. We want net neutrality.

Douglas Kurtz
4915 Chippewa Trail
Las   Cruces, NM 88011
US

------------------------------ Email 2,614 ------------------------------

From: seuito
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cassie Chappell

 71118

------------------------------ Email 2,615 ------------------------------

From: joeyblackz71
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:14
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Subject: Net Neutrality
The FCC should classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 2,616 ------------------------------

From: tatepizza
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:14
Subject:
Mr. Wheeler,

Hello! My name is Mark Tate and I'm writing you from Tampa, Florida. I'm what you would call a "family man" with a
Wife and kids on the way. I live within a 15 mile radius of most of my family which consists of 3 siblings, 7 sets of
aunts and uncles, and 27 cousins. My family owns and operates two pizza shops that have been making pizza for 15
years in the community doing everything from supporting local baseball games, to heart disease fundraisers, and the
community festival held every year.

There has been a plan recently taken by the FCC to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment.
I'm sure there are benefits to this action but the erosion of Net Neutrality would a price too big to pay. I urge you to
strike down this plan and classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications Service" so that the net cab
become a truly neutral place that cultivates innovation, education, creativity and a place for free speech.

This is something my family and I care about and hope change can be made. I plain on setting up flyers in our shops to
raise awareness about the FCC's decisions. I'm sure an assistant to Mr. Wheeler will read this (or not) so please make an
extra note about how much people care about this!

-Mark Tate

------------------------------ Email 2,617 ------------------------------

From: mercurynat
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

tasha newsom

 79423

------------------------------ Email 2,618 ------------------------------

From: giantrobotpuppybomb
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 17:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate fascism. We want net neutrality.

Leonard Robel
9070 Starr rd.
Windsor, CA 95492
US

------------------------------ Email 2,619 ------------------------------

From: derek.hilliker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:15
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Dear Chairman Tom Wheeler

    I'm sending this letter in regards to the new FCC proposal to allow "fast lanes" for internet traffic. The turnaround in
the FCC's former policy has a lot of people wondering how close in you are with the major media companies. You
certainly seem to be protecting their interests, as if they weren't profitable enough. The hammer and regulations should
be coming down on top of them, not change for their benefit. This is why i believe, and many knowledgeable Americans
 believe that Internet service providers should be classified as a Title II communications service, where the company
only has responsibility to carry the data back and forth, and not to regulate specifically or decide what can or can't be
used. It is your responsibility to protect American interests, not to further the agenda of mega corporations.

Sincerely,

Derek Hilliker

------------------------------ Email 2,620 ------------------------------

From: a total noob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:16
Subject: Net Neutrality and supposed Internet "Fast Lane" Issues
Mr. Tom Wheeler,

I am writing to you today in order to express broad and deep concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that
would allow internet service providers like Comcast to provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
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Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.
It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm
http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810_002683.html

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
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wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide the service. It is also
 likely that these communications companies must be reclassified as common carriers as well.

Without fir

------------------------------ Email 2,621 ------------------------------

From: abescheuermann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Restore net neutrality.  Don't let America's best technology fall into the hands of it's most reviled corporations.

Sincerely,

A Small Business Owner

------------------------------ Email 2,622 ------------------------------

From: djkristinab
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:17
Subject: TREAT INTERNET ACCESS AS A TITLE II TELECOM AND BRING BACK NET  NEUTRALITY

I support Title II. That is all.

Kristina

------------------------------ Email 2,623 ------------------------------

From: clphilo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
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I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Thank you,

Carol Philo

2807 S 23rd St

Kansas City KS 66106

(913) 730-0975

------------------------------ Email 2,624 ------------------------------

From: chaplain118
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:19
Subject: Citizen's letter concerning classification of broadband access.
Mr. Wheeler,

I write to you today as a concerned citizen regarding the recent announcement by the FCC regarding its backing of "fast
lanes" for web traffic.

In particular, I am petitioning you to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service so that web
traffic will be treated in accordance with the Communications Act.

I ask you to do this as a concerned private citizen so that large corporations cannot affect the movement and distribution
of information via broadband, an action that I believe directly threaten our freedom of speech and expression in these
United States of America.

Thank you

--

Best regards,

Pete

------------------------------ Email 2,625 ------------------------------

From: amh310
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:19
Subject: KEEP NET NEUTRALITY!!!
I demand the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act
 -- let the FCC tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved
 in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

People will not stand for this.
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Sincerely,

Aaron Hayden

------------------------------ Email 2,626 ------------------------------

From: lorach36
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

h. murphy
110 s henry st
#200
madison, WI 53703

------------------------------ Email 2,627 ------------------------------

From: morgan.cl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Morgan Clark
203 Academy St
South Orange, NJ 07079

------------------------------ Email 2,628 ------------------------------

From: mitch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:20
Subject: Have a conscience
Dear Tom,

Life is not about money man. I know you come from a pro-cable lobbying background. But the internet is a precious
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resource, one of the few things that is truly free, virgin and open. Like a national park, like a childs education, like
freedom itself, it is holy. It is a new frontier and it must be protected.

We brought the world the internet, now you, and the FCC are about to monetize it, allow big business to corrupt it, and
kill innovation by placing toll fees. All the while, Europe and BRICs show their own people that freedom is more
important than coddling corporations- we once again will fall behind.

Please help me believe in government once again.

Mitch

P.S. A Comcast and TimeWarner merger is a monopoly. The fact that this is even being discussed just proves that
democracy in America is dead. Corporations are people---- lol.

------------------------------ Email 2,629 ------------------------------

From: stammit
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:20
Subject: FCC'S Proposed 'Fast Lane Service'
Dear Mr Wheeler,

I am writing you about my concern for the proposed regulation your administration is looking to impose. Please do not
follow through with this action. As a person as invested in the industry as yourself, you know how the internet has
advanced from a luxury service to a daily utility of life. Your proposal would create a disadvantage in this modern
utility. Please up-hold internet neutrality and drop this plan for different tiers of service.

Thank you,

Adam Stamm

------------------------------ Email 2,630 ------------------------------

From: edmcdonald
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:20
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please do not pass a rule that allows internet providers to provide preferential treatment to web service providers who
pay more.  As a consumer I already pay my internet provider to access all the net.  I do not need my provider getting in
the way of the open internet.  These new rules are a very bad idea for the consumer.

Ed McDonald
Charlotte, NC

Never do an enemy a small injury. -- Machiavelli

http://www.edmcdonald.org<http://www.edmcdonald.org>

------------------------------ Email 2,631 ------------------------------
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From: timbdi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Timothy Brown
4015 Gregory Dri
Franklin, OH 45005

------------------------------ Email 2,632 ------------------------------

From: seattlejohnny7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:21
Subject: DON'T DO IT!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Glover
10002 Aurora Ave N Ste 36
Seattle, WA 98133
US

------------------------------ Email 2,633 ------------------------------

From: jaybirdsteele
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jay Steele

 37205
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------------------------------ Email 2,634 ------------------------------

From: despercharles
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:22
Subject: Please Support Net Neutrality
Hi Mr. Wheeler,

I know you are probably receiving a crazy amount of emails about this topic but I'd like to personally add my opinion. I
am completely for an open and equal internet. I do not want companies to be able to charge more for some services than
 others. The answer is not to charge more for higher bandwidth services. The answer is to increase networks and
implement better faster technology like Google Fiber has been trying to. This one of the most important topics to me as
an American citizen. Without an open, free, and fast internet small businesses and start up won't be able to survive. Also
 collaboration via online will become a lot more difficult and less reliable. Americans won't be able to work from home
as easily putting greater stress on already busy freeways. In short not having a free and open internet will be greatly
detrimental to our technological and cultural growth as a county.

Thank you,
Charles Desper
--
Sincerely,
Charles Desper
(757) 871-0881

mailto:
www.charlesdesper.com<http://www.charlesdesper.com>

------------------------------ Email 2,635 ------------------------------

From: lmstone7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
louisa stone (  writes:

Please reverse your stand on net neutrality.
I am a retired college professor, an American who cares about my country. It saddens me to see the huge corporations
running everything and people like you caving in to the money. The rest of us are powerless - how can we possibly say
we are any better than Russia, Putin, and the rest?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,636 ------------------------------

From: till2.schaefer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:23
Subject: Please keep the Internet fair
Dir Mr. Wheeler,
i would like to ask you to support a non-discriminating Internet. The current plans of the FCC seem to open the doors
for new monopolies. I believe, that the Internet was so successful , because it gave newcomers with good ideas the
opportunity to keep up with establishes companies.
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Regards
Till Schäfer
--
Dipl.-Inf. Till Schäfer
TU Dortmund University
Chair 11 - Algorithm Engineering
Otto-Hahn-Str. 14 / Room 237
44227 Dortmund, Germany

e-mail: dortmund.de
phone: +49(231)755-7706
fax: +49(231)755-7740
web: http://ls11-www.cs.uni-dortmund.de/staff/schaefer
pgp: https://keyserver2.pgp.com/vkd/SubmitSearch.event?&&SearchCriteria=0xD84DED79

------------------------------ Email 2,637 ------------------------------

From: rheta.johnson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rheta Johnson
8033 Cobble Creek Circle
Potomac, MD 20854

------------------------------ Email 2,638 ------------------------------

From: deneicy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
DeNeice KJenehan

------------------------------ Email 2,639 ------------------------------

From: kaaawa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jueri Svjagintsev

------------------------------ Email 2,640 ------------------------------

From: farhad
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:24
Subject: Broadband access= Title II telecom.
I support net neutrality and I would like the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.
It's not fair that I pay my (terrible, although I have little choice, that's another story) ISP for a certain level of broadband
access only to have them be able to arbitrarily restrict my access to certain internet services to satisfy their greed.

Thanks.

Farhad Dhabhar  |  Sr. Systems Admin  |  BlueRock<http://www.bluerockny.com/>  |  575 Lexington Avenue NY, NY
10022  |  o 212.752.3348

------------------------------ Email 2,641 ------------------------------

From: crossburner2
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 17:24
Subject: What are you thinking?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

We all know of the corruption of lobbying but we never thought it would go as far as this, allowing for companies to
have a 'fast-lane' as you put it would literally and legally allow them to finally throttle all companies, services and
persons they don't agree with, it will allow them to filter and censor journalism, honest reviews, alternate media.

The internet is not a service, it is a utility. Companies are not only using wires that they have long payed for....this very
same wiring that us the tax payers subsidized for them, and now they're trying to squeeze out even more from a product
they did not supply or maintain, but merely provide a monopolized service through. This is cronyism at it's finest.

Do not make the mistake previous heads of the FCC have made. Show proudly that you can stand against all the
'donations' these companies have made to charities that can be traced to a hedge fund of yours. I mean is that what you
wish for the internet to be censored so that the powers at be may continue their corruption but now from behind the
curtain? I never thought I'd see the day where The United States would be more of an oligarchy than The Chinese
Government.

Sincerely,
A concerned citizen.

Michael Studdard

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 2,642 ------------------------------

From: gs.slbk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
The internet needs to be classified as a Title II telecommunications service. The constant need to tilt the internet into
generating more revenues for providers is absurd. We have some of the highest bandwidth costs in the developed world
when we are supposed to be a leader in technology. Why do you we seek to jeopardize advancing progress by appeasing
 big business? For shame sir.

------------------------------ Email 2,643 ------------------------------

From: jasonelmore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Things look really bad when you constantly side favor with the cable companies like Comcast, when your past
employment history is well known.

We depend on the FCC to keep things fair, not play politics. Are you a lobbyist or a responsible chairman? Make
broadband carriers common carriers so the United States gets faste and more affordable internet. Like the UK
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Jason Elmore
8893 new Columbia Rd.
Campbellsville, KY 42718
AF

------------------------------ Email 2,644 ------------------------------

From: lontroyer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:26
Subject: Protect net neutrality!
Please defend net neutrality and prevent large corporations from further privatizing the internet.  The changes under
consideration present a dangerous step by the FCC that will in the end harm consumers, empower already powerful
corporations, and significantly imperil the access to information that ordinary citizens in a democracy require.
Best,
Lon Troyer

------------------------------ Email 2,645 ------------------------------

From: rolandyanez
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rolando Yanes

------------------------------ Email 2,646 ------------------------------

From: mcrooks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Crooks
4616 25th AVE NE
Seattle, WA 98105

------------------------------ Email 2,647 ------------------------------

From: mbettinar
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:27
Subject: Proposed rules for the internet
Hi,

My name is Mike and I'm a producer of a youtube video channel where I make a small living off the views. I am
emailing in regards to the proposed new network neutrality rules. I want to strongly urge you to scrap them and classify
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

These new rules allowing companies to pay for a fast lane scare me. Bigger production companies that can afford to pay
 will be able to stream their content faster and more efficiently than I will be able to stream mine. These companies will
be able to afford better service which will factor a great deal to viewers, whereas now the service is the same and it is
based simply on the quality of the content.. I make a small living with my production company and won't be able to
afford a priority lane to compete with larger corporations. Viewers. I'm afraid that I will lose my living when I have just
begun to make it. Please reconsider keeping the internet as it is, where no company can prioritize information; as of now
 my success depends strictly on the quality of the videos I make. Allowing prioritization of information will factor in
quality of service, which I am unable to provide in comparison to large companies. Please keep the internet open. Small
companies and start ups like mine will not stand a chance when starting out.

Best,
Mike

------------------------------ Email 2,648 ------------------------------

From: sarah.h.arnold
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Sarah Arnold
713 Classon Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11238

------------------------------ Email 2,649 ------------------------------

From: cmnsami
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:28
Subject: Broadband Access is a Title II service
I am writing to you to request that you classify broadband Internet access as Title II telecommunications service.

Internet communication is about communication between two parties and therefore should be treated as such.

Thank you for your attention to this deeply important civic matter.

------------------------------ Email 2,650 ------------------------------

From: gstach2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gina Stachowski, RN

------------------------------ Email 2,651 ------------------------------

From: clayton.hunter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

No.

We are your employers, and we are telling you "No".
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Clayton Hunter
5007B Cottonwood Cir
Austin, TX 78723
US

------------------------------ Email 2,652 ------------------------------

From: fjmetro
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Fred Machuga
94 tanglewood rd
new hartford, CT 06057

------------------------------ Email 2,653 ------------------------------

From: sean.mulholland
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
An open internet is a free internet - we've seen Russia, China and the Middle East what a managed internet can become.
Protect net neutrality.

Sean Mulholland

OR 97540
US

------------------------------ Email 2,654 ------------------------------

From: kluecke1
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:29
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Service
Dear Commissioners:

I urge you to classify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications Service. Fast, reliable internet for all data has
become an essential service in America, and should be treated the same as we treat any other utility. Broadband
providers should have no role in determining what data gets to you fastest - their only role should be providing the
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"pipe" to get the data to you. Please classify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

Thank you,
Kevin Luecke
Madison, WI
--
Kevin Luecke

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,655 ------------------------------

From: stemonti
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stefano Monti
25 Atherton St
Somerville, MA 02143

------------------------------ Email 2,656 ------------------------------

From: the specter27
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

A fair internet is needed for the advancement of America in economy, culture and technological innovation. Not an
internet that gives "providers" the ability to shake down site owners and customers for cash on the promise of faster
speeds. America lags behind the developed world in net quality and affordability. The FCC's decision to end net
neutrality is a step further in the wrong direction. The internet is a utility and should be tightly regulated as such.

Chris Betit
1 Haywood Lane
Brunswick, ME 04011
US

------------------------------ Email 2,657 ------------------------------

From: srd178
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:30
Subject: Comments to the Chairman



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Scott (  writes:

The level of corruption and betrayal you bring upon the people of the United States via your latest anti-net neutrality
antics should haunt you the rest of your life.  You are pure, unadulterated evil.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,658 ------------------------------

From: greg.deguire
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:30
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality
From the article on ReCode:
"News reports that Wheeler opened the door to allow companies to buy priority lanes to subscribers weren’t wrong. But
FCC officials are also trying to shut that door at the same time. They say that proposed priority deals wouldn’t be
allowed if they harm consumers or decrease competition."

My question is why have the priority lanes at all? Just so your lobbyist friends can claim victory and the "pipe owners"
can make more money?

This decision by it's very nature limits the openness of the internet. Why is this hard to comprehend?

On Thursday, April 24, 2014, Greg DeGuire < mailto:  wrote:

   How can you possibly believe that what you are doing is the right thing for the internet and American citizens? What
makes the internet great is that it levels the playing field for everyone. A small startup of hardworking, brilliant folks
can topple those with deep pockets if their product/service/idea is the better option.

   What you are proposing is that those with the biggest pockets will win since they will get priority treatment and the
fastest speeds. It is counterproductive and dos little more than line the pockets of those that provide the pipes.

   Please do the right thing. based on the NY Times article, you are about to destroy the internet as we know it... not
better it.

------------------------------ Email 2,659 ------------------------------

From: attorneymreeves
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mary Reeves
PO Box 2866
Vashon Island, WA 98070

------------------------------ Email 2,660 ------------------------------

From: workitout
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Give us a break.  This is nonsense.
Comcast is an AWFUL company with HORRIBLE service.  Time-warner the same.  What are you doing?

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Barbara Holliday

 05301

------------------------------ Email 2,661 ------------------------------

From: megan
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Hi all,

I am a co-founder of a small business in Lincoln, NE working on digital games. I don't know how much you know about
 my industry, but the rise of the internet and the digital distribution of video games over the internet has made it possible
 for me to do what I do. The proposed regulations you discussed on Wednesday to allow "companies like Disney,
Google, or Netflix to pay Internet service providers like Comcast and Verizon for special, faster lanes to send video and
other content to their customers" threatens my way of life as well as the livelihoods of thousands of internet-dependent
entrepreneurs like me.

I know you probably will not read or respond to this email, and I hope that that is in part because your inboxes are
flooded with similar messages urging you reconsider these regulations. The internet is the most important human
invention, and that is because of the equality of its content. If you take away net neutrality, you take away what makes
the internet great, and ruin the greatest technology humanity has or possibly ever will create.

But if you do decide to fold under the pressure of behemoths like Comcast and set humanity's progress back, well, those
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kickbacks better have been worth it.

Megan Vokal
Clockwork Demon

Development Director
www.clockworkdemon.com<http://www.clockworkdemon.com/>

------------------------------ Email 2,662 ------------------------------

From: andrew.hill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler

Yes, the power given to internet providers by eliminating net neutrality could be carefully regulated, but the regulatory
cost of ensuring that this does power not get abused may very well outweigh any potential efficiency gains associated
with allowing people who privately value more speed to pay more for it. Eliminating net neutrality will also generate
inefficiencies whenever private returns to speed are less than the social returns to speed (news and education, for
example). Eliminating net neutrality chooses today’s winners over tomorrow’s potential winners. Is that progress?

Andrew Hill

Assistant Professor

Department of Economics

Moore School of Business

University of South Carolina

sites.google.com/site/andrewhillecon

------------------------------ Email 2,663 ------------------------------

From: runwithgreg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:31
Subject: Net neutrality inquery
Dear Mr.Wheeler,

I find FCC's recent reversal/stand on net neutrality very disturbing. I'm writing to you to please reconsider your position.
 I understand that limiting speeds for different content providers is not the same as "gutting" the internet as you put it.
You still have access to said service but it's just slower and that is unacceptable. In essence when streaming video from
Netlix at a slower bandwidth, the video quality is degraded and possibly in some cases unwatchable. Opening up the
floodgates for internet service providers to control traffic will lead to an even more uncompetitive market place and
monopoly. Companies like Time Warner/Comcast already have a monopoly in many areas, they fight very hard to keep
it this way. This has been ongoing for quite some time. With these rules they would be able to further diminish the
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competitive marketplace. Even if restrictions are put in place and monitored, big corporations  will do what they do best
and that is everything possible to benefit them and no one else.Terms like acting in a "Commercially Reasonable
Manner" do not apply to them. The wording will be bent and it will be interpreted different, no matter how well it's
restricted or how well it is written.

I urge the FCC to fight for the internet. I would be very saddened to see different content  disappearing because of the
kind of fees they would have to pay to different internet provider. It would also make it harder for any new ISP start-up
to rollout. Please don't take the easy way out, fight for the people, fight for what is right!

Thank You,

A concerned citizen

Greg Pawlowski

------------------------------ Email 2,664 ------------------------------

From: lmn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lou  Novak

------------------------------ Email 2,665 ------------------------------

From: theelk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:31
Subject: you suck

die



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

The Elk

------------------------------ Email 2,666 ------------------------------

From: anthony.tordillos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:31
Subject: Common carriers and broadband in the United States
Chairman Wheeler,

I write to you today to express a few very simple ideas, and the implications I believe they have for regulation of
broadband in the United States. First and foremost is the idea that in this day and age, Internet access cannot be thought
of as anything less than a utility. As a full-time student, I cannot complete my homework without access to the Internet.
Moreover, even if I were to manage such a feat, I cannot turn in my completed assignments without Internet access. I'm
graduating this May and starting full-time employment; my entire job hunt process, from application, to interview, to
signing my offer letter happened online. My mother pays all of her bills online. My sister applied to colleges online this
past fall. And over the past several months, millions of Americans have flocked to
healthcare.gov<http://healthcare.gov> to purchase health insurance. The very fact that the Obama administration has
placed such a heavy emphasis on healthcare.gov<http://healthcare.gov> and the state exchanges as part of the ACA
should be indicative of the critical role that access to the Internet plays in modern society. Moreover, whereas previous
generations relied largely on phones for communication, young adults today rely on iMessage, Skype, email, and other
similar services. The one common factor in these services is that they depend on data. In this way, the anti-competitive
and anti-consumer practices of modern ISPs not only infringe on consumers' rights to access services, but they interfere
with basic communication.

Make no mistake about it, we have long since passed the point where Internet access has become an essential utility, and
 it is time for it to be regulated as such. I am sorry to say that thus far, the FCC has done a pitiful job of providing this
much needed regulation. On some level this is hardly surprising, given that more than 80% of the FCC's commissioners
since 1980 have gone on to work in the industries they were charged with regulating[1]. As such, it's easy to see how the
 general public could see the FCC's failures as the result of oversensitivity to industry critique at best, and regulatory
capture and corruption at worst. The time has come for the FCC to show that it still has some semblance of
independence.

The broadband situation in the United States is an unmitigated disaster. We pay more for less speed than nearly
anywhere else in the world. There is absolutely no competition in wireline broadband, and large ISPs are perfectly
content to charge consumers more without investing in improving infrastructure and service. If ISPs are worried about
the ability of their infrastructure to cope with increasing traffic, they should invest in it; Comcast made nearly $2 billion
in profit in just the first quarter of 2014, so they can certainly afford to do so[2]. The situation is barely better in the
wireless market, as incompatible network technologies, and high barriers to switching providers has resulted in many of
the same problems that plague wireline broadband.

Broadband Internet access is an essential utility that the United States is failing to provide to its citizens. It's time to
classify broadband providers, both wireline and wireless, as common carrier utilities, and to do more to promote
competition in this stagnant industry. Moreover, it's time for the FCC to do its job and act in the interest of the public
instead of its future employers. Only then will our country have some hope of remaining competitive in the long term.

1. http://goo.gl/trB7vN
2. http://goo.gl/lK4kRT

------------------------------ Email 2,667 ------------------------------

From: paul
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:31
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Subject: Please Don't Gut Net Neutrality
Chairman,
For years, the principle of net neutrality has worked well. It's allowed for a flourishing ecosystem of Internet-based
companies, and created untold billions in wealth. It's been very, very good to us. Please don't gut that.

The FCC's proposed new rules are in no way, shape, or form "net neutrality". They will lead to a tiered Internet which
will provide advantages only to a handful of already-wealth ISPs, who face little to no competition.

The Internet is a utility. It should be treated like phone service, and ISPs should be treated as common carriers.
Comcast, Verizon, AT&T and the handful of others don't want this, but whether they know it or not, their hundreds of
millions of customers sure do. Please, look after the interests of this country's citizens, not a few powerful corporations.
We need net neutrality to allow the Internet to continue to grow as it has for decades.

It appears to be this simple: Don't allow for a "fast lane" from ISPs. Instead, re-impose the common carrier rules on
ISPs, and keep the Internet as we know it today alive.

Please.

-Paul

------------------------------ Email 2,668 ------------------------------

From: freethinker1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Fred Mittag
2163 Lima Loop, PMB 71-258
Laredo, TX 78045

------------------------------ Email 2,669 ------------------------------

From: flickdean
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

We want net neutrality. End of story.

Dean G
3401 4th St
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US
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------------------------------ Email 2,670 ------------------------------

From: michael
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:33
Subject: Net Neutrality is non-negotiable

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
How would you like it if telemarketers could bid for "first call", or "all call"  rights to all your phones?  Or could pay to
have their message delivered more loudly than others?  Except that none of the money would come to you, it would all
go to your telephone service provider?
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Hasse
P.O. Box 773
Lynnwood, WA 98046
United States

------------------------------ Email 2,671 ------------------------------

From: rhsim747
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't gut Net Neutrality. You're only hurting the average American. But i guess you don't care, after all we're not
the ones lining your pockets. I'd link you to a Zoidberg meme but I know if anyone even bothers to read this you most
certainly won't click a link. So I'll give you the gist...

"YOUR RULES ARE BAD

AND YOU SHOULD FEEL BAD"

Sincerely,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 2,672 ------------------------------

From: bret.ioerger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:33
Subject: Classify broadband carriers as a Title II telecommunications  service providers
Tom,

As an IT professional, I am deeply concerned by the recent news of  the FCC's stance regarding net neutrality.

I'd like to strongly urge you and your colleagues to both publically and professionally support the classification of
broadband carriers as a Title II telecommunications service providers.
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Thank you for your time,
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Bret Ioerger
PC Analyst - Information Systems
Mitsubishi Motors North America

309.888.8654

------------------------------ Email 2,673 ------------------------------

From: elattanzi2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Elizabeth Lattanzi
2405 college st
Montgomery, AL 36106

------------------------------ Email 2,674 ------------------------------

From: info
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Seth Thulin (  writes:

Dear sir,

Please keep the internet free and open.

Your recent indications regarding net neutrality have revealed that the internet will no longer be free and giant,
corporate providers will be the oligarchs of what should be part of the commons - shared by the American people.

This nation is increasingly falling subject to the whims of the super-wealthy, with our leaders (such as yourself), enticed
 by the promise of big corporate dollars, doing the bidding of those wealthy donors. That is not exemplary of the United
States, at least not the one I was raised in.

I encourage you to regard the internet as part of the commons - free, sensibly regulated, and under no-circumstances
subjected to the whims of giant telecoms like Comcast and Verizon.

Please do your part to continue the tradition of what our country was founded on - freedom.

Declare that the ISPs are common carriers.
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Thank you,

-Seth Thulin
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,675 ------------------------------

From: andrew.mullenax
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Andrew Mullenax

------------------------------ Email 2,676 ------------------------------

From: 9bitte
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:36
Subject: Mr. President, hands off Edward Snowden

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Define democracy, then look at what you’re doing.

Lawrence Jacksina
1238 Timberbranch Ct.
Charlottesville, VA 22902
US

------------------------------ Email 2,677 ------------------------------
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From: rfreejoy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Unbiased access to various types of information via a neutral internet ensures global competition and growth on all
playing fields and strata. In my opinion, the internet embodies what the the "American Dream" is really all about such
that anyone who has the gusto and drive to study and learn can create and innovate regardless of their socio-economic
upbringing. A neutral internet elevates the playing field for all levels of competition, and doing anything but protecting
and improving upon that ideal would be just shy of mass book burnings or media blackouts. I implore you to think in
terms greater than money and economic modalities, and instead do what both your heart and brain know to be true;
provide a means for our country to set a global precedent in the way we gather and share information, thereby enabling
us to properly shape our futures with a better armament of information and means of discovery and application. The
next stage of our societal evolution (responsibly and efficiently meeting and controlling our growing energy needs)
demands neutral and unlimited access to information and ideas that are able to be quickly shared and vetted by cross-
functional, subject-matter experts. A better educated public and workforce will do nothing but permeate throughout all
levels of our culture and spread the wealth of "better quality of life for all" to all the corners of our country.

Rishi Freejoy
2130 Pinehurst
Apartment 1001
St. Paul, MN 55116
US

------------------------------ Email 2,678 ------------------------------

From: richardsiela
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:37
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
richard siela (  writes:

Net Neutrality.  Don't sell the public short. We need an open internet, not another Monopoly. Thankyou.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,679 ------------------------------

From: jamesdnoble.0
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Allowing ISPs to pick and choose the winners of the internet allows them to hold hostage this immeasurably vital and
valuable global community. There is not a single instance in modern history where granting the telecommunications
giants their way has not led to inferior service, reduced competition, and inflated costs for consumers. Just because the
vampire knows how to say what you want to hear, doesn't make him your friend - don't let them into our house. Your
children, your families, your friends, your communities, your religions, and your future all hang in the balance. Save the
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 internet - make it an even playing ground for the mighty and the meek.

Create net neutrality now.

Yours Truly,
James Noble

James Noble
2100 Fordham Cove
Austin, TX 78723
US

------------------------------ Email 2,680 ------------------------------

From: wingenroth
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brian Wingenroth
9 N. Port St.
Baltimore, MD 21224

------------------------------ Email 2,681 ------------------------------

From: kortrightb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler,

         I'm emailing you today to simply say I am in favor of net neutrality and not the possibility of preferential traffic
treatment of ISP's.  Please consider the consumer in all of your thoughts.

                                      -Thank you,
                                  Benjamin Kortright

------------------------------ Email 2,682 ------------------------------

From: tyler.kinchen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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ISP's should be treated as common carriers! The Internet should be treated just like water, phone service and electricity.
It's in the public interest that as many people as possible have access to it at affordable rates and competitive speeds.
Once the telco's transition to voice over IP, are you going to no longer treat phone service the same? The majority of the
 public dislikes the limited choice and poor service they get from the uncompetitive ISP providers. Keep the net neutral
and put laws in place to make sure that traffic can't be hijacked to feed the ISP's pockets.

Tyler Kinchen
5400 La Moya Ave
#18
Jacksonville, FL 32210
US

------------------------------ Email 2,683 ------------------------------

From: newpewter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:39
Subject: ISP' = Common Carriers
Chairman Wheeler,

I strongly urge you to declare ISP’s to be Common Carriers.  As such Net Neutrality will be preserved into the future,
and individual corporations will not be allowed to discriminate among content based upon their commercial interests.

Ron Drake
Grass Valley CA

------------------------------ Email 2,684 ------------------------------

From: vrknoise
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:39
Subject: The Importance of Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality. Declare ISPs are Common Carriers.

The Internet is part if the information commons. It is our Internet, it is not Comcast's Internet, or Time Warner's
Internet. We all create, build, and maintain the Internet and it must be neutral, and stay neutral.

Killing net neutrality is the gateway for corporate domination of the Internet.

Declare ISPs are Common Carriers. ISPs should not be able to charge based on who you are and what you do. ISPs
should not be able to charge a special "toll" for streaming companies like Netflix, who already had their bandwidth
throttled. It will become too easy for an ISP to charge special prices simply to govern bandwidth and streaming speeds.
Additionally it will open the door for ISPs to continually demand more and more money to provide the same service.

Stop the runaway greed. Declare ISPs are Common Carriers. We must have net neutrality.

Von Kairos

------------------------------ Email 2,685 ------------------------------

From: chrisdurschmidt
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:39
Subject: Net neutrality
The internet needs to stay neutral, no fast lanes no one gets priority over someone else. The president supports net
neutrality and so do I. We cannot allow ISPs to choke the freedom out of our internet.

------------------------------ Email 2,686 ------------------------------

From: bjsaltzman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Barry Saltzman
1555 S. Hayworth Ave., #9
Los Angeles, CA 90035

------------------------------ Email 2,687 ------------------------------

From: casterjosh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Josh Caster

NE 68506

------------------------------ Email 2,688 ------------------------------

From: zengrz 5566
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:40
Subject: You lil' b**** stop it now!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

rey mysterio

CA

------------------------------ Email 2,689 ------------------------------

From: infinitevistasltd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Judith Abrahms
2425 Channingi Way $801
Berkeley, CA 94704

------------------------------ Email 2,690 ------------------------------

From: byro93
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I just wanted to take a moment and mention how important it is to me and to almost everyone I know that the net remain
 neutral as it has always been. Allowing ruthless companies to disfigure the efficiency of our current internet access with
 harvesting more money from consumers without regard to how it affects their lives is unacceptable. I think a man in
your position must be aware of this, so I beg you to use reason and keep the internet in our country as awesome as it has
been so far. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Byron Himes
Missouri State University

------------------------------ Email 2,691 ------------------------------

From: jroberson5089
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:41
Subject: FCC's new guidelines
Mr. Wheeler,
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I write to you today to express my great concern for the FCC's new rumored guidelines regarding Net Neutrality.
According to the New York Times<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html>
 and the Wall Street Journal<http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702304518704579519963416350296>
 I fear the FCC is about to make a grave mistake.

I remember back in 2007 when President Obama said he would back Net Neutrality.

"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

I beg of you to please help ensure that the Internet stays a neutral ground and not a plaything for already rich companies
to get richer at the expense of the American People.

Thank you,
John Roberson

------------------------------ Email 2,692 ------------------------------

From: david.x.bonomo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing you in concern of the recent "fast lane" legislation. As a citizen of the United States I believe that it is
important that I share with you my opinion and urge you to reconsider your stance on the issue of net neutrality. The
recent proposed legislation  undermines the most critical part of the internet. The network that allows anyone with
access to have a voice that is just as accessible despite their amount of wealth. Whether that voice is offering a new
product, telling us about an innovation, or reporting on celebrity affairs or a revolution, it gives the promise of our
American Freedom of Speech and Free Market to every person and every company in the United States and beyond.

Sincerely,

David Bonomo

------------------------------ Email 2,693 ------------------------------

From: colivas4490
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:41
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Subject: Broadband access
Ladies and Gentlemen,
I believe in the importance of maintaining net neutrality. That is why I think that the FCC should classify broadband
access as Title II Telecommunications process. The information shared through the internet should not be adjusted by
what companies think is important. Telecommunication companies should serve to relay the information from one
computer to another. Failure to maintain net neutrality will result in a stifled market with little opportunity for growth
and an eventual monopoly. Please, help maintain net neutrality and keep the broadband companies from establishing
themselves as self-proclaimed editors of the internet. Thank you for your time and consideration.
-Cody Olivas

------------------------------ Email 2,694 ------------------------------

From: zukster2k5
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:41
Subject: Net Nuetrality

Dear FCC Chairman Wheeler:

The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 2,695 ------------------------------

From: alanna.b.riley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alanna Brake
111 Roosevelt ave
Loveland, CO 80537

------------------------------ Email 2,696 ------------------------------

From: mattx20
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:42
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matt Ringquist
402 Valley View Dr.
Redwood Falls, MN 56283

------------------------------ Email 2,697 ------------------------------

From: eric7195673
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Eric Roberts (  writes:

Declare ISPs a common carrier
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,698 ------------------------------

From: jimjoebob456
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jim Bob

WA 99201

------------------------------ Email 2,699 ------------------------------

From: s.olugebefola
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:42
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Subject: Open internet rules
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please act to support the rights of US citizens rather than corporate interests when it comes to the classification of
internet service providers. They should be classified as common carriers, period. I am not normally inspired to get
involved in, or speak out about political issues, but this is pretty important. The fact that this has not already occurred is
in my opinion, absurd.

Watching carefully,
Solar Olugebefola

------------------------------ Email 2,700 ------------------------------

From: tomdog
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:42
Subject: Keep Your Corporate Hands Off My Internet!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

tomdog Klisuric
7627 Westside Hwy
CASTLE ROCK, WA 98611
US

------------------------------ Email 2,701 ------------------------------

From: pmshaw44
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mattie Shaw (  writes:

Declare ISP's as common carriers.
Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,702 ------------------------------

From: suzy.ghov
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:43
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Mr. Tom Wheeler,

As an informed and concerned citizen I felt the need to speak up about the issue of Net Neutrality and the FCC's most
recent actions.  Broadband should be classified as a Title II telecommunications service, it is a modern way to
communicate with people and has done amazing things for our society to have it open and free with no restrictions from
PRIVATE COMPANIES looking for CAPITAL GAIN wherever they can.
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It's time for us to take a stand against everything being considered and capitalist opportunity. There are things such as
education, communication and free speech that should always remain for the good of the entire people. Broadband
should remain for the public and classified as a Title II telecommunication service. Please don't ignore the people who
will be affected most by this, and I say PEOPLE not Corporations.

Thank you for your time.

--
Best,

Suzy Ghov
mailto

(626)241-4899

------------------------------ Email 2,703 ------------------------------

From: lbalon6788
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Denis Balon (  writes:

Please maintain the concept of Internet Neutrality.
Your position makes your allegiances lie now with the American People, not the provider corporations.
Let everyone have equal access, at equal charges, especially in this era of important political information where lies
need to be offset by truths.
There is no reason that a few companies should gain monopolistic control, nor should they charge based on source or
content.
Even now Comcast is gaining huge control over access to the Internet.  Do not let Comcast, for example, charge more to
 carry content of competitive companies than it would a partner, like NBC.
Even if charges are equal to competitors and partners, the charge would effectively be going back into another pocket of
 its partner company.
If the Bell Telephone System had to be broken-up, why not the Internet.
Treat the Internet providers like a common carrier. Do nothing harmful to the consumer.
Why not work toward the Internet obtaining the speeds seen in Europe, rather than reducing competition.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,704 ------------------------------

From: mesuda
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:43
Subject: You Work for All of Us - Protect Net Neutrality

I am disappointed and baffled to hear that the Federal Communications Commission plans to implement rule changes
that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an environment
where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users will not be able to compete.
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We will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our
lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service, which it clearly
is. I strongly urge you to reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net
neutrality.

Mary Suda
588 Grooms Road
Clifton Park, NY 12065

------------------------------ Email 2,705 ------------------------------

From: 11agentw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:43
Subject: Net Neutrality Issue
Dear Commissioners,

This email is regarding the upcoming net neutrality bill. I would like to express my extreme disapproval of the concept
that ISPs can be compensated for an extra share of the network access. Although it sounds altruistic, human nature will
effectively turn this into the creation of content providers ghettos for those providers that cannot or will not pay the ISP
for an extra share.

It is true that the consumers have to pay currently for the infrastructure costs associated with ugrading networks.
However, given that the content providers will not take kindly to losses associated with their new ISP payments, the
consumers will be charged by the content providers themselves on the back end nonetheless.

It could be argued that the customers paying more in this case would be the consumers of the content providers that are
paying the extra fees and not non-consumers of those content providers. However, this second group, whose online
activities include use of content providers that do not pay extra fees, is relegated to slower access to their content based
on the whims of the ISP.

Roughly a third of US citizens do not have a choice which ISP they use. Without a wider range of choices of ISP, the
marketplace competition necessary to benefit the consumer will be sadly absent.

In this light, allowing ISPs to charge services for faster throughput to consumers is a mistake.

Thank you for your time,

Warren Hull
CyberSecurity Analyst

mailto:
443-243-9365

------------------------------ Email 2,706 ------------------------------

From: gjgibson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gordon Gibson
523 N. Bertrand
Knoxville, TN 37917

------------------------------ Email 2,707 ------------------------------

From: adventureracerx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet.

Please uphold and champion net neutrality.

R Baraff

------------------------------ Email 2,708 ------------------------------

From: sarahlaveck
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sarah Laveck
203 Alverstone Way
West Henrietta, NY 14586

------------------------------ Email 2,709 ------------------------------

From: dre
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:45
Subject: Corps don't actually need more ways to play pricing games
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Honestly, you couldn't really be any more transparently corrupt on this issue.

I'm a professional software / network engineer who has a very personal relationship with the Internet. The Internet has
been pivotal in many major changes in my life. The extent to which the Internet is a public commons cannot be
understated. Corporations should not be given new ways to play their stupid greedy pricing games at the cost of eroding
or destroying some fundamental and critical attributes of the Internet as it exists today.

My read of your blog post today is that new avenues for playing traffic discrimination games will be available, and will
only be disallowed if they are deemed commercially unfavorable. I think it's greatly preferable to not allow traffic
discrimination at all, period.

Sincerely,
-Andre LaBranche

Andre LaBranche
1469 Sanborn Ave
San Jose, CA 95110
US

------------------------------ Email 2,710 ------------------------------

From: contact
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:46
Subject: Please, don't bow out!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. I think you actually do to. Please reconsider it.

Ryan Heck

WA

------------------------------ Email 2,711 ------------------------------

From: sounder3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

ISP's should be considered common carriers.  You are killing free speech on the internet.  Stop it !!!

r Rowell
30281 Gamble Place N.E.
Kingston, WA 98346
US

------------------------------ Email 2,712 ------------------------------
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From: supershadowxl20
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kevin Banos

------------------------------ Email 2,713 ------------------------------

From: sunnysky
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You do not have the right to impose on something that has been fair game since the beginning. The public is entitled to
free access to the Internet without penalty, and should remain so for the years to come. The breeding ground for new
information has become a secondary reality in the 21st century and to restrict the access, or so called "case-to-case"
selectivity, can in turn be viewed as favoring discrimination against one's own freedom to express innovation in our
current realm. You know damn well business practices in the U.S do not work that way.

Anja Gudic

------------------------------ Email 2,714 ------------------------------

From: jproney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:47
Subject: please help us (citizens)
Tom-

The monopolies granted to a small number of companies is drastically reducing the quality of internet access while also
raising prices. Comcast just added a new throttle to our internet and when I called she told me that Comcast was having
trouble being profitable providing high speed internet. When I told her they had just reported an increase in profits of
26% in the last quarter she just laughed at me and said "I guess that's how we get to do it when we're the only game in
town."
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It's not that event, it's the principle. You are the people's only protector, don't follow the path of bending to the will of
these companies and then taking a plush job funded by them in exchange. You made a vow to the American people.
Live up to it.

JP

------------------------------ Email 2,715 ------------------------------

From: mrosestuff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Mr. Wheeler, being you are a former cable TV and cell phone industry lobbyist, you probably could care less what I
want.  After all, I am just a taxpayer who once believed our government was created of the people, by the people, and
for the people.  Now that I know it is really controlled by corporations and their ex-lobbyists, I realize there is absolutely
 nothing I can say or do that will change the corporate mandate you live under.  You once spoke about an open internet
in what sounded like a supportive nature.  Who is kidding who?  You will close down the internet because that is what
the folks who pay you, want you to do.  May you sleep well tonight.

Sincerely, Michael Rose

michael rose
83 lakeside rd
hewitt, NJ 07421
US

------------------------------ Email 2,716 ------------------------------

From: wert1y
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:47
Subject: net neutrality
please, sir, do not allow content carriers to double dip on access fees.
no matter what happens, the consumers will end up with the bill anyway,
but it seems better to let the consumer choose who provides the best
access for them than to let carriers extort money for carriage from
content providers. that puts too great a burden on content providers
which are small or just starting up, and too much power in carriers
hands. let the consumers choose. this will only result in stifling
competition and innovation.

thanks,
scott comer
austin, tx 78749

------------------------------ Email 2,717 ------------------------------

From: acristofer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:47
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Aaron Gonzalez

Denver, CO 80246

------------------------------ Email 2,718 ------------------------------

From: omninegro
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am a disabled person living on less than 10K annual income. To me, net neutrality means I do not have to pay AT&T
$50 every month, and can use a VoIP telephone that costs less than a tenth that price. Please do what you must and
declare in no uncertain terms that the Internet as a whole is a telecommunications service.

Thank you for reading my concerns. Good day to you.

Bradley Hicks
2813 Biway Street
Fort Worth, Texas 76114-1655
817-886-0269

Please do not hesitate to call me or write me if you want to hear more about this issue. I will never vote for, nor support
in any way anyone who opposes net neutrality.

Bradley Hicks
2813 Biway Street
Fort Worth, TX 76114
US

------------------------------ Email 2,719 ------------------------------

From: gilmdb00
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please do more to prevent the internet from being dominated by wealthy corporations that can afford to buy your time
and influence along with the time and influence of congress.  If you had the people's best interest at heart, you would
simply classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service and move on.  I work for a small startup that
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would be put out of business by more established competitors if all they had to do was tell our customers that our
product doesn't have "fast lane" access, but theirs does.  Time is money for our customers so if they can save 2 minutes
by having faster load speeds, they'll take it.

Thank you for your time.

Dan Gilman

------------------------------ Email 2,720 ------------------------------

From: dryad271
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do you have the slightest idea how important free access to information is to a democracy?

Are you aware that this is the USA?

Could you please at least PRETEND that you care about the American public more than the corporate cronies who
bought you wholesale on this issue?

Net neutrality is ESSENTIAL. Please behave like an actual American and DO NOT DESTROY THE INTERNET IN
AMERICA.

Katherine Livick

------------------------------ Email 2,721 ------------------------------

From: maught27
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:48
Subject: Please No!
I believe that this is an atrocious merger that will definitely be completely crippling to many online businesses if it goes
forward. Think morally not monetarily for once and you will see that indeed, this, was a bad idea!

------------------------------ Email 2,722 ------------------------------

From: jodieseaborn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want Net Neutrality.  I pay for my Internet service I demand that I use it as I see fit.

Jodie Seaborn
1301 Wilcox Street
Menomonie, WI 54751
US
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------------------------------ Email 2,723 ------------------------------

From: jimbazil
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:48
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
jim bazil (  writes:

Dear Sir;

As a Buckeye and former lobbyist for the telecom industry, it seems to me you have been presented with a wonderful
opportunity to transcend mere leadership, and exhibit actual wisdom and stewardship with regard to our nation's vital
communications conduit.

Simply ruling that Internet Service Providers are indeed Common Carriers, will preserve equal access to the world wide
web, which is shared by all stakeholders in common; in this example, stakeholders being defined as all citizens of this
Nation.

Any other alternative currently under consideration will most certainly cause grossly inequality of access and problems
going forward.

Respectfully submitted for your consideration and thank you in advance;

Jim Bazil

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,724 ------------------------------

From: tmarkjames
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We all know that American leadership in high technology comes from creative innovation and free competition, not
from the coddling of entrenched interests.  Please do not choke this innovation off by allowing the Internet to be
dominated by exactly those players who are most threatened by innovation.  The rest of the free world depends on
American leadership in this area, and cannot afford to watch that leadership subverted by special interests.  Where
would we turn then?  To Brazil?  China?  It's largely your call, Chairman Wheeler.

Mark James

Auckland, AL 1081
NZ

------------------------------ Email 2,725 ------------------------------

From: kendres
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:49
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Subject: Please make the internet fair
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please do not allow any service providers to favor any services over other services. This will ensure that no companies
get a competitive edge by being able to pay off the demands of service providers. Netflix has already entered into an
agreement like this with Comcast. To me as a customer, it sounds like they are being extorted. Please pass regulations
that make Net Neutrality real.

Thank you,

Kevin Endres

------------------------------ Email 2,726 ------------------------------

From: nazarioe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Emilio Nazario

 19904

------------------------------ Email 2,727 ------------------------------

From: bln222
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media. We want net neutrality.

Brice Nixon

NY 10128

------------------------------ Email 2,728 ------------------------------

From: lym0003
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 17:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Larry Mar
455 Nevada Ave
San Mateo, CA 94402

------------------------------ Email 2,729 ------------------------------

From: rudy.bacich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:50
Subject: End Net Neutrality, End Democracy

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We have heard that Netflix already has to pay to run over local provider's systems. Is this where we are going? We used
to have broadcast for nothing more than the cost of a TV set, now monopolies will mandate their profits off of our backs
 because the FCC will not protect us from this gouging by designating the internet a common carrier?? What is the
FCC's purpose then, to protect the public or the corporation with the most money and power? If the latter, why even
exist?

We want action for a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.

Rudy Bacich
5 denman place
Cranford, NJ 07016
US

------------------------------ Email 2,730 ------------------------------

From: michael
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet as it has existed for some years has provided a source or information and a platform to provide information
 equally to all, regardless of their financial or political power.  Net neutrality works.  Don't change the rules to benefit
those in position to effectively silence the little guys, by limited how they can use the Internet.

We want net neutrality.  Don't change the rules to limit or eliminate net neutrality.
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Michael Crisafulli
296 Ferndale Drive
Binghamton, NY 13905
US

------------------------------ Email 2,731 ------------------------------

From: kirkland.carl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carl Kirkland

NY 11369

------------------------------ Email 2,732 ------------------------------

From: walterasilveira
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:51
Subject: Broadband Internet and Title II Telecommunications
Hello, my name is Walter Silveira and I'm a student of Economics and a U.S. Citizen of Massachusetts' 9th district.

I am writing to urge each of you, as the FCC commissioners of the United States, to take a stand against the corruption
of the United States government and to support establishing broadband internet as a Title II Telecommunications
service, or a public utility.

Net Neutrality is critical to the wellbeing of millions of Americans, and it is your duty as civil servants to protect it
against corporate force and bribery. This is no different than allowing an electrical company to lower the KwH to your
house because they don't like what refridgerator you bought.

Please, don't give in to dirty politics: stand up for what's right, and support Title II.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 2,733 ------------------------------

From: benjamin.j.brooks
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:51
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Subject: Please make ISPs common carriers again
Please vote to bring back common carrier status to ISPs in the U.S.

My livelihood depends on being able to create things that people will be able to access on the internet. If all of a sudden
I have to negotiate with each ISP for that access, I will certainly be able to create less, and might not be able stay afloat
at all.

Please do the right thing here and treat internet access as what it has become: a critical public utility. Please bring back
common carrier status to ISPs.

Thank you,
Ben

------------------------------ Email 2,734 ------------------------------

From: damian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Damian Sol (  writes:

Please do not end net neutrality!!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,735 ------------------------------

From: quirkyfire
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:51
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality!
Hello FCC Commissioners,

In regards to the FCC, broadband access needs to be classified as a "Title II telecommunications service."

No internet provider should have control or be able to censure or prevent access or information from being disseminated
 to users.  Under the Communications Act the FCC should hold that internet communications are like a telephone call-
between the people or parties involved, not something that a company itself gets to be involved in- as they are hired to
move the information, not mess with or censure it.

I support Title 2, and I urge you to preserve the internet as a safe, open, and equal place where corporations do not have
a say over access to content.

Thank you for your time,
Aimee Wood

------------------------------ Email 2,736 ------------------------------

From: justinhinkle
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Justin Hinkle
2100 14th Ave S #B
Seattle, WA 98144

------------------------------ Email 2,737 ------------------------------

From: kjbaumgarten
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

As someone who's programmed and worked with computers for 20 years, I was deeply disappointed to hear that the
FCC is planning on implementing rule changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster
lanes to deliver their content.

This change will profit certain companies at a cost to society and human civilization.  It is an example of caving in to
corporate interests over the interests of the overwhelming majority.

In a world with fewer and fewer media outlets, our democracy CANNOT AFFORD to lose the open, free-flowing
exchange of information that has made the internet one of the most powerful tools for furthering human progress in the
last hundred years, and perhaps longer.

Consider that people are now taking complete college courses, diagnosing their own illnesses, learning of social
injustices, and instantly accessing more factual data than exists in the entire Library of Congress -- all as a result of the
internet.

We've seen totalitarian regimes trying--and failing--to stop the flow of information about their abuses communicated by
otherwise powerless citizens through services like Twitter.

Now our own country is taking its first steps towards doing what those totalitarian regimes have tried to do:  turning the
internet into a place where your voice can be heard -- but only if you are rich and powerful.   If we suppress the voices
of the powerless relative to the powerful, can we claim to be much better than those totalitarian regimes?

Also, when large corporations can pay for faster service, it will start-ups--small businesses--and every day Internet users
 who will suffer.    The overwhelming majority will suffer to serve the needs of the few.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I implore you to
protect this marvelous technology for sharing ideas from those who are blinded by their desire for profits.  Your job is to
 see beyond their profits, and consider the astonishing good to society of a free and open internet.

Please, reject the new rules and take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Kurt Baumgarten
3068 Stephanos Dr
Lincoln, NE 68516

------------------------------ Email 2,738 ------------------------------

From: powellpenelope
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
penelope Powell

------------------------------ Email 2,739 ------------------------------

From: andrew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler:

You should be absolutely ashamed of yourself.  The recent decision on net neutrality couldn’t have been a worse
decision.  This country is already being turned into a corporatocracy and you have just made it worse by allowing them
to fleece consumers.  Your claims that it will not lead to unfair advantages or price increases is complete nonsense and
everyone knows it.  Do you honestly want to join the rest of the government in continuing down this path of supporting
corporate interests over what is best for the people?

End this nonsense now.  The internet is a utility service.  Period.  The American people need the internet to be declared
a Title II telecom or treated like a public utility. The government wouldn't let the electric company lower my Kwh
because they didn't like what kind of refrigerator I bought, would they?  This is no different.

The American people want Net Neutrality and again, you should be ashamed of yourself for kowtowing to corporate
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interests.

Andrew Harris

Springfield, Missouri

------------------------------ Email 2,740 ------------------------------

From: pavo1994
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lawrence Gladsden
21811 NW 6th Ct
Pembroke Pines, FL 33029

------------------------------ Email 2,741 ------------------------------

From: larry
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:54
Subject: Please restore Net Neutrality and put some teeth in it
We need to to classify broadband Access as a "Title II
telecommunications service" under the Communications Act?

The Internet is like a telephone call, between the people involved,
not something ISP's should get involved in. We pay ISP's to move the
information, not mess with it.

I pay my ISP to be a conduit to content like Netflix.  Without the
content, the connection is next to worthless.  The ISP's are just
trying to double-dip here.

While I'm at it, what the hell is up the revolving door between the
FCC and the telecommunications industry?  It reeks of corruption.

Thanks for listening,
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Larry Dillon
20 years in IT and telecommunications

------------------------------ Email 2,742 ------------------------------

From: donpollari
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Don Pollari

------------------------------ Email 2,743 ------------------------------

From: beef beal
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet, like public airwaves are the great democratizing means of free speech for citizens of all means. Creating a
tiered delivery system of the World Wide Web will only further the grip of corporate controlled media over the
populace. Net neutrality is the only way to ensure a truly democratic use of the Web.

Bryce Beal
your street
San Francisco, CA 94115
US

------------------------------ Email 2,744 ------------------------------

From: forester
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Allowing a "fast lane" of preferred traffic is contrary to everything the Internet represents. ISPs, *especially* Comcast,
Verizon and AT&T, *must* be reclassified as common carriers subject to strict regulation. If they don't like it, they're
perfectly free to go back to their core businesses and leave the Internet alone.

The FCC *must* disapprove this pernicious and destructive plan, and indeed, must set about repairing the damage done
to regulation and the Commission during the Bush and Obama administrations.

Mike Forester
5369 Briarfield Rd
Jackson, MS 39211
US

------------------------------ Email 2,745 ------------------------------

From: nestor.marcus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Why now ? Whats the purpose ? Are they paying you Mr. Wheeler ? How much I wonder....

Marcus Nestor
305 silky oak ct
Linthicum, MD 21090
US

------------------------------ Email 2,746 ------------------------------

From: harrywhite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:57
Subject: Please Classify Broadband Access as a Title II Telecommunications  Service
Hi Mr. Wheeler,

I implore you as the head of a governmental organization to Please Classify Broadband Access as a Title II
Telecommunications Service. If your organization does not, the entire structure of the internet will be forever destroyed.

Consumers are already held to the will of major Telecommunication companies and the last thing we need is being told
that different services are allowed special privileges.

If you allow net neutrality to be destroyed, it would be akin to allowing utility companies to charge different prices for
appliances they don't like or ones that they don't have a financial interest in.

Please listen to the people who you inadvertently represent.

Yours truly,

Harry White
17th Congressional District

------------------------------ Email 2,747 ------------------------------
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From: velveeta72
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 17:58
Subject: ISP's charging content providers for better bandwidth is NOT a good  idea
Hey, guys. This new rule of allowing ISP's to charge content providers for preferential traffic treatment is NOT a good
idea. I know that at the surface it seems like a good compromise, but you are really missing the whole point of Net
Neutrality.
This new rule will do nothing more than keep information out of the hands of the people who need it most, the poor. I
know what you are probably thinking "How is reduced access to Netflix going to affect the poor?!". Well, it's not about
Netflix. It's about the precedent that allows ISP's to throttle bandwidth AT ALL!!
Please do NOT put this rule into action. I know there's a lot of pressure on you guys right now, but you have the support
of the entire nation behind you. Keep fighting the good fight!
Thanks,
Casey

------------------------------ Email 2,748 ------------------------------

From: oldsmobilew30
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 17:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Petet Masterton
680
Mount Prospect, IL 60056

------------------------------ Email 2,749 ------------------------------

From: cesarox.09
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing to you because I believe the FCC needs to classify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications
Service, and I am highly opposed to the idea that ISPs can control Internet content. They should only be allowed to
move the information, not mess with it.

Thank you,
Cesar P.

------------------------------ Email 2,750 ------------------------------
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From: rskinner1100
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Russell Skinner
310 Paul Drive
Kimberly, WI 54136

------------------------------ Email 2,751 ------------------------------

From: darnallt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:01
Subject: Broadband Access - Title II
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Taylor Darnall
California

------------------------------ Email 2,752 ------------------------------

From: rlyoung
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Robin Young (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Robin Young, and I am a citizen that is very concerned with the deals I see being struck by Netflix and
Comcast in regards to their "fast lane" for Netflix. I don't believe the internet should be a medium that should be
throttled or censored for a profit. Please don't let this happen. I urge you to work towards classifying broadband access
as a Title II Telecommunications Service. I hope you as well believe in the freedom of the internet.

Best,

Robin Young
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 2,753 ------------------------------

From: nordronnoc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Tom Wheeler,

As a citizen of the United States, I would like you to take measures to fully restore Net Neutrality and scratch whatever
rules you were proposing (i.e. allowing ISPs to place a pay toll to the fast lanes) and classify broadband access (aka the
Internet or the World Wide Web) as a Type II telecommunications service. That way, the Internet won't be interfered by
 ISP companies looking for ways to alienate their consumers and making a quick profit.

Please, reserve the right for people to have access to information with no strings attached. I consider that a fundamental
human right. Please respect that right.

Sincerely,

Connor Clay

------------------------------ Email 2,754 ------------------------------

From: chip02135
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:01
Subject: Reclassify broadband companies as "Title II" under the  Telecommunications Act.
Reclassify broadband companies as "Title II" under the Telecommunications Act.

Chip Underwood

------------------------------ Email 2,755 ------------------------------

From: blk08charger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:01
Subject: Leave net neutrality in place.
Do you or the FCC really want to hand more Corporations power in an environment that has already weakened the
American way of life?

------------------------------ Email 2,756 ------------------------------

From: perez d
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I don't want to take up your time by repeating what everyone else has already said. However, I do want to ask, "Are you
a supporter of net neutrality?"
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I ask because of what has been happening.  Some Internet service providers have been acting like gatekeepers and
charging different rates to access different websites.

Your most recent comment doesn't seem to present your position clearly.
If ISPs are allowed to control the Internet as gatekeepers they will destroy one of the best things about the internet—its
incredible equality.

The time to act is now.

Do not allow pay-for-preferential treatment verbiage in the new proposal. ISPs will take advantage and they will destroy
 the Internet built economy and stagnate innovation.

Classify Internet access as a utility and encourage more competition through deregulation. That is how providers and
consumers can both benefit from net neutrality.

So I ask again Mr. Wheeler, "Do you support net neutrality?"

David

------------------------------ Email 2,757 ------------------------------

From: apindy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Greg Boone
5719 Horseshoe Falls
Missouri City, TX 77459

------------------------------ Email 2,758 ------------------------------

From: boyne
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jonathan Boyne

------------------------------ Email 2,759 ------------------------------

From: greg.johnson36
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:03
Subject: don't allow pay for speed
I use a cable company provider for my internet needs. I have to pay extra for more bandwidth. I don't have a problem
with that. What I do have a problem with is cable companies getting away with charging their competitors such as
Netflix money for that same bandwidth. I am already paying for that. Now they want me to pay for it twice because
Netflix will have to pass that cost along to me. This is just another way for the cable companies to gouge us consumers
and try to make it more attractive to keep using their tv service instead of their competitors. This is the very reason
Sherman anti-trust came to exist.

--

Greg Johnson
35180 Skogan Rd
Sandy OR 97055
Home: 503-668-4249
Cell: 503-688-0025

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 2,760 ------------------------------

From: jeremy.kanne
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeremy Kanne
755 w Cornelia Ave Apt 101
Chicago, IL 60657
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------------------------------ Email 2,761 ------------------------------

From: bellesylphide
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
T. Le (  writes:

I'm writing to urge Chairman Wheeler to scrap the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for
preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,762 ------------------------------

From: squirrel.in.tree
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:06
Subject: Fast Lanes
I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

By voting for the end of net neutrality you would be doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that claims to be
all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start up their
own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable companies that
consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable to believe that ending net
neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it
 will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have huge repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm
saying will have much impact on you, but I strongly urge you to vote for net neutrality and against corporate control of
the internet.

------------------------------ Email 2,763 ------------------------------

From: exalpha2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You can't just give corporations free reign and hope they'll do the right thing. This guarantee they'll make every effort to
 take more money out of peoples pockets in an age when our pockets are already empty as it is.

Marcus Jones

Bronx, NY 10466
US
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------------------------------ Email 2,764 ------------------------------

From: cappelhans
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:06
Subject: Wrong choice

Please reconsider the language and obvious loopholes in the new net neutrality regulations.  The internet should be a
title II telecom, should function just like a public utility- our innovative businesses of the future LIVE OR DIE based in
these distinctions.

Get it right.  People are watching and we care about fairness and neutrality.

Thank you

------------------------------ Email 2,765 ------------------------------

From: pablo.gonzago
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media.  We want net neutrality.

Paul Landau

MD
US

------------------------------ Email 2,766 ------------------------------

From: shasting14
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:07
Subject: Classify ISPs as common carriers
Mr Wheeler,

My name is Scott Hasting, and I'm writing to you about the current
situation that exists in this country in regards to how internet
access is treated, and how internet traffic is handled.

The internet that we use today is largely free. Free to manage itself
and free to innovate. But in light of recent FCC rulings allowing ISPs
to charge extra for services not to be throttled, we are no longer
going to see that.

Allowing ISPs to differentiate between internet traffic is going to be
the most anticompetitive piece of legislation in the last 30 years.
When you let ISPs throttle people who aren't paying exorbitant
"fast-lane" fees, then you guarantee that any big players in the
market become the only players in that market.

There is a need for the FCC to create legislation that protects
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consumers and small businesses. Yes, we all know that everything is
run by corporations. But when these corporations control everything,
and lots of people are out of jobs because small business is stifled,
you get revolution.

The end-game of internet regulation NEEDS to be that ISPs are
classified as common carriers. It will happen some day, because the
internet is necessary to the education and well-being of our society.
It is necessary for innovation, globalization, and connection.
High-speed internet connection is unbelievably important for the
future. And everyone needs to have access to it.

As it may be a while before common-carrier status comes about,
classification of the internet as a Title II broadcast service is an
outstanding move in the right direction, because anti-competitive law
sucks for everyone except the exorbitantly rich.

I hope your inbox is flooded daily with messages echoing my thoughts.
This is not something the American populace wants. It is needed. And
the sooner it happens, the less of a fool those who opposed it look.

Scott H. Hasting

------------------------------ Email 2,767 ------------------------------

From: akazenoff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:07
Subject: Way to be one of the people who makes good things take a little  longer to happen.
Cocksucker.

------------------------------ Email 2,768 ------------------------------

From: theurj
To:

Date: 4/24/2014 18:08
Subject: net neutrality
FCC:

The Chairman's blog post here<http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules> obfuscates
the new rules. Just classify ISPs as common carriers. That's it. Otherwise what you're proposing opens the door for big $
 to control access and content.
image<http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules>
Setting the Record Straight on the FCC’s Open Internet R...<http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-
open-internet-rules>
There has been a great deal of misinformation that has recently surfaced regarding the draft Open Internet Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking that we will t...
View on www.fcc.gov<http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules>
Preview by Yahoo

------------------------------ Email 2,769 ------------------------------

From: marinela
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:08
Subject: DON'T End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marinela Miclea
14140 Hilma Circle
Mendocino, CA 95460
US

------------------------------ Email 2,770 ------------------------------

From: grannymannie75
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amanda Porter

------------------------------ Email 2,771 ------------------------------

From: ghandr11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Garrick Witt

NC 27104

------------------------------ Email 2,772 ------------------------------

From: ross33334
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
In light of recent FCC Proposals to create internet "Fast Lanes", I demand and implore you to scrap these ideas entirely.
The proposed fast lanes will only kill net neutrality and it is a disservice to our country, our youth, and the generations
of Americans that have yet to be born. The free flow of information is paramount to all aspects of modern life. If you
have any heart I beg that you scrap everything and regulate broadband as a Title II Telecommunications Service as
under the 1996 Telecommunications Act.
Thank you for your time in this matter. I'm counting on you.

Sincerely,
Ross Ganser

------------------------------ Email 2,773 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:10
Subject: Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

ben Cooley
3851 Boulder Creek Rd
Martinez, GA 30907
US

------------------------------ Email 2,774 ------------------------------

From: krk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Anthony Wilson (  writes:

Nice job selling out the citizens of the USA and our future in exchange for the interests of Big Telecom.   Well done,
regulator.   Complete failure.... but hey, that's what we get for allowing lobbyists to assume regulator positions in
Government.

Such a bitter disappointment you are, Mr. Wheeler!

------------------------------------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,775 ------------------------------

From: emma
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We need action for democratic media. We need net neutrality. Please act accordingly.

Thank you,

C E Linderman

MA 01062
US

------------------------------ Email 2,776 ------------------------------

From: ormes.trey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good Evening,

My name is Trey and I would like you to help keep the internet neutral.

------------------------------ Email 2,777 ------------------------------

From: imkleggett
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Between you and the Supreme Court there is no democracy left.

Just sell the country to the corporations and resign!!

THAT is precisely what you are doing.

The remainder of this message is too obscene to write ... and so are you.

Edward Vaughn
10710 Evergreen Way
Apt. H-106
Everett, WA 98204
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US

------------------------------ Email 2,778 ------------------------------

From: swhitney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stephen Whitney
16 Crescent Place
Takoma Park, MD 20912

------------------------------ Email 2,779 ------------------------------

From: a10webb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Tom,

With the announcement of the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed, I'm nonplussed to see that you are following in the footsteps of Meredith Baker. I expect that
you are either vying for a nice cushy position with Ma Comcast, or they've already given you a wink and a nod. This is a
 gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to control what
was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism and expression. I know that you used to work as a lobbyist
for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to
Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer
sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing, but I
guess that would require you to actually have a conscience. How much do they go for these days? Why bother, you can
afford to pay someone else to care. Thank you for ruining the internet.
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Adam

------------------------------ Email 2,780 ------------------------------

From: b walton762
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brooks Walton
2844 King Edward Drive
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

------------------------------ Email 2,781 ------------------------------

From: adam.ludvigson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:14
Subject: "Net neutrality"
I am writing to add my voice to what I hope is a landslide of messages strongly urging you to reconsider the position of
the FCC in regards to the "net neutrality" issue. The consistent push to allow large companies to shape the traffic of the
Internet has always been baffling to me; I have never seen a convincing or even coherent argument that this would
improve the Internet as a whole, and I must conclude that the benefits would not be ultimately to the consumer, but to
the large corporations you have capitulated to in making this decision. Put simply, I do not believe that faster delivery of
 streaming video by a handful of wealthy companies is worth betraying the fundamentals of one of the most influential
technologies in the history of the world.

As has no doubt been pointed out to you many times, the very reason many of the companies who will pay for extra
bandwidth under this scheme have the money to do so is that their services were judged to be the best and most valuable
 by Internet users on a level playing field. Additionally, your proposed "case-by-case review" of "commercially
reasonable" activities, in my estimation, would do nothing to address these concerns, especially in light of the dubious
reasoning already used to allow these business arrangements to take place at all. I condemn in the strongest possible
terms your decision and the sentiments behind it, and I emphatically urge you to take note of the outpouring of negative
sentiment brought down upon the FCC as a result of this position. Please reconsider.

Sincerely,
Adam Ludvigson

------------------------------ Email 2,782 ------------------------------

From: pmeyerson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stop rolling over to big business and protect the citizens!  We need your support!

Phillip Meyerson
10224 Rockville Pike APT 102
APT 102
Rockville, MD 20852

------------------------------ Email 2,783 ------------------------------

From: daniellmauro
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission: There comes a time when the interests of the
majority outweigh the interests of the few. This is the case with Net Neutrality. We should not lay the freedom of
communications for all at the feet of the greedy few. Thank you.

daniel mauro
15 camellia drive
newport news, VA 23602
US

------------------------------ Email 2,784 ------------------------------

From: sailorboy278
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As an American citizen who served in the military for freedom and liberty, I urge YOU to take IMMEDIATE action  to
preserve a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for CORPORATE DOMINATION  of the Internet.

In other words, I strongly support NET NEUTRALITY!.

Douglas Bartlett
16369 Blossom Lane
Tickfaw, LA 70466
US

------------------------------ Email 2,785 ------------------------------
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From: wobblywarriors
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want Net neutrality, and even if we didn't expressly say so - as we have, over and over and over again - it would be
your responsibility to ensure we had it.

Your have no mandate to facilitate cornered markets.

Quite the contrary.

Bust up the mega-merged ISP's. NOW.

Susan Chandler
3008 N 25th St
Fort Pierce, FL 34946
US

------------------------------ Email 2,786 ------------------------------

From: trogdor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Adam Edwards (  writes:

please don't kill net neutrality :(
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,787 ------------------------------

From: samuraiohashi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr.  Wheeler,

As a US citizen I am quite frankly disturbed by the new proposal coming out of the FCC for net neutrality.  What your
department is proposing is NOT net neutrality, but rather giving more power to cable companies whom already possess
a tremendous amount of power in this country if not a monopoly in the areas they service.  By allowing them control to
take money in to 'open up' lines for certain web properties only further serves their agenda and not that of the American
people.  We are the real losers in this new proposal.  It would discourage competition and make the internet like
everything else in this country, corrupted by money and corporations who feel they are citizens.  I implore you to not
listen to the telecom, cable, and other entities slipping you money and the promise of a job under the table.  This is not
democracy.  By caving in to the needs of corporations, you are not serving the people the government is supposed to
serve.  I advise you to look back over your proposals and reconsider this grave error you are about to make.
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If you truly want a free, net neutral internet, you need to move to force cable companies to allow their lines to be used
by anyone much like the telephone lines.  This will allow for healthy competition and a thriving market.  Do not give
the cable companies more power than they already have.  I promise they will still make money without adding to the
abuses they already have as legal powers.  Do not allow this one facet of American society fall more under the
corruption of money and corporations that plagues this country.

Sincerely,
A very concern American citizen one of many you are supposed to be serving

------------------------------ Email 2,788 ------------------------------

From: miriam2013
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I have been reading about this all day, from several sources. The economic imitations alone are staggering. Keep net
neutrality.

We want action for democratic  not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of
the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Miriam Sexton
10702 Faulkner Ridge Circle
Columbia, MD 21044
US

------------------------------ Email 2,789 ------------------------------

From: cerulean.daydream
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission--

Don't do this. Don't betray the people after promising to fight for them. There is absolutely no reason to believe that
allowing tiered levels of bandwidth will benefit or be in the best interest of anyone other than the corporations who
control that infrastructure. You know this, because everyone knows this. And that means that if you promote and adopt
such a scheme, you really just don't care about the people, and perhaps worse, you don't even care who knows it. Don't
be that guy.

Rhonda Martorelli
9416 NW 72nd St
Tamarac, FL 33321
US

------------------------------ Email 2,790 ------------------------------

From: garth.evan
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 18:17
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet should be under common carrier rules. There's no technical reason one kind of traffic should be given
preferred access over another. Delivery infrastructure limits does not make bandwidth a limited resource, except in that
moving forward, by design, there'll be an artificial restriction on non-corporate traffic.

Garth Palmer

 89502
US

------------------------------ Email 2,791 ------------------------------

From: matt.wadden
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthew Wadden

WA 98053

------------------------------ Email 2,792 ------------------------------

From: danaschmich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:17
Subject: On the net  neutrality act
Mr Wheeler,
I've recently read about something called the net neutrality act, which seems to me like comcast having a monopoly over
 the market, this is really uncool and shouldn't happen, prices are raising and people, not only me and my fellow college
students, can't really afford to pay exorbitant prices for internet. Now there's an easy way to fix this, just classify
broadband internet as a common carrier. It seems like a pretty easy thing to do, really, and I, as well as many others,
would really appreciated it if this could be done.
Thank you for your time,
Dana Schmich

------------------------------ Email 2,793 ------------------------------

From: n.grecs96
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I doubt you will actually read this so I'll just cut to chase and feel like I'm doing something important. The internet
needs to be declared a Title II telecom, an information service. Look at what the internet is used for: communication.
This is what we are doing right now. Everyone is on Facebook or Twitter communicating with each other. Basically,
don't be a jerk and do what Comcast says because they gave you money.

Concerned Citizen,

Noah Greco

------------------------------ Email 2,794 ------------------------------

From: jeremy.p.yanofsky
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:17
Subject: Please defend Net Neutrality!
Dear Chairman Wheeler and the FCC:

My name is Jeremy Yanofsky, and I am writing to you today to implore the FCC to take swift and immediate action to
take a stand to defend Net Neutrality before it is too late.  As I am sure you are aware, Net Neutrality is one of the basic
principles the Internet was founded upon, and without the FCC's help in keeping this fundamental principle intact, the
American public will suffer an immense and irreversible blow to our ability to exercise free speech.  As this article in
the Verge<http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked> states (albeit with a headline including
coarse language, but in this case I empathize with their need to use such language in order to demand the visceral and
immediate response this issue requires), the Internet has without question evolved to become a utility just like running
water and electricity that are critical supports to the average American citizen's personal and professional needs.
Allowing major corporations to buy and own the Internet and control how American citizens access information and the
 ability to communicate, collaborate, publish, and share defies our 1st Amendment rights concerning freedom of speech
and our right to assemble peacefully, and it will only serve to widen the gap between the wealthy and the poor and
increase poverty in this country, which as noted in Diane Ravitch's book Reign of Error is already escalating to
unprecedented levels and is the number one issue in public education today.

Given how the Internet's use as a basic utility will only increase over time in size and scope and the fact that the FCC is
responsible for regulating communications in the United States of America, it is imperative and logical that the FCC
take charge in regulating the Internet by protecting Net Neutrality immediately and help make Net Neutrality into law.

Please take action to defend Net Neutrality and democracy as we know it now.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Jeremy Yanofsky

------------------------------ Email 2,795 ------------------------------
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From: mrumbel2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
I believe it is wrong for government to cater to big business.  I support net neutrality and I plan to contact my
congressmen regarding this issue.
Just my 2 cents.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 2,796 ------------------------------

From: nick.mcculloch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:19
Subject: Do not kill net neutrality
Despite what you're saying, your new legislation creates tiers of service on the internet.  This is a voting issue for me
and will be something I campaign to friends, family, and people I don't even know and it will become a voting issue for
them as well.  End this by classifying ISP's as Class II telecommunication companies.

Thank you for your consideration,

--
Nick McCulloch
Director of Sales and Marketing
Tempo Tickets
612-326-6343

------------------------------ Email 2,797 ------------------------------

From: kyleat
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want net neutrality. The internet is the best thing that has happened to the human global community and should not be
destroyed by greed and big monopolies.

Nikki Taylor
450 Jarvis Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
US

------------------------------ Email 2,798 ------------------------------

From: drjwtaylor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal
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Leave the Internet alone!!  It works just fine as it is.

Thank you for your attention to this request.

James Taylor
2719 Via Casa Loma
San Clemente, CA 92672
US

------------------------------ Email 2,799 ------------------------------

From: beatricev
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Keep the Internet open and free!!

Beatrice Villar
1221 W Grace St
2W
Chicago, IL 60613
US

------------------------------ Email 2,800 ------------------------------

From: nancymbennett
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nancy Bennett
PO Box 1260
Tubac, AZ 85646

------------------------------ Email 2,801 ------------------------------

From: helpcounter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mark Myers (  writes:
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If Comcast can't handle the traffic when their customers choose to watch Netflix, it's not Netflix's fault - it's Comcast's
fault for selling everyone 20 meg download and then not being able to handle it. The problem isn't the internet, it's
Comcast's last mile connection to it. They promised more than they can deliver and they need to beef it up to handle
what they've already sold to customers. Not penalize the sites their customers like.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,802 ------------------------------

From: agolds7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alison Goldstein
530 W Diversey
Chicago, IL 60614

------------------------------ Email 2,803 ------------------------------

From: evince4u
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

A neutral net is exactly that - no one player can gain speed or distribution advantages over other players. Do not go
forward with this plan to allow players to pay for faster distribution of media. Go back to the drawing board and
determine a way to enforce net neutrality that will pass judicial review.

John Brown
18240 61st Pl NE
Kenmore, WA 98028
US

------------------------------ Email 2,804 ------------------------------

From: danhenkoff
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:24
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dan Henkoff
141 John Street, #110
Lowell, MA 01852

------------------------------ Email 2,805 ------------------------------

From: sshq13
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:25
Subject: ISPs are common carriers
ISPs are common carriers-----period. Why are you trying to fix something that isn't broken at the expense of the public
to whom the airwaves belong? The airwaves belong to the public, and it is public money that funded the development of
 the internet. How dare you propose to wrest a public common from the public and sell it to corporations as play for
pay--the least of which will result in censorship. Aren't you supposed to be a public servant?!!!

Stephanie Singleton

------------------------------ Email 2,806 ------------------------------

From: divodesign
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Jenkins
22550 Bald Pk. Rd.
Hillsboro, OR 97123

------------------------------ Email 2,807 ------------------------------

From: sjcapegreen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:26
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rich Raimonde

------------------------------ Email 2,808 ------------------------------

From: marion
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Deeds, not only words. I go back to ARPANET days, I've seen nearly all of the history of this communications medium.
 I'm probably about your age, in fact. If Net Neutrality officially ends, the economic fallout alone will be far-reaching
and unhealthy. The scientific and technological impact will be negative. The impact on the arts and expressive media in
general is likely to be heavily negative. In other words--you've got to be kidding! The Internet is a public
communications medium. It's not just a playground for nerds, artists and political gadflies; net neutrality is an integral
principle of our economy. As a small-business owner, I call on you to stand up and be part of the solution! You can do
this. Your country is counting on you. Thank you.

Marion Kee
5618 162nd Ave NE
Redmond, WA 98052
US

------------------------------ Email 2,809 ------------------------------

From: bluerubi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Barbara Rubinstein
139 E 33 St, 2M
New York, NY 10016

------------------------------ Email 2,810 ------------------------------

From: osideous
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
This new proposal isn't what we want. You can spin it in anyway you like, this is a pathetic attempt to appease
corporations. STOP playing nice with the corportaions. CLASSIFY INTERNET AS TIER II, CLASSIFY IT AS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS. GIVE THE PEOPLE WHAT WE ARE DEMANDING. YOU WORK FOR THE
PEOPLE NOT THE CORPORTAIONS

------------------------------ Email 2,811 ------------------------------

From: rhenquist
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:27
Subject: Do Not Betray the Human Race

To Chariman Wheeler and the FCC et al,

The internet is something that no one has ever seen in the history of humankind. In the past, sharing information was
slow and arduous. With the advent of books, and eventually the printing press, knowledge was able to be shared among
individuals in new methods, at new paces, and cause unbelievable explosions in the collective knowledge and
intelligence of humankind.

The internet goes beyond any of this.

It has become the de facto method of sharing and obtaining knowledge. If you need information or access to something
that you have no experience with, there is now a tool where millions of people are able to collaborate and share that
knowledge you seek. This is incredible. This tool will further increase the speed at which human intelligence is
gathered, shared, and ultimately used to further our species.

To limit the access of individuals in favor of allowing money to change what information is and isn't available is an
affront to the entire human species. Denying net neutrality will allow people who stifle innovation and the progress of
this species to flourish. It is a shame and absolutely disgusting that such an idea would not only pervade our collective
consciousness, but be potentially enacted in to law is disheartening to say the least; betrayal to say the most.

I am very disappointed to hear that this concept - that this information sharing tool will not be available and fair to
everyone - has taken hold in our government. It is a shame that so much money pervades our politics as is, and allowing
money to become a further force to limit the sharing of knowledge and ideas is punishing the common people of this
nation.

Please reconsider your position, and understand that the mainstream media already has an incredible stranglehold on the
 information that people already receive.

Lastly, Brazil today passed and Internet Bill of Rights. I believe this is the right direction to take, and that the internet
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needs to become a Human Right. As life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness are liberties and ideals that we strive to
apply in our everyday life, so should the sharing of knowledge for the betterment of a person, and all of society.

I hope you take the time to read what I have said and understand that what you are doing is detrimental not only to the
population of the United States, but to the entire world; and inhibits growth for all of humanity that will ever exist.

Disappointedly yours,
Alex Cunningham

Alex Cunningham

Saco, ME 04072
US

------------------------------ Email 2,812 ------------------------------

From: bob
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I am a software engineer, and I can guarantee you that if the FCC goes against Net Neutrality, it will only serve as a
means for ISPs to extort cash from large, established companies and to crush startups who can't afford.

End users already pay for their bandwidth. Companies already pay for their bandwidth. ISPs want to double dip by
charging for a "fast lane," which would realistically be the current speeds we have, while everything else would slow
down.

Robert Igo
214 Simmons Road
Mechanicsburg, PA 17055
US

------------------------------ Email 2,813 ------------------------------

From: pamr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Pam Rosenthal

 94110
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------------------------------ Email 2,814 ------------------------------

From: brian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
A "fast lane"for content providers to give extra to ISP's is definitely not net neutrality. Please don't kill net neutrality.

Brian Kelleher

Vienna, VA 22180
US

------------------------------ Email 2,815 ------------------------------

From: schwartzapn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dorothy Schwartz

------------------------------ Email 2,816 ------------------------------

From: maurifox
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mauri fox

------------------------------ Email 2,817 ------------------------------

From: jesse.p.cline
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:30
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jesse Cline (  writes:

Because of you, an entire generation of Americans will be cynical and pessimistic about their government for the
remainder of their lives.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,818 ------------------------------

From: jgpugh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judith Pugh
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------------------------------ Email 2,819 ------------------------------

From: rn4homeless
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Shannon Smith-Bernardin (  writes:

Do not end Net Neutrality! Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,820 ------------------------------

From: linst9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:31
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Linda Steger

------------------------------ Email 2,821 ------------------------------

From: brooklynboycj20
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

What kind of a corporate-friendly asshole who would be willing to destroy net neutrality as we know it?

Could it be you Mr. Wheeler? I hope NOT!

We want action for a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of our Internet!

We want to keep net neutrality and we want to keep it NOW AND FOREVER!

Carlos Echevarria
5301 West Goldenwood Drive
Inglewood, CA 90302
US

------------------------------ Email 2,822 ------------------------------

From: viamptress
To:
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gov;
Date: 4/24/2014 18:33
Subject: FCC, Net Neutrality, Netflix and Comcast débâcle.
I support Full Net Neutrality.

Do not limit innovation!! Small innovators are what have made the internet what it is today. If they had to pay a toll,
imagine where the internet would be today. Think back to the early 90's and what the internet was like...we cannot know
 what will come in the future but we can be sure that having a toll to have equal access will stifle it and society as a
whole.

Time Warner Cable was bad enough...Comcast is worse. I still can't believe that monopoly was allowed to form. It's bad
 enough that we, as consumers, don't have a choice when it comes to cable. We are stuck with whatever deal our local
government can come up with behind closed doors in cahoots with the cable companies. So much for freedom. And why
 is that? I understand that the cost to bring cable to our homes has to be somehow mitigated. It seems to me that cost was
 paid for, with interest...many years ago.

I believe this should be dealt with along with net neutrality.

This is worth a read - http://www.wired.com/2013/07/we-need-to-stop-focusing-on-just-cable-companies-and-blame-
local-government-for-dismal-broadband-competition/

We have a very big issue that net neutrality really must tackle. Comcast forcing Netflix to pay for equal access to their
customers is Mafia-style extortion, and if it's allowed it's only the beginning. Greed knows no limits. It's unbelievable
that this is even LEGAL??!! How can the government allow such blatant extortion to occur in full view?!

As disturbing as that gem is....More importantly, allowing the cable companies to be the gatekeepers of all information
would lead to a direct reduction in our individual freedom and rights. We can't allow the cable companies to dictate
what we watch! I believe we DO have the right to stream any content we want to, and when we are paying for a service
it should not be limited because the cable company decides to.

On a lighter note, Just look at what they give us now! They think we want reality TV obviously, since it's on every
single channel. There used to be a reason to have television...there used to be a Discovery Channel, a Science Channel, a
 History Channel, and even a Travel channel. Now they are all the same! It's disgusting. We won't even talk about the
Music channel that doesn't play music anymore...MTV. Television is a joke and if they have their way the internet will
be the same.

Soon they'll have you paying to watch commercials. Oh, wait. They already do that. O_O

Are these the people who should be in charge of our future?? Do we want to become the movie Idiocracy any more than
 we already are?

The man in charge of the FCC is an ex lobbyist for big cable companies, like Comcast. So we are ALL keeping a close
eye on him. We know people like him can't be implicitly trusted with our freedom and our future.

Support FULL net neutrality now!

http://www.pcworld.com/article/2147600/fcc-will-seek-input-on-latest-net-neutrality-proposal.html



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 2,823 ------------------------------

From: tripathy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:33
Subject: A Sincere Reflection
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I sincerely hope that the FCC will not implement the policies considered by Open Internet Notice of Proposed Rule-
making. The FCC will not be able to regulate the commercial possibilities opened by such legislation and the consumer
will suffer as well as the wellbeing of this country's creative potential, in spite of your argument on your blog post
today.

I am a mixed race citizen of this country, members of my mother's family founded New York City as Dutch colonists,
and my father came to this country from India in the 70s. I am a product of the tremendous potential the United States
can unleash when the country runs at its best.

I am currently pursuing higher education here and am well aware of the potential that still exists here at the present.
However, this legislation is incredibly scary to me, and I fear that the precedent being set here for the internet will
exacerbate already serious inequality concerns that exist today. I grew up in the 90s with the spread of internet access
and have witnessed the incredible possibility of the web as a space of reflection and creativity. Please do not destroy this
 with monetary interests. I implore you.

------------------------------ Email 2,824 ------------------------------

From: lizardking4592
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

THEY ARE COMPLETE BULLSHIT. DON'T LET CAPITALISM FUCK OVER THE LAST FREE FRONTIER.

Ian Jaschek
661 Orange Groves
League City, TX 77573

------------------------------ Email 2,825 ------------------------------

From: kimsings3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want strong action for true democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet!!! WE WANT NET NEUTRALITY AND WE WANT IT TO STAY!!!!!!!!! You KNOW that this is the correct
 thing to do for ALL the people using the internet!!! ENDING NET NEUTRALITY WOULD BE A HORRIFIC AND
DESPICABLE ACT!!!!!!!!!!!!! IT WOULD ONLY BE TO THE BENEFIT OF THE CORPORATIONS!

Kim Young
2929 Selena Dr. G-104
Nashville, TN 37211
US

------------------------------ Email 2,826 ------------------------------

From: jacobwisotsky
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:34
Subject:
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

With your reversal on Net Neutrality, it's unclear whether you deserve to lead the FCC. Your job is to protect the
majority, the average American, and so your reversal can only mean you or the FCC has become corrupted by money
and influence from the Comcasts, Verizons, and AT&Ts of this country.

But it's not too late for you to stand up for us, you know. History is filled with men who chose to do good despite the
hardships. You can kill the fast lane and classify internet service providers as common carriers like they should have
been classified a decade ago. You have the power to fix the errors of those who came before you.

Or you can obey the lobbyists, ride out the calls for your resignation from people you were chosen to protect, and
history will not remember you.

You have a decision in this, which is more than the rest of us have

--
-Jacob Wisotsky

------------------------------ Email 2,827 ------------------------------

From: carrcol
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Diane Carrillo
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85716
Tucson, AZ 85716

------------------------------ Email 2,828 ------------------------------

From: tmack0
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:35
Subject: Net Neutrality is what the internet is MADE OF

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As a consumer, most americans have NO alternative choices in who they get internet service from . By allowing these
service providers to control and filter traffic as they see fit, you are allowing the companies to force consumers to only
get what the company wants them to see. With the other horrible action that allowed the largest of these internet service
providers to also become a content company (Comcast/NBC), this means the company could force feed consumers only
their own content, creating a monopoly of service at both ends. Couple this with the pending merger with Time Warner
and this could be a complete disaster: companies NOTORIOUS for HORRIBLE customer service and a track record for
 taking advantage of their virtual monopoly on services AND content to extort their customers and even other
companies like Netflix would be given a green light to continue these practices without any holding back, destroying the
 fundamental reason the internet is what it is today.

Theral Mackey

san mateo, CA 94401
US

------------------------------ Email 2,829 ------------------------------

From: zacharystowasser
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:35
Subject: Keep the internet open

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality

Zachary Stowasser
705 N. State Street #404
Ukiah, CA 95482
US

------------------------------ Email 2,830 ------------------------------

From: twofivestars
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ann Watters
1940 Breyman Ne
Salem, OR 97301

------------------------------ Email 2,831 ------------------------------

From: relativisticuniverse
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

News of the recent proposal worries me greatly about the future accessibility of the internet.  This proposal will favor
rich and established companies over newer ones.  This will stifle competition and ultimately the economy not to
mention the possibility of  internet censorship by ISPs.

David Elam

US

------------------------------ Email 2,832 ------------------------------

From: todd.heather.r
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 18:36
Subject: I Support Title II
Please restore net neutrality and classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. Access to internet
content should be unrestricted and all content should be treated the same. ISP’s such as Comcast and Time Warner have
no business regulating the speed at which content is delivered to me. Please retain the American spirit of free market
and enterprise!

Thank you,

Heather Todd

------------------------------ Email 2,833 ------------------------------

From: melvin mackey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet.
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I want net neutrality NOW!

Our democracy depends on it.

Melvin Mackey
24430 Old Mill Road SW
Vashon, WA 98070
US

------------------------------ Email 2,834 ------------------------------

From: microy22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Royer

------------------------------ Email 2,835 ------------------------------

From: picaflor1968
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Greg Driscoll

------------------------------ Email 2,836 ------------------------------

From: slpinfoprof
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was very deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Peter Flipsen
3831 NE Azalea St
Hillsboro, OR 97124

------------------------------ Email 2,837 ------------------------------

From: telamon51
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bobby Coleman

 72903

------------------------------ Email 2,838 ------------------------------

From: mserengeti
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:38
Subject: Net Neutrality a MUST!!!!!
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Serengeti
PO Box 612
Tucson, AZ 85719
US

------------------------------ Email 2,839 ------------------------------

From: navigatr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:38
Subject: Listen to the People
Dear Sir,

As you and your agency, in cahoots with other governmental and private
interests, attempt to obliterate Net Neutrality, I urge you to stop and
seriously consider the consequences of your actions - as well as your
motivations.

You may choose to pander to big-money interests, that's your
prerogative. However, just  because you say something is so does not
mean others are obliged to agree.

Your job is to serve the needs of the Commons.  Destroying Net
Neutrality is not conducive to that goal.

------------------------------ Email 2,840 ------------------------------

From: fall-spring
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I would like to call your attention to a critical point for many Americans.  We want action for democratic media, not
smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

We want net neutrality!

Kathleen Williams
Route 71
Hillsdale 12529-5709, NY 12529
US

------------------------------ Email 2,841 ------------------------------

From: cgraman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:40
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please, please reconsider. The internet, I believe, will come to have a historical and cultural impact as large as the
invention of the Gutenberg press. Please don't create an information oligarchy where the elite few who control
corporations decide on our ability to access media and educate ourselves. Please, I beg you.

Claire Graman

Eugene, OR
US

------------------------------ Email 2,842 ------------------------------

From: pa.matthew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am sending this email in regards to the net neutrality issue.  As your "Open Internet Rules" policy has not been made
public some of this is not clear but I felt compelled to email you. It seems that the prevailing winds are changing and
one of the tenants of the internet - that everyone is treated equally - is coming to an end. I do not buy the flimsy
argument that having a separate class of internet; "a fastlane" somehow provides better service for the customer. Besides
 the dangerous free speech precedent set by corporations making the decision who gets what access, the cost of this class
 system will be heavy and passed onto the consumer. This issue and decisions made now will have repercussions for
years to come.  I urge you and the president to help represent the people who do not pay for lobbying in Washington.
Thank you for your time.

--
Matthew Peterson
PA-C, MS

------------------------------ Email 2,843 ------------------------------

From: hansonch
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
 Please consider just how much this will cripple the free expression medium that is the internet. By implementing such
crippling legislation you take away one of the last remaining outlets for the continued growth of mankind. please
consider the quote "People willing to trade their freedom for temporary security deserve neither and will lose both." -
Benjamin Franklin. The idea that this will help stop internet criminals is asinine, once you kill net neutrality they will
find another way to get around it, then all you are doing is giving monopolistic power to the internet service
providers(ISP's). The solution you have provided is like trying to suture a paper cut. The big ISP's are fighting net
neutrality so hard because they want free control over it and to give it to them is against everything the United States of
America stands for.

Christian Hanson
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UT

------------------------------ Email 2,844 ------------------------------

From: guillo01
To:

Date: 4/24/2014 18:41
Subject: Please respect our wishes for net neutrality
I ask on behalf of all who use the service I'm using to communicate with you right now, please classify broadband
Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." just as the electric company shouldn't have the right to throttle my
electricity if they don't like the refrigerator i bought, or the phone company can't drop my calls to competitors, no
Internet Provider should be able to hold certain businesses and websites hostage.

(P.S. as someone who only has one feasible option on Internet providers, I am ashamed that the argument that there is
always other options in IP's is insulting.)

------------------------------ Email 2,845 ------------------------------

From: millsted
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Edgar w Mills
6010 State Route 374
Chateaugay, NY 12920

------------------------------ Email 2,846 ------------------------------

From: mmhadiatom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nadia Merriweather

------------------------------ Email 2,847 ------------------------------

From: bukowczyk
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 18:43
Subject: net neutrality
Shame on all of you for proposing to scrap net neutrality.  Bad for enterprise, bad for initiative, bad for democracy, bad
for America.

<mailto:Mike.O%

John J. Bukowczyk
Royal Oak, MI 48067

------------------------------ Email 2,848 ------------------------------

From: steven-bickel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
steve bickel

------------------------------ Email 2,849 ------------------------------
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Date: 4/24/2014 18:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carolyn Myres

------------------------------ Email 2,852 ------------------------------

From: lslustig
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Leila Lustig
194 Norwood Avenue
Buffalo, NY 14222

------------------------------ Email 2,853 ------------------------------

From: shawnb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:44
Subject: Unintended Consequences

To: Tom Wheeler, FCC

Allowing payment for content priority will have unintended consequences:

ISP's engaging in traffic shaping when they should be expanding their overall network capacity.  Creating relationships
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between content creators and carriers that new creators and carriers will have to compete with.  Violating the notion that
 these ISP's are "Common Carriers" (at a minimum anyone engaging in these tactics should lose those safe harbors and
protections).

Please reconsider, and find another way to enforce net neutrality.

Shawn Beltz
1048 Elderberry Loop
Delaware, OH 43015
US

------------------------------ Email 2,854 ------------------------------

From: coach5
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do not cripple the ability for the small entrepreneur to have equal access to the Internet This will only create a
monopolized Internet by those who are the BIG players now and prevent competition.

  We want net neutrality.

steven jackson

US

------------------------------ Email 2,855 ------------------------------

From: frances.costa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:45
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and other members of the Federal Communications Commission,

A free and open Internet is an important bulwark against large corporations' further monopolization of communication
and information flow in the 21st century. Since its inception, the level playing field of an open Internet has played a
very important role in innovation, scientific progress, and economic growth by facilitating the free exchange of
information and ideas. I very much agree with Senator Franken's position on this issue and urge you to preserve open
and equal access to the Internet.

Sincerely,
Frances Costa

Frances Costa

boulder, CO 80304
US

------------------------------ Email 2,856 ------------------------------
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From: dennisspence1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:45
Subject: Don't end Net neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dennis Spence
College Road
Birmingham, ot B44 0HH
GB

------------------------------ Email 2,857 ------------------------------

From: daneboulton
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:45
Subject: net neutrality and an open internet dont give in to comcast and  verizon
Tom,

It is shocking that you would even consider changing the FCC stance on net neutrality.  From what i hear is the latest
plan to allow companies like comcast and verizon to charge for bandwidth for select companies is not the answer.
While you claim to protect the consumer by limiting who the ISPs can charge you are only hurting them.  Companies
will be forced to pass the increased costs of paying the likes of comcast and verizon for the increased costs of
bandwidth.  So while my internet cost may not go up my cost for everything else I do on the internet will go up which
might as well be the same thing.  Also

You will also kill innovation and jobs!! the cost to start the next netflix or google will shoot through the roof to cover
increased costs of paying bandwidth tolls to ISPs.  You have already let the ISP have a virtual monopoly for internet and
 TV and its not the consumer or tech corporations responsibility to line the pockets of the ISPs and their investors who
refuse to look for different approaches to their antiquated business models.

What is to stop ISPs from from killing off businesses like netflix by being able to deliver their content cheaper since
they dont have to pay the fees to transmit their content. They can then deliver that content at a cheaper price creating a
competitive advantage that no one can compete with.

Please DO NOT allow the ISPs to become a filter to what content can and cannot go through the internet.  Please allow
a FREE AND OPEN INTERNET for everyone to use.

Thanks

Dane Boulton

------------------------------ Email 2,858 ------------------------------

From: chris.brim
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher Brim (  writes:
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If you have any shred of belief left that the future of this country can be bright and we will not devolve into a banana
republic style corporatocracy, please DO NOT END NET NEUTRALITY.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,859 ------------------------------

From: merrymac4
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:45
Subject: net neutrality
The FCCchair must be on the payroll of the large corporations - WHY DO YOU WANT TO MAKE IT IMPOSSIBLE
FOR THE PUBLIC TO HAVE ACCESS?  You want people to pay for "priorty" access - what has happened to this
country - you sound more like a soviet trainee.

mary macvicar  columbus ohio

------------------------------ Email 2,860 ------------------------------

From: zipperbluez
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:46
Subject: Net Neutrality

We want net neutrality. Anything less is blatantly monopolistic, and undemocratic. Allowing companies to throttle the
internet for all but "preferred" vendors is insanity.

- Steven Hallmark

Steven Hallmark
18845 Edwards Grove Drive
Noblesville, IN 46062
US

------------------------------ Email 2,861 ------------------------------

From: coolhandluke080
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:46
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
Mr. Wheeler,

I see you're planning to allow the FCC to allow ISPs to show preferential treatment to large corporations who can afford
 to pay them extra. This will no doubt trickle down to the consumer. In addition, it will also keep new and innovative
services from providing American citizens with new amazing services.

I realize you're an ex-lobbyist for IS companies. It despises me. The whole revolving door thing disgusts me. Don't
prove us right.

Allow the internet to develop unimpeded by BIG government.
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------------------------------ Email 2,862 ------------------------------

From: willykessler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and Members of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please back off the provisions in the new rules that would essentialy gut net neutrality. The Internet has become the vital
 entity that it is because of delivery structures compatible with net neutrality demands; to change this would be to stifle
meaningful growth of the Internet, too high a price to pay just to make a few ISP CEOs even richer than they now are.
Do the right thing for American citizens and for the intellectual environment on the net.

Thank you for considering my comments

Wilma Kessler

827 Gardenway
Ballwin, MO 63011
US

------------------------------ Email 2,863 ------------------------------

From: tystryk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality!!!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Protect Net Neutrality!!!!
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality!!!!!!

Ty Stryk

DC 20041
US

------------------------------ Email 2,864 ------------------------------

From: klmcwhorter1221
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:47
Subject: Net neutrality
My name is Kyle McWhorter and I am a minimum wage working gamer that uses the internet about 90% of my day.
The problem that I'm having is that the FCC is talking about charging companies more to have a "faster network lane"
for different services ex. Netflix, Google, Hulu. As a minimum wage working adult I can't justify spending even more
money on paying for the internet just so I can relax after a hard day of work. The internet by it self is a world about free
speech and it shouldn't be regulated just so the higher ups can get even more money out of my already small budget. I
know that you''re probably getting a lot of emails saying the same thing and I hope that that right there shows you that
charging companies more to have higher priority over other companies is wrong. Those CEO's already get paid way to
much for what little they do. Well thank you for reading my email and I hope that this gets solved so little peons like
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myself can still enjoy all the internet has to offer without paying even more than we already do.

Sent from my Sprint phone.

------------------------------ Email 2,865 ------------------------------

From: robb
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 18:48
Subject: Keep the Net Neutral!
Don't destroy the foundation of the most important creation of the communication age.
The only outcome will be greater success for the already established super-successful, and more struggle for everyone
else.
Will all that money be worth stifling the next great thinker or idea?
It's because of this original even playing field that healthy competition has favored only the best solutions.

Please classify the internet as a permanent public utility.
Let it flow like water and electricity, allowing the methods of use to determine the user's success-
not how much equity they have at their disposal.

Having more money should not give you a louder voice.
Making money in this world does not necessarily mean you are smarter, or better than anyone else.
For once, don't give in to the temptations of evil.

-robb sturtcman

------------------------------ Email 2,866 ------------------------------

From: rondafisher
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ronda fisher
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------------------------------ Email 2,867 ------------------------------

From: chasfree
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Please act to preserve neutrality.  People with money will act to preserve themselves.

Thank you,

Charles Freeman

Greenville, Tx

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 2,868 ------------------------------

From: pschachte
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet has so profoundly altered society over the last two decades because its designers built it on the principle of
net neutrality, and because its stewards have maintained that principle.  The worldwide web, arguably the prime reason
for the amazing growth of the internet, is premised on net neutrality:  everyone's content is treated equally.  I ask you to
continue that stewardship by maintaining net neutrality.  Don't go down in history as the person who ruined the internet.

Peter Schachte

Fremont, CA 94555
US

------------------------------ Email 2,869 ------------------------------

From: diamond dude70
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I am contacting you today as we the people want action for a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for
corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality. So please make a stand to defend our internet. Thank you
for your attention in this matter and we await your response.

aaron quinn
St Johns Mount
Brighton, ot bn2 0jp
GB

------------------------------ Email 2,870 ------------------------------
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From: camst37
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:50
Subject: No to Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Edit: Thanks for the gold. Though I don't think that there's much chance that my email will have a substantial impact, I
also don't want to be one of the ones who does nothing and later cries about how we let the good old days of online
freedom pass by. I want to try to fight, even if I can only fight money with words. And who knows, if we give up before
 even trying to fight then we'll never know if we could have been successful.

------------------------------ Email 2,871 ------------------------------

From: drew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:50
Subject: Please don't weaken Net Neutrality
Hello Chairman Wheeler,

I recently read in the New York Times that this commission would be entertaining the idea of allowing “fast lanes” on
the internet. Per the article, you would be allowing ISPs to charge a premium in enxchange for priority access to
bandwidth. I believe this is essentially disregarding the core tenants of Net Neutrality, breaking campaign promises
made by Barak Obama, and stifling entrepeneurship. I emplore this commission to maintain the equality of the internet.

Yours Truly,
Andrew Lisciandrello

------------------------------ Email 2,872 ------------------------------

From: michaelddaniels
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:51
Subject: Fukushima Crisis Is Now

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Daniels
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102 Arcadia Place #1107
San Antonio, TX 78209
US

------------------------------ Email 2,873 ------------------------------

From: pooker1963
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

steven brubaker

NY 10952

------------------------------ Email 2,874 ------------------------------

From: quiltlady11
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Janie Harvey
907 King Charles Way
Knoxville, TN 37923

------------------------------ Email 2,875 ------------------------------

From: benjaminbaral16
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Please don't let Comcast threaten net neutrality as they are trying to do.

------------------------------ Email 2,876 ------------------------------
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From: drunningw
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Danny Dishon
1430 S Sherman St
Longmont, CO 80501

------------------------------ Email 2,877 ------------------------------

From: jcaleb.rice
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:54
Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC,

I am writing you to express my deeply sincere concerns over the proposed new rules for the Internet Service community
 and the governance of the Internet service in general.

Primarily, it is well past time to reclassify the Internet as a Title II service in telecommunication rather than the Title I
"information" classification. In this day and age the Internet is as much a necessity for everyday people as any other
utility, especially other telecommunications devices. I also understand that two separate decisions by the DC Circuit
Court, the Court has urged your office to strongly consider reclassifying the Internet as Title II as other
telecommunication providers. I urge your commission to not wait until it is too late to realize you are on the wrong side
of history and this will be a catastrophic mistake to making a fair market place for consumers.

The new proposed Internet "Fast Lane" will grossly affect consumers adversarially. I, among thousands of others, are
begging that net neutrality not be destroyed by passing these proposed rule changes. First off, the ISP service that we
have now is a monopoly. So some of the points you made in your blog entry are flawed. Specifically "ISP must've
transparent in their governing policies". That sounds perfectly reasonable, unfortunately a majority of Americans have
no other choice of ISPs in their community. Also, there is substantial room in these rules for individualized bargaining
and discrimination in terms.

I am urging all of you to listen to the vast outcry from the American people. You know, Mr. Wheeler, that if more
Americans were informed as to what is going on and what is about to happen with their Internet, the outcry would be
much greater. We cannot allow the Internet be broken, we cannot allow the great people and the foremost technology
available to the masses to be compromised in order to unnecessarily line the pockets of the board members of ISPs.

To be clear, Mr. Wheeler, here is what needs to happen:

1) Scrap, end the proposed Internet fast lane rule proposal.

2) Follow the recommendation of the DC Circuit Court and the will of the people and reclassify the Internet as Title II
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3) Use Title II regulation to stop the perverse exploitation of consumers by these huge corporate monopolist that offer
absolutely no competition in the market place.

Anything less is an unacceptable failure.

Sincerely,

Justin Caleb Rice

------------------------------ Email 2,878 ------------------------------

From: rozmcdermott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rosalind McDermott
2602 Bonita Circle
Huntsville, AL 35801

------------------------------ Email 2,879 ------------------------------

From: salomone.andrew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:55
Subject: Internet - Title II
You have a chance to save the free-flow of information that runs on the internet. Or you have a chance to make very few
 people, very rich.  I believe the internet should be scheduled as Title II. The FCC should be allowed to regulate internet
service providers because, if left unregulated, the internet will only become any other form of calculated media;
spinning common, dumbed down information  back into the public and effectively destroying the ability for information
 to flow freely. The internet is a utility and should be treated as such. It brings information to the people. Don't allow
NBC to control our lives.

------------------------------ Email 2,880 ------------------------------

From: florastarnino
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
It is imperative to act on behalf of democratic media.Otherwise, one could easily think that what is being offered is the
'run of the mill' platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

I encourage you with all the fortitude of our humanity, to embrace a world vision that engenders true democracy.That is
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to say we want net neutrality.
        ****************

Flora Di Cunto
209-840 Humboldt Street
Victoria, BC V8V5B3
CA

------------------------------ Email 2,881 ------------------------------

From: bme45
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:56
Subject: Leave The Internet Alone You Greedy Bastards!!!!!1

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brad Evans

AZ 86011
US

------------------------------ Email 2,882 ------------------------------

From: gostefango
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Stefan Schachtell (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler, please keep Net Neutrality alive! A free and equal internet is key to our democracy and country!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,883 ------------------------------

From: maryrogus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Mary Rogus
6807 Woodridge Drive
Woodridge, IL 60517

------------------------------ Email 2,884 ------------------------------

From: mrt8062
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:57
Subject: support net neutrality
this is unacceptable that you are not allowing for an open and fair net, i demand this to be changed, you are hurting
everyone besides the top 1%. i demand action

------------------------------ Email 2,885 ------------------------------

From: lee.barber89
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good afternoon,

I am writing to express my concerns about the FCC's new regulations regarding the broadband internet access. I urge
you to restore Net Neutrality.

Furthermore, I believe broadband internet access should be classified as a Title II telecommunications service.

The United States already has some the slowest and most expensive broadband internet service in the developed world.
By removing the standard of Net Neutrality, it will get even worse.

Please, do what is best for the public, not corporations.

Regards,
Lee Barber

------------------------------ Email 2,886 ------------------------------

From: mzimmer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Michael Zimmer

 90041

------------------------------ Email 2,887 ------------------------------

From: brent rocks
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brent Rocks

------------------------------ Email 2,888 ------------------------------

From: gbhefner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:59
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler,

The internet plays a major role in the lives of millions of people. It is a vital telecommunications service, and should be
classified and regulated as a utility, just like landline telephone service currently is. I would suggest that the 21st century
 (or at least the current) definition of basic communications is at the very least a reliable wired broadband internet
connection. I also don't think it's much of a stretch to expand that definition to broadband wireless internet; if not now,
then certainly in a few years.

Not classifying internet providers as telecommunications carriers back in 2002 was a mistake that the FCC has been
trying to work around for 12 years. The solution was made clear in the recent court ruling against Verizon. Please,
classify internet providers as common carriers and preserve the internet as we know it, as the people want it, not as
Verizon wishes it to be.

Sincerely,
George Hefner
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George Hefner
215 Fairway Dr #7
Chatham, IL 62629
US

------------------------------ Email 2,889 ------------------------------

From: jon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 18:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jon Stout

 80301

------------------------------ Email 2,890 ------------------------------

From: kimberly-andersen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kimberly Andersen
100 w tracy st
Arcadia 51430

------------------------------ Email 2,891 ------------------------------

From: mim
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:02
Subject: Tom Wheeler - traitor

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Miriam English

ot
AU

------------------------------ Email 2,892 ------------------------------

From: wells475
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tom Wells
PO Box 547
Placitas, NM 87043

------------------------------ Email 2,893 ------------------------------

From: gx2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is an important tool to prevent corporations from deciding for us what we want and need.  Your are
appointed for our protection.  Protect us.

Gigi Grace
515 Southport Way
Vallejo, CA 94591
US

------------------------------ Email 2,894 ------------------------------

From: athnos
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:02
Subject:
it’s not fair how poor of internet we get for a high price. all they are doing is taking the internet hostage.

Sent from Windows Mail
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------------------------------ Email 2,895 ------------------------------

From: lornaharveyfrank
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:03
Subject: Net Neutrality is to be upheld

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Democratic media is an intrinsic right. I do not give my permission for corporate domination of the Internet to be
introduced.  This in direct violation of my rights as a sovereign being and you are not authorised to act on my behalf in
this matter. I call for net neutrality without prejudice.

Lorna Harvey-Frank

GB

------------------------------ Email 2,896 ------------------------------

From: carlsm95
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:03
Subject: $$$
If you allow greed, corruption and money to continue to rise above what is right it will rest on your conscience, and if
you no longer have a conscience Americans will nevertheless not take this lying down. There will come a time when
Americans get completely sick of having their freedoms stripped away bit by bit and of being squeezed for every last
dime they have by power- and money-hungry leaders and corporate entities until they can no longer afford any of it.
When the breaking point comes you will be remembered as one of the money people who helped accelerate that
inevitable march. The destruction of Net Neutrality is just one aspect of the rotting political and economic system in
America. Please continue to uphold it.

------------------------------ Email 2,897 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I have already felt the effects of the erosion of net neutrality.  streaming media sites that used to work fine with a low
bandwidth are now being blocked.

It's a grim future.  Net Neutrality is very important to me and the country.

John Repass
207 Meadow Lane
Mars Hill, NC 28754
US

------------------------------ Email 2,898 ------------------------------

From: pwparker01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:03
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Subject: Net neutrality
Please do not let the ISPs dictate the terms on what is important on the internet. By letting them create a "fast lane" it
also creates another group of slow lanes and if you want to go fast, you would need to pay. While this doesn't affect the
consumer directly, companies affected by this will then raise prices on consumers, making them foot the fast lane bill.

So please support net neutrality and let everything on the internet be in the same lane.

------------------------------ Email 2,899 ------------------------------

From: mschaut22
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthew Schaut
3720 27thAve S
Minneapolis, MN 55406

------------------------------ Email 2,900 ------------------------------

From: glassac
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

        I am writing to express my great displeasure to hear that the FCC has abandoned Net Neutrality.  The free and
equal internet is one of, if not the only bastion of equality left in American society.  A free internet - where all
information is treated equally and innovation is nurtured - has arguably led to one of the greatest expansions of human
knowledge this world has ever known.  As a scientist for whom the free internet has benefited greatly, I am deeply
saddened to learn about the FCC's current agenda.   Unfortunately, your agency seems to have been bought out and
taken a politically palatable route rather than standing behind innovation and forward progress.  I truly hope that you
and your agency will reconsider this choice, and think deeply about what your current path means for our country.

Sincerely,

--
Adam C. Glass
Visiting Assistant Professor of Chemistry
Pacific Lutheran University
Tacoma, WA 98447

------------------------------ Email 2,901 ------------------------------
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From: dmills
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Donna Schwartz Mills

CA 91344

------------------------------ Email 2,902 ------------------------------

From: goos1473
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:05
Subject: Do you even read these?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sean Goossens

------------------------------ Email 2,903 ------------------------------

From: ethanogilby
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ethan Ogilby (  writes:

Please don't let the common folk down. This is an important ruling and it should be obvious to you and your associates
which way to vote. PLEASE maintain net neutrality. Don't give America another reason to be disappointed by its
government. Please do the right thing.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,904 ------------------------------

From: julesnyc420
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Juliet Menditto
1708 Gates Avenue Apt 2R
Ridgewood, NY 11385

------------------------------ Email 2,905 ------------------------------

From: fox248
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brett Fox
37th St.
Anacortes, WA 9822

------------------------------ Email 2,906 ------------------------------

From: jacob.jw.burden
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:09
Subject: How to keep the web truly open and innovative:
Hello,

Broadband access should be classified as a Title II telecommunications service.

Thank you,

Jacob

------------------------------ Email 2,907 ------------------------------

From: dutchmarchani
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Anthony Marchani
1105 Spring Street
#601
Seattle, WA 98104

------------------------------ Email 2,908 ------------------------------

From: rcuthomas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:10
Subject: Maintain net neutrality
The reason we must preserve net neutrality is because allowing big companies to buy preferential access to consumers
will prevent small companies with better technologies from reaching those consumers. In short, it will shut out
innovation. It will lock in existing technologies and existing big companies, hobbling if not outright preventing future
technologies and future improvements from becoming viable in the marketplace. This is not in the best interest of the
United States. Please preserve net neutrality.

Thank you.

R. Thomas
Palo Alto, CA

------------------------------ Email 2,909 ------------------------------

From: vivian perry
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media,

 We must preserve net neutrality to preserve our freedom.

This is that critical.

Vivian Perry
1906 Jackson
Oakland, CA 94612
US
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------------------------------ Email 2,910 ------------------------------

From: mgelbaum
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please make sure to keep net neutrality.
Thank you very much, Martin Gelbaum

Martin Gelbaum

CA 94556

------------------------------ Email 2,911 ------------------------------

From: keikun
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:13
Subject: Fcc net neutrality guidelines
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I would like to say that you should actually give a clear answer about the new guidelines. I believe you should rethink
who you are trying to serve. What the cable companies want to do is just gouge everyone and make everything more
expensive. You can see it in every area that there are only one or two providers in an area. I do not believe that there is a
 way to please everyone in this scenario due to the fact that they are already over charge for the service we do get and
because of that greed we as a nation are like 16th or 17th on the list and it seems that you are not being productive about
 it. I do hope that you change your mind about actually helping the people of this nation instead of helping big
corporations that just want to stagnate instead of actually innovate.

Regards

Andrew Heintz III

------------------------------ Email 2,912 ------------------------------

From: mat.crawford
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:14
Subject: Keep the internet open!
No provider should be able to prioritize any of the bits transmitted across its fiber or copper. Period. This stifles
competition, rips off the consumer, and opens the door for deals that hurt everyone except for those making those deals.

Get it done.

- Matthew Crawford

------------------------------ Email 2,913 ------------------------------

From: greygeek77
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 19:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality.  The reasons  are simple:
1) Verizon and the other giant ISPs do NOT own the Internet.  Its creation was funded by the American taxpayer.
2) The ISPs DO NOT own the content that is contained in the packets that flow over the Internet.
3) Verizon, AT&T, TimeWarner, Comcast and all the rest ALREADY collect fees from both ends of a connection.
Content providers have to pay fees to ISP's to establish a presence on the Internet.  Consumers also have to pay a fee to
the ISPs for an internet connection.
4)  The problem is bandwidth.  The Telecoms and cable companies were paid BILLIONS in the 1990s to upgrade from
Copper to Fiber Optic.  They chose to pocket the money and stay with Copper.  Now, they want to create artificial
scarcity as a justification for charging more for a "premium" connection.  The ISPs cannot "speed up" the flow of
packets on the Internet.  When the bottle neck is the bandwidth of Copper wire (the "last mile") the "premium"
connection is nothing more than avoiding the killing the "ACK" packets the receiver (consumer) sends back to the
sender (content creator), forcing the sender to resend the dropped packet, slowing down the flow of content from the
sender.  "Premium" content providers are identified by their IP address.  So, everyone else has their connection
deliberately slowed so that "premium" providers have a less congested bandwidth.

The solution is to force the ISPs to finish the rollout of fiber optic to ALL homes and businesses in America, so that
instead of fiddling around with sub 50Mb bandwidths Americans can enjoy 50Gb bandwidths.

In other words, if this "new" net neutrality wins what the American citizen will see, yet again, is the triumph of greed.

Jerr L Kreps
3821 Eagle Ridge Road
Apt 26
Lincoln, NE 68516
US

------------------------------ Email 2,914 ------------------------------

From: blcagnew
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Mr. Wheeler:

I'm writing to urge you to reconsider the FCC's current decisions regarding the new ruling allowing for charging certain
sites or services for preferential traffic treatment. The internet is one of the few great equalizers in our society, a wealth
of free information and expression (the right thereto being Constitutional), and must be kept free and neutral.

There are already enough socioeconomic divides in this country, and we should not allow the information highway to
become another one of them.

Brendan Agnew

------------------------------ Email 2,915 ------------------------------

From: malatin3
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 19:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
I've recently heard of the plan to allow ISPs to charge for an
internet fast lane. I cannot believe for even a second that this
decision is in the best interest of the consumers. Please reconsider
this plan and reclassify the carriers as Title II. Internet has become
ingrained in our daily lives and is a fundamental right and should not
be limited by a third party.

------------------------------ Email 2,916 ------------------------------

From: dominic.maggio
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am extremely disappointed that the FCC appears to be reversing its position on net neutrality and capitulating to
corporate interests over the interests of the American people whom you are supposed to represent.

If you allow the internet to have fast and slow lanes you will raise costs on all consumers for anything internet related,
and basically hand companies like comcast the ability to dictate content, speeds, and price of anything web based. This
is unacceptable. You have a mandate to protect the interests of the American people and not set yourself up for a 7
figure salary with a telecom after a few year stint of screwing us over at the FCC.

The president of the United States has made it clear that he supports net neutrality.
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality, What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there."

I will be asking both my representatives as well as the White House to oppose these changes to net neutrality and to ask
you to step down as you clearly have turned your back on your responsibilities as FCC chairman as well as on the
American people.

Sincerely,
Dominic Maggio

------------------------------ Email 2,917 ------------------------------

From: l-voter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Laura Wickline

 97218

------------------------------ Email 2,918 ------------------------------

From: shawnw1022
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to strongly urge you to protect Net Neutrality.  I believe the purpose of the FCC is to act in the interest of
the American people rather than the interest or corporations.  An open Internet promotes democracy and freedom by
allowing everyone free access to all information available - not just the information a corporation pays to be made
available.

As a user of the internet, I want to be able to have EQUAL access to whatever content I MYSELF want.

Thanks for your consideration.  I trust you will do what is right for the individual not the privileged few.

Sincerely,
Shawn White

Shawn White

US

------------------------------ Email 2,919 ------------------------------

From: renee
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Renee Anderson

 94112

------------------------------ Email 2,920 ------------------------------

From: blorvis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:16
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Why in the world would you think that less neutrality is a good idea? And why is my first thought about you that you've
been paid off?  Before you die, can you look back on this decision and say that you did the most good for the most
people?  It doesn't always have to be about money!

Glenn Rice
1205 NE 69th Ave.
Portland, OR 97213
US

------------------------------ Email 2,921 ------------------------------

From: ellisonka
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:17
Subject: Really?  Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

It is wrong to allow corporate takeover for the Internet.  It is that simple.

Kay Ellison
4303 NE 14th Avenue
Vancouver, WA 98663
US

------------------------------ Email 2,922 ------------------------------

From: aqua.and.fire
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:18
Subject: The Internet is a public utility
The internet SHOULD become a public utility, listen to the masses, don't be a ****

yours sincerely,

Fionn English

------------------------------ Email 2,923 ------------------------------

From: sjcapegreen
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:19
Subject: Protect Public Ownership of Airwaves/Freedom of Speech.
Please vote to continue internet neutrality. Richard Raimonde, Millville, N.J.  First Class Radiotelephone License holder
 since 1978, when the FCC actually regulated the public airwaves. Thank You.

------------------------------ Email 2,924 ------------------------------
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From: james067
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

james brewer
6710 dawson rd
greenwood, AR 72936

------------------------------ Email 2,925 ------------------------------

From: nauset2003
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nancy Gerson (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,
I have been reading about the proposed rules for the internet...rules that will allow, as usual it seems these days, large
corporations to make special deals with internet providers and perhaps even programs.  I suspect you've gotten much e
mail regarding this already.  So, I won't make this a long comment--just a sincere plea for preserving internet usage for
customers/consumers...a free space (annoying as it is sometimes!).  Corporate America's footprint is so everywhere, we
Main Street citizens are feeling like we are last in line.  Please, designate broadband companies as
common carriers under the law.  (maybe that way we can actually keep up with European usage!)  I sincerely hope you
will stand for the citizens, for the best for all.  Thank you.  Sincerely, Nancy Gerson
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,926 ------------------------------

From: joseph.wierzbicki
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:21
Subject: broadband access should be a Title II telecommunications service.
Dear Tom Wheeler,

We need the internet declared a Title II telecom, or even treated like a public utility. You wouldn't let the electric
company lower the Kwh to your house because they don't like what kind of refrigerator you bought, so why do that to
the internet?

Sincerely,

Joseph Wierzbicki
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------------------------------ Email 2,927 ------------------------------

From: hibbitts
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:23
Subject: The internet is a public utility, please reclassify it as such!
Dear FCC commissioners,

Providing internet access and bandwidth is as fundamental a service as providing telephone, water or power service.

The water company does not care what kind of sink I own, nor does the power company care what kind of refrigerator I
own. Perhaps, if the power company made appliances, they could give me a discount on the power my fridge uses if I
purchased one made by them. This type of practice would clearly be anti-competitive, and yet, by not classifying
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service, you are permitting such anti-competitive treatment of a once
free and neutral internet.

Companies like Comcast (frequently voted as the worst company in terms of customer service) would love to charge
Netflix more than they would charge NBC-Universal, a company they own, to get the same amount of information to
my computer. The fact that netflix payed this blackmail doesn't indicate that it's fair to consumers, or in our best interest.

I pay Comcast to deliver me information, as long as what I'm asking for isn't illegal, I don't want Comcast to have any
other interests (I would prefer if they didn't even know what it was, if that were possible). Otherwise they have plenty of
 incentive to prop-up their own services and shut down their competitors, or simply extort successful companies (like
Netflix) by demanding they get a piece of the pie.

Please classify broadband service as a Title II telecommunications service.

Thank You,

David Hibbitts, PhD
University of California at Berkeley

------------------------------ Email 2,928 ------------------------------

From: bmik777
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bryan Mihalakis

------------------------------ Email 2,929 ------------------------------

From: mollison martha
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is an aspect of free speech which should never be corporatised or compromised.

The internet has been a an asset to transparency and democracy.

Do NOT limit internet neutrality!!!

Martha Mollison
2405 N Schofield Street
Portland, OR 97217
US

------------------------------ Email 2,930 ------------------------------

From: lgfocus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Linda Gentsch
4830 CR 140
Westcliffe, CO 81252

------------------------------ Email 2,931 ------------------------------

From: christine.paurus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:25
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christine Paurus
1007 Williamson Street, #4
Madison, WI 53703

------------------------------ Email 2,932 ------------------------------

From: xwing210
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
Do not allow these sleazy corporations do back room deals with ISP’s for bandwidth privileges. If mergers like the
Time Warner/Comcast deal go through and net neutrality disappears we as consumers are pretty screwed.

Ken Lewellen

------------------------------ Email 2,933 ------------------------------

From: 07cowboy07
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:25
Subject: Net Nuetrality

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I ask that you push through Net Neutrality and stop ISPs from driving up prices that should not be an issue. This will
cost the consumer and line the pocket books of the ISPs.  It is difficult for me to have internet at this point and enjoy
online videos for recreation. This bill will cause me to lose that lea sure, pleasure, and internet because we will not be
able to afford it. Internet is a necessity for my job, as a Radio Broadcaster, and my wife's job as an educator. I need the
internet for social media for my job, show prep and content, and my wife needs it for lesson planning, contacting
administrators and parents, online schooling, and grades for the school.  Without the internet, already at extremely high
prices, this will force us to spend time on public domains, if any would exist and make us vulnerable to identity theft
through the internet connections, more time at work, and less time with each other as a married couple.  I ask that you
realize how bad this will effect the American people. Please move for Title II and make ISPs Title II
telecommunications services.

My power company does not have the right to charge me extra for using a fridge that they don't like or approve of, why
would you allow ISPs to dictate how I use the internet?

I support Title II.
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-Clay Kennerk
 ??? - ??
 Among Men Harmony

------------------------------ Email 2,934 ------------------------------

From: ahimsamonkey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

It is clear that government now serves only corporate interests, not the interests of American citizenry!  It is a travesty to
 even CONSIDER ending net neutrality.  Prove me wrong by putting the needs of the people before your corporate
handlers.

Angela Paschall
7333 N Omaha Av
Portland, OR 97217
US

------------------------------ Email 2,935 ------------------------------

From: julian.mentasti
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:27
Subject: PLEASE NET NEUTRALITY

------------------------------ Email 2,936 ------------------------------

From: htechau
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:27
Subject: net neutrality
Please keep the internet neutral for everyone. Do not give preferential treatment to some sites and not others.

------------------------------ Email 2,937 ------------------------------

From: craigmill56
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Calvin Miller
4556 Sandy Creek Dr.
Liberty, NC 27298

------------------------------ Email 2,938 ------------------------------

From: d-burress
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Burress
912 Holiday Dr
Lawrence, KS 66049

------------------------------ Email 2,939 ------------------------------

From: alibertarian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Obviously, you've been bought by the interests of the ISPs.

There is already almost 0 competition in ISP services with only a single source in most locations and now they will be
allowed to charge both ends of the line, coming an going for access.

If this sort of plan was in place 5 years ago, we wouldn't have Facebook, Twitter, Kickstarter or any number of other
startups because they would never have made it.

What happened to the idea of "common carrier" regulation?

From what I've read, the FCC could declare the ISPs to be common carriers and then make this fair and open.

Robert Spaulding
2203 Mohawk Trail
Acworth, GA 30102

------------------------------ Email 2,940 ------------------------------

From: grizzalo
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 19:28
Subject: Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We need action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We need
net neutrality.

Jennifer Nitz
802 Front
Missoula, MT 59802
US

------------------------------ Email 2,941 ------------------------------

From: bb553
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Do Not End Net Neutrality; The Internet was created with our public resources to begin with, and should not become a
multi-tiered anti-democratic  "fast-lane" for the ultra-rich corporations.

The F.C.C. is supposed to work for the "common good" of the general public, not for the "half-a-percent".

The proposal by the current F.C.C. chairman is also worse than what the former F.C.C. chairman under the George W.
Bush administration tried to do.

Martin Totusek
1729 Northeast Northgate Way
Seattle, WA 98125
US

------------------------------ Email 2,942 ------------------------------

From: pbrassington
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Free and Equal access PLEASE!!

------------------------------ Email 2,943 ------------------------------

From: cypel69dandi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jurek Ladziak

------------------------------ Email 2,944 ------------------------------

From: triangularvision
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

A free and open internet is a critical tool and medium for participation in the democratic process. Please preserve that
tool for our democracy.

David Lopes

CA

------------------------------ Email 2,945 ------------------------------

From: andyxcho
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andrew Cho (  writes:

As a Net-neutrality advocate, I support that the new rules you want to propose threaten the Internetâ€™s free and open
culture. I do not support your advocacy for the murder of the open Internet. The Federal Communications Commission
should protect the people of the internet, not the rich and greedy corporations. As our founding father George
Washington wrote: "Few men have virtue to withstand the highest bidder." Prove me wrong.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,946 ------------------------------
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From: smithjj3
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jennifer Smith
1402 Richmond Ave Apt 306
Hosuton, TX 77006

------------------------------ Email 2,947 ------------------------------

From: dale.kidwell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:31
Subject: Monopolies, Crooks and Thieves
The more news that I read or hear only proves what I and most of Americans think; you and your ilk are for sell to the
highest bidder. Today, I already pay extra to have a high speed internet access. Now you thieves want to allow your
cronies to charge me more by letting the broadcasters and communication monopolies put their hand in my pocket by
going to the alternative source of entertainment.

If my voice counts, I prefer that the FCC take a stand and protect the people of the USA.

Dale Kidwell

------------------------------ Email 2,948 ------------------------------

From: talgren
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:31
Subject: Please restore 'net neutrality...
...and declare broadband ISPs Title II telecommunications.

Do you really want to injure American companies' competitiveness overseas or force people to pay 'per channel' fees,
further strengthening existing monopolies?

(I sure don't.)

Thank you.

Todd Algren
Sunnyvale, CA
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------------------------------ Email 2,949 ------------------------------

From: banebdjet
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Doug Ohnemus

------------------------------ Email 2,950 ------------------------------

From: cyberglobe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Barbara Waldman
4577 Olentangy River Road  Apt 111
Apt 111
Columbus, OH 43214

------------------------------ Email 2,951 ------------------------------

From: grquinones
To:

Date: 4/24/2014 19:34
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Subject: Keep Net Neutrality Alive
Mr. Wheeler,

I assume your inbox is being flooded right now, trust me; I hope the American people are calling to your attention of the
 issue that the FCC should classify broadband Access as a “Title II telecommunication service.” Just like a conversation
on the telephone between two people involved, a third party should not throttle nor have that connection held hostage to
higher paying fees. This would go directly against net neutrality, which will only stifle innovation and only allow access
 to highest bidder (Google, Yahoo, Net Flix, etc.) How would any other fledgling companies and startups be able to
compete? With the merger of Comcast and Time Warner, I believe you are very eager to keep your cronies happy to
broker another career after your term as chairman of the FCC, but at what price?

 Are you for the American People, or are you for deep pockets of these corporations?

Your history in the cable industry as a loyal lobbyist and now chairman of the FCC is alarming how political
contributions from corporations like Comcast and AT&T; similar to NCTA and CITA of  whom you were previously
associated with are putting the unethical coupling of politics, money and corruption all in alignment with what your next
 moves will be on this pressing issue.

Just because rich corporations parlay campaign funding for influence to create laws to protect them from the harm they
do to millions of struggling Americans in both the poor and middle class does not justify the corruption that you Mr.
Wheeler are about to be influence by.

When will the greed end and our political officials actually protect the American people from these injustices?

Regards and don’t be a sellout, because all you would be doing is selling out the opportunity of millions of Americans
to keep this country innovative for the future to come,

Gerald Robert Quinones

------------------------------ Email 2,952 ------------------------------

From: dragonz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:36
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
DBisaillon (  writes:

Please do not propose regulations that support major corporations and threaten small businesses on the internet.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,953 ------------------------------

From: adeclusin
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:36
Subject: Protecting and Promoting the Open Internet
Federal Communications Commission:

A free and open internet is largely responsible for spurring a technological revolution over the last two decades. Several
large companies like Google, Amazon, Facebook, etc. have this idea to thank for their success, which has allowed them
to create a large quantity of jobs for the American people.

The recent decision on Protecting and Promoting the Open Internet (Proceeding Number: 14-28) has raised concern by
many and for great reason. Allowing internet service providers to charge for priority access to their networks will create
an anti-competitive market and stifle technological innovation. It will be a detriment to both companies and consumers,
as each will inevitably see rising costs based upon this decision. Only those internet-based companies with deep pockets
 will be able to afford such costs, and new companies will be unable to flourish. It will create a situation where the rich
get richer and leave smaller companies with innovative ideas behind due to a much higher barrier to entry.

The internet is a vital communications utility, and it should be classified as such. This is why I strongly urge that you
begin to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. Access to the internet should be treated no
differently than telephone communications. It is a necessary communication device for many in today’s society, and
access to content should not be judged or restricted by service providers.

--
Thanks,
Anthony Declusin

------------------------------ Email 2,954 ------------------------------

From: jonyoung
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

If you do this it will end the democracy of the open internet.  We will be completely controlled by a corporate oligarchy
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which does not have the best interests of the people at heart.

YOU are the guardian of the people's interest in this case.  Please be a responsible and active guardian, don't just let this
travesty happen.

Jonathan Young
4030 mcclain way
carmichael, CA 95608
US

------------------------------ Email 2,955 ------------------------------

From: 6035330308
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:37
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Zane P. Whitney (6035330308) writes:

Hello. I disapprove of the new regulations by the FCC. The new regulations are, by definition, not network neutral at all
because they give preferential treatment to big businesses. I'm a student pursuing a degree in BA in Computer Science.
Suppose I have a really good idea for a new tech startup, which nowadays would certainly involve the web. How am I
supposed to compete with the big guys, if they can serve their content faster than me? The internet has been so great for
the past couple of decades because it's given people with great new ideas a chance to sell better things than the big guys,
 or sell the roughly the same thing, but cheaper. I other words, to be really disruptive and competitive. I think these
proposed rules are really anti-competitive. Isn't competition what were supposedly all about here in the U.S.? We have
to keep everyone on their toes, including the big guys. Please keep the web network neutral. Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,956 ------------------------------

From: darryl.warner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Darryl Warner

------------------------------ Email 2,957 ------------------------------

From: seth.h.thompson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:37
Subject: net neutrality
Hi everyone,

Please don't let Comcast, Verizon, AT&T, and others control the freedom to communicate among each other on the
internet. Please rethink your decisions about Net Neutrality. Let's keep an open and accessible internet for all of us.

Thank you!

Seth in Maine

------------------------------ Email 2,958 ------------------------------

From: lstockhausen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:38
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
L Stockhausen (  writes:

Do not end NET neutrality!!
If we want to keep up with the rest of the world economically and tecnologically we need a free and open Net. Please
don't end net neutrality, better yet make the NET a regulated public good and not a monopoly.
_Stock
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,959 ------------------------------

From: whitney.z
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:38
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Zane P. Whitney (  writes:

Hello. I disapprove of the new regulations by the FCC. The new regulations are, by definition, not network neutral at all
because they give preferential treatment to big businesses. I'm a student pursuing a degree in BA in Computer Science.
Suppose I have a really good idea for a new tech startup, which nowadays would certainly involve the web. How am I
supposed to compete with the big guys, if they can serve their content faster than me? The internet has been so great for
the past couple of decades because it's given people with great new ideas a chance to sell better things than the big guys,
 or sell the roughly the same thing, but cheaper. I other words, to be really disruptive and competitive. I think these
proposed rules are really anti-competitive. Isn't competition what were supposedly all about here in the U.S.? We have
to keep everyone on their toes, including the big guys. Please keep the web network neutral. Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,960 ------------------------------

From: jnicolpdx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Nicol
2331 North Terry Street
Portland, OR 97217

------------------------------ Email 2,961 ------------------------------

From: drmopar69charger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:38
Subject: fleecing the public
they tell me to be nice....nice is for nice people.....but are you guys in that useless office kidding me?

we already pay top dollar for the worlds WORST internet access speeds

I know its all about the money but you bottom line junkies need to back off at this point in Americas worse time. Cable
companies are simply ripping the public off and streaming companies are our only out.
LEAVE....THEM....ALONE!!.....leave the internet alone, go chase some criminals instead.

------------------------------ Email 2,962 ------------------------------

From: torene1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:39
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Patricia Lomelino (  writes:

I want REAL net neutrality preserved. Broadband should be regulated as a Title II Telecommunications Service under
the 1996 Telecommunications Act. The objective of holding an office such as yours is to continuously improve the
current and future endeavors of its policies. Remember that you will leave a legacy of your actions when you leave
office, and you should desire for that legacy to be something so good that each chairman after you will need to strive to
maintain your standards. Abandoning net neutrality would be an act of selfish tyranny. Companies aren't people. The
consumers that the companies serve are. A position of power is intended for those who work for the people, not for the
companies and not for themselves.
------------------------------------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,963 ------------------------------

From: musegaze
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:39
Subject: Please Preserve Net Neutrality

To:  Federal Communications Commission,
We all depend on the internet and its neutrality is paramount!

It depends on a democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet.

Please help preserve net neutrality by standing up for we the people and not for profit-hungry corporations.

Thank you.

Tim Holmes

Tim Holmes
446 N HOBACK
Helena, MT 59601
US

------------------------------ Email 2,964 ------------------------------

From: thebookwyrmwoman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Liz Peters

 75228

------------------------------ Email 2,965 ------------------------------

From: jacquely.sanders
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:40
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, . We want net neutrality.

Jacquelyn Sanders
5842 Stony Island Ave #2G
Chicago, IL 60637
US

------------------------------ Email 2,966 ------------------------------

From: stealth scenario
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:41
Subject: Please support net neutrality!
I support the classification of broadband access as a Title 2 communication service, and I really hope the FCC does the
right things this pivotal moment in history.

Adam Hurter
Boulder, Colorado

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 2,967 ------------------------------

From: rachelk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:41
Subject:
Dear Sirs and Madams:

The Internet is awesome. The Internet is freedom. Everyone can have a voice, and everyone's voice can be heard.

If net neutrality is compromised, this will no longer be the case. The Internet will become an oligarchy. As a concerned
citizen, I urge you to classify ISPs as common carriers. Doing so is simply common sense, and in line with the rest of
the telecommunications world. The Internet has become so much more than telephones ever could be. Don't allow it to
become controlled by the privileged few.

Thank you,

Rachel Fitzhugh

------------------------------ Email 2,968 ------------------------------

From: dreiley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am an avid internet user for a great many pastimes. Just generally "surfing the net", sending email, and online gaming.

Please stop the special interest groups, PACs, lobbyists and whoever else from ruining the internet as we know it.
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Please.

Let's keep going with the status quo as to how the internet has functioned up until now. Thank you for your time.

---Dan Reiley

------------------------------ Email 2,969 ------------------------------

From: rob.mciver
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:41
Subject: We need your help
Mr. Wheeler-
     Please help your country and fellow citizens by declaring the internet what it is. The internet is a public utility. It is
the same as water or electricity. It is fundamental to daily life and needs to be protected from corporate greed. You are
in a unique position to do something that is truly right. Not many people ever get the chance to do the right thing on
such a huge scale. Please for our sake and the sake of many generations of Americans to come send the big cable
companies and telecoms packing on this one. Their desire for money over all else is a prime example of the increasing
decay of our once great nation. Telling them "NO" would be taking one step back in the direction of an America that
leads by example. Please help before it is too late.  Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Rob McIver

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 2,970 ------------------------------

From: bmorgan384
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brandon Morgan
713 Campfire Rd SE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124

------------------------------ Email 2,971 ------------------------------

From: bnsrowe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:42
Subject: You Are Not A Representative Of Us.
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Mr. Wheeler,

               I pay for a internet that is trying to squeeze more money out of me and closing my connection to the world. I
have comcast internet and have a cap before I have to pay more money, I have a smart phone data cap then have to pay
more money. I already have to pay a VPN network just my connection is as fast as I pay for and have had to curb my
usage of the internet so I don't have to pay more money because all of these services combined I pay $500.00 a month.
That's HALF of my mortgage payment.

        HOW MUCH MORE MONEY DO THE ISP'S WANT??????

------------------------------ Email 2,972 ------------------------------

From: mateoptmd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

matthew puffer
1107A chestnut st
oakland, CA 94607

------------------------------ Email 2,973 ------------------------------

From: dragonz2444
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:44
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joseph Bisaillon (  writes:

As a Net-neutrality advocate, I support that the new rules you want to propose threaten the Internetâ€™s free and open
culture. I do not support your advocacy for the murder of the open Internet. The Federal Communications Commission
should protect the people of the internet, not the rich and greedy corporations. As our founding father George
Washington wrote: "Few men have virtue to withstand the highest bidder." Prove me wrong.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,974 ------------------------------

From: 8e6a123c
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:44
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Allen

------------------------------ Email 2,975 ------------------------------

From: jjw1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jessica Williams
8320 Bainbridge Loop NE
Lacey, WA 98516

------------------------------ Email 2,976 ------------------------------

From: ehoppenbrouwers
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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President Obama has always said that he strongly supports net neutrality. He even promised that the new FCC chairman
Mr.T.Wheeler is on his side. From what is being discussed and promoted at the moment I am afraid that President
Obama will be eating his words.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Elke Hoppenbrouwers
152 Allison Way
East Haven, CT 06512

------------------------------ Email 2,977 ------------------------------

From: emna885
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:47
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality!
Hi Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed.  This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now was the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism and uncensored
thought.  I know that you used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner
Meredith Baker went from being FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs.  I know you are
likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome of cable
companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation.  For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online.  The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.  It is inconceivable that you
believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone bedsides MAJOR corporations.  You are selling
 out the public good to line your pockets.  If net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the
issue.  Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades.  DO NOT LET THIS HAPPEN.

CLASSIFY THE INTERNET AS A TYPE II TELECOMMUNICATION SERVICE!

Thank you for your time.  I hope you make the right choice.  Don't be evil.

------------------------------ Email 2,978 ------------------------------

From: kampsp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:48
Subject: SHAME ON THE FCC
Net neutrality is essential to democracy.

Shame on you,

Kristine Anstine
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1708 Ward St

Berkeley Ca 94703

------------------------------ Email 2,979 ------------------------------

From: dbisdorf
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I urge you not to take action that could restrict free and equal access to the Internet. Please preserve Net Neutrality.

Don Bisdorf
3670 Eli
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
US

------------------------------ Email 2,980 ------------------------------

From: dmarsee
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:49
Subject: Regarding the recent change in Special Access rules
Tom/Mignon/Jessica/Ajit/Mike,

Thanks for taking the time to read this message. I'm a Web Designer with a small internet business on the side. The
recent choices you've made to changing the rules that govern the Internet concern me greatly.

The Internet, as it has historically been organized, has been a boon for small businesspeople like myself who can take
their ideas and share them with the whole world. And purely based on the quality of the product or service, and my
ability to get the word out, my business has succeeded or failed.

In the days before the Internet, the ability to reach a critical mass of customers to make a business viable was
astronomically higher than it has been in recent years. And this has helped to grow the economy and make new markets
where there were none before. We are living in a small-business renaissance because of this newfound freedom.

Now, with this new rule, it is possible for the companies that make up much of the backbone of the Internet to charge
variable pricing to whomever they want. This will increase the cost of doing business for any company whose product
or service the ISPs disagree with or want to compete with. I fear that a lot of the egalitarianism that exemplified the first
decades of the Internet will be lost in this new world of variable pricing.

Please reconsider, and don't allow the power of the big ISPs to dictate the terms of internet use to increase beyond what
they already have.

-Dave

------------------------------ Email 2,981 ------------------------------
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From: cunningjc10
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:49
Subject: If you like your job, keep the internet free
To put it simply, your job is to protect technology and keep it fare, and you know just as well as I do that Comcast,
Verizon and AT&T don't have your best interest because they won't get you job security. Please keep the internet free,
because even if you don't agree, most Americans (the people you are supposed to represent) want it that way.

------------------------------ Email 2,982 ------------------------------

From: max louie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Camilla Crossgrove

 06238

------------------------------ Email 2,983 ------------------------------

From: ginniwood
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Virginia Wood
3527 Nottingham Ct. #3
Boulder, CO 80304

------------------------------ Email 2,984 ------------------------------

From: jamesroberthayden
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:50
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Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality!
Chairman Wheeler,

The internet has become a intrinsic part of modern society, and the reality is that many customers do not have a choice
between different ISPs based on their location.  Allowing these companies to restrict and/or favor content at their
discretion by manipulating bandwidth is simply unacceptable if we hope to continue using the internet as a means of
free speech, innovation and job creation.  Following the appeals court decision, the Federal Communications
Commission has the power to stop Internet providers from selling bandwidth to the highest bidder.  Reclassify
broadband Internet access as a Title II telecommunications service and preserve net neutrality before it's too late.

Thank you for your time,

James Hayden

------------------------------ Email 2,985 ------------------------------

From: seth.h.thompson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:50
Subject: Re: net neutrality
Hi all again,

I wish I could take credit for this but I can't,

"A good idea, but its too vague. We need the internet declared a Title II telecom. Or treated like a public utility. They
wouldn't let the electric company lower the Kwh to your house because they don't like what kind of refrigerator you
bought."

Please consider this and keeping the internet an equal playing field!

Seth

On Thu, Apr 24, 2014 at 7:37 PM, Seth Thompson
< mailto:  wrote:

   Hi everyone,

   Please don't let Comcast, Verizon, AT&T, and others control the freedom to communicate among each other on the
internet. Please rethink your decisions about Net Neutrality. Let's keep an open and accessible internet for all of us.

   Thank you!

   Seth in Maine

------------------------------ Email 2,986 ------------------------------

From: towhd1



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:50
Subject: Net Neutrality is Important
Tom Wheeler,

I wanted to write to you and let you know how important I believe net neutrality is. I believe you and your agency can
do a much better job of protecting the internet as we know it. The internet should be defined as a utility in today's world.
 At the very least it needs to be protected from corporate interests in much more clearly defined terms. You have the
support, please work harder at achieving this. Many Americans are worried.

Though I do appreciate the FCC's post defending Tesla (despite being a different issue). I think you know how
important some of these issues are.

Thank you for your time,

Tom Zeien, a very concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 2,987 ------------------------------

From: akazerouninia
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:51
Subject: Net neutrality
I'm a consumer of the internet and a voter. Please do not allow ISPs to negotiate fast lanes with companies willing to
pay. This would be anti competitive to smaller providers of competing products, limiting the equality inherent to the
internet. For example, the inferior on demand offerings by Comcast do not have to compete with the superior Netflix
service under the current system. The decisions you make now will be written about in history books. Don't be
remembered as someone responsible for taking the internet from everyone and handing it over to those able to pay the
most.

Amir Kazerouninia, MD PhD

------------------------------ Email 2,988 ------------------------------

From: hughesmvannish
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mary Vann Hughes
799 Park Avenue, 13C
New York, NY 10021

------------------------------ Email 2,989 ------------------------------
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From: telco
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Commissioner Wheeler,

We all know you are looking for a top $ job after your stint at the FCC. We all know you came from the lobbyists for
telecom.

Nonetheless, Net neutrality is absolutely necessary for the Internet to survive and thrive.

The Internet was developed by the US Government and a few University guru’s. It was NOT developed by private
money. DO NOT give providers the ability to discriminate among content providers.

Thérèse E. Lucier

1009 S Wilson St

Tempe AZ 85281

866-900-8526 Toll Free

------------------------------ Email 2,990 ------------------------------

From: kurtzern
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ernest Kurtz
1235 Bardstown Trail
Ann Arbor, MI 48105

------------------------------ Email 2,991 ------------------------------

From: davidlein
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/24/2014 19:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Lein (  writes:

Net neutrality means no regulation. Making regulation that regulates what regulation can be regulated is still regulation.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,992 ------------------------------

From: monique.berger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Monique Berger (  writes:

I am STRONGLY against replacing net neutrality with a system that favors corporate interests and lobbyists. Access to
the internet is required for much of daily life, and by allowing those with deeper pockets to control it, the FCC would be
 creating inequality of access.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 2,993 ------------------------------

From: drewsdad2013
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:55
Subject:
I am writing this email as a concerned citizen. In a time where the government really allows no say from the majority on
 most issues any more i beg you to help insure the Internet remains an unbiased and equal place for information and
entertainment. There seems to be to much government oversight in all the wrong areas and not enough in the right ones.
Please don't allow another public utility to be controlled by the top tier of the population and distributed to the masses as
 they see fit. Thank you for your time and consideration

------------------------------ Email 2,994 ------------------------------

From: aestivaltide
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:55
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

It is incredibly important that we in the United States preserve internet neutrality.  I pay a substantive fee for my internet
 service.  I should be allowed to use and access the internet however I want.  Comcast, my ISP, should not be allowed to
 extort payment from companies to get to me in a timely way - and for something I already pay for.

The internet has changed many things in the past 20 years.  Businesses that didn't exist then are huge now.  Net
neutrality is important for fostering that culture of innovation - from the start-ups in Silicon Valley to the mom in the
midwest who supplements her income through her crafting.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Better yet, declare internet access a public utility.  If I want water piped into my home, I have one choice.  It's the same
for power.  If I want fast internet, I have one choice.  Treat it like what it is.

Jennifer Duarte
952 Trophy Dr.
Mountain View CA 94040

------------------------------ Email 2,995 ------------------------------

From: tumbleweed789
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 19:55
Subject: net neutrality
The new rules proposed are not real net neutrality. I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II
telecommunications service."

------------------------------ Email 2,996 ------------------------------

From: mbrandt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Support the people not the plutocrats!  Doesn't anyone in Washington care about ordinary people?  Do you have to be a
millionaire in Washington to get the time of fday?  Stop coddling the plutocrats!

Michael Brandt

OH 43215
US

------------------------------ Email 2,997 ------------------------------

From: andrew.wareham
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:59
Subject: Title 2
I support title 2.

Thanks,

Andrew Wareham

Senior Consultant

Chicago ProTech

312 374 9770
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------------------------------ Email 2,998 ------------------------------

From: dsladwick
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:59
Subject: net neutrality
I as well as million the other one hard working Americans support net neutrality do not sell our internet out to
corporations.

"What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you're
getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different
websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is that there is this incredible
equality there."
President Barack Obama

And I reckon that says it all.
sincerely
Derrick Sladwick
Santa Cruz
California
USA

------------------------------ Email 2,999 ------------------------------

From: macromorgan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 19:59
Subject: Don't Break The Internet!
Let's look at these comments one by one, shall we?

"There has been a great deal of misinformation that has recently surfaced regarding the draft Open Internet Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking that we will today circulate to the Commission."

I will agree with this, but unfortunately the misinformation is coming from you directly sir, as well as the companies
that stand to benefit most from such changes.

"The Notice does not change the underlying goals of transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no unreasonable
discrimination among users established by the 2010 Rule."

What constitutes unreasonable, sir? Is it reasonable to assume that a business would favor their own streaming service if
 one is offered?  Suppose rather than favoring its own streaming service, it merelylets peering agreements languish,
degrading the performance of services that refuse to be extorted?  The fact that in the case of cable companies which
have a traditional video service that competes with the likes of Netflix, Hulu and Amazon; or AT&T and Verizon which
 are launching or have launched their own streaming services means these companies will have every economic
incentive to discriminate in as many ways as they can find.

“To be very direct, the proposal would establish that behavior harmful to consumers or competition by limiting the
openness of the Internet will not be permitted.”

That is exactly what your proposal will do!  What makes the internet great is that any small business can compete with a
 larger one, because all traffic plays by the same rules.  Would Netflix have ever even gotten off the ground if they had
to pay to play to each and every last mile service provider?  Would Google have been as successful if they had to
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compete initially against more heavily funded competitors who were paying ISPs at the time for faster access?  The
open and equitable exchange of traffic has made the internet the dominant force in economic growth that it is, and
allowed the information economy in the United States to flourish.  By allowing more heavily funded companies to
dominate the market, innovation will come to a halt in the United States.  Expect that when the open internet ends, these
 great and innovative ideas we have come to expect from our technology sector will cease to exist, and instead the
prosperity from them will go to the countries that keep access on a level playing field for all entrants.

“The Court of Appeals made it clear that the FCC could stop harmful conduct if it were found to not be ‘commercially
reasonable.’”

It’s “commercially reasonable” to give preferential treatment to those who pay you, and to let languish the parts of your
network that deliver content that competes with you.

“The Notice will also observe that the Commission believes it has the authority under Supreme Court precedent to
identify behavior that is flatly illegal.”

I’d argue that incumbents today are using their position as monopolies to stifle competition that competes with them.
Broadband caps, peering disagreements and traffic shaping ensure that users receive a sub-optimal experience when
using services other than what their ISP wants them to use.  I’m pretty sure we have laws that prevent a company from
using one monopoly to create another; what are you going to do about this?

“The allegation that it will result in anti-competitive price increases for consumers is also unfounded.”

Let’s see how this plays out.  Netflix can’t reach users because Comcast won’t honor its peering commitments. Comcast
 demands money from Netflix.  Netflix has to oblige, or else it goes out of business.  Netflix raises prices to cover this
new “fee”.  Sure, Comcast didn’t raise their customer’s bills for internet service, but they did raise their customer’s bills
for service over the internet.  To say anti-competitive price increases won’t happen and aren’t happening is at best an
ignorant statement, and at worst a downright lie.

“That is exactly what the “commercially unreasonable” test will protect against: harm to competition and consumers
stemming from abusive market activity”

Is that what you’re doing today?  Because you’re doing it wrong.

You are the FCC.  It’s your job to act in the best interest of the consumer.  We as consumers don’t have a choice in
service providers; natural monopoly market conditions limit the majority of the country to either 2 or 1 providers for
wireline broadband access, for which there is no suitable substitute.  I humbly ask that you do your job and look out for
our best interest as consumers.  Regulate when appropriate, seek to introduce competition when you can, and ensure the
primary vehicle of economic growth in the 21st century doesn’t get sold to the highest bidder.

------------------------------ Email 3,000 ------------------------------

From: macromorgan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher Morgan (  writes:

Your Blog post today left me with a sour taste in my mouth.  You plan on personally guaranteeing that the open and free
 internet we know and love will come to an end.

"There has been a great deal of misinformation that has recently surfaced regarding the draft Open Internet Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking that we will today circulate to the Commission."
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I will agree with this, but unfortunately the misinformation is coming from you directly sir, as well as the companies
that stand to benefit most from such changes.

"The Notice does not change the underlying goals of transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no unreasonable
discrimination among users established by the 2010 Rule."

What constitutes unreasonable, sir? Is it reasonable to assume that a business would favor their own streaming service if
 one is offered?  Suppose rather than favoring its own streaming service, it merely lets peering agreements languish,
degrading the performance of services that refuse to be extorted?  The fact that in the case of cable companies which
have a traditional video service that competes with the likes of Netflix, Hulu and Amazon; or AT&T and Verizon which
 are launching or have launched their own streaming services means these companies will have every economic
incentive to discriminate in as many ways as they can find.
“To be very direct, the proposal would establish that behavior harmful to consumers or competition by limiting the
openness of the Internet will not be permitted.”
That is exactly what your proposal will do!  What makes the internet great is that any small business can compete with a
 larger one, because all traffic plays by the same rules.  Would Netflix have ever even gotten off the ground if they had
to pay to play to each and every last mile service provider?  Would Google have been as successful if they had to
compete initially against more heavily funded competitors who were paying ISPs at the time for faster access?  The
open and equitable exchange of traffic has made the internet the dominant force in economic growth that it is, and
allowed the information economy in the United States to flourish.  By allowing more heavily funded companies to
dominate the market, innovation will come to a halt in the United States.  Expect that when the open internet ends, these
 great and innovative ideas we have come to expect from our technology sector will cease to exist, and instead the
prosperity from them will go to the countries that keep access o
 n a level playing field for all entrants.
“The Court of Appeals made it clear that the FCC could stop harmful conduct if it were found to not be ‘commercially
reasonable.’”
It’s “commercially reasonable” to give preferential treatment to those who pay you, and to let languish the parts of your
network that deliver content that competes with you.
“The Notice will also observe that the Commission believes it has the authority under Supreme Court precedent to
identify behavior that is flatly illegal.”
I’d argue that incumbents today are using their position as monopolies to stifle competition that competes with them.
Broadband caps, peering disagreements and traffic shaping ensure that users receive a sub-optimal experience when
using services other than what their ISP wants them to use.  I’m pretty sure we have laws that prevent a company from
using one monopoly to create another; what are you going to do about this?
“The allegation that it will result in anti-competitive price increases for consumers is also unfounded.”
Let’s see how this plays out.  Netflix can’t reach users because Comcast won’t honor its peering commitments. Comcast
 demands money from Netflix.  Netflix has to oblige, or else it goes out of business.  Netflix raises prices to cover this
new “fee”.  Sure, Comcast didn’t raise their customer’s bills for internet service, but they did raise their customer’s bills
for service over the internet.  To say anti-competitive price increases won’t happen and aren’t happening is at best an
ignorant statement, and at worst a downright lie.
“That is exactly what the “commercially unreasonable” test will protect against: harm to competition and consumers
stemming from abusive market activity”
Is that what you’re doing today?  Because you’re doing it wrong.
You are the FCC.  It’s your job to act in the best interest of the consumer.  We as consumers don’t have a choice in
service providers; natural monopoly market conditions limit the majority of the country to either 2 or 1 providers for
wireline broadband access, for which there is no suitable substitute.  I humbly ask that you do your job and look out for
our best interest as consumers.  Regulate when appropriate, seek to introduce competition when you can, and ensure the
primary vehicle of economic growth in the 21st century doesn’t get sold to the highest bidder.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,001 ------------------------------
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From: dnall443
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please know that I am very concerned about the free unobstructed, and uncensored
status of the internet as it is today.

Once you open the gate to government interference it cannot be closed.

If you decide to go ahead with your plan to allow preferential treatment for any group will be detrimental to the
freedoms now enjoyed by every end user.

The Internet will dominated by the guy with the most money and thus become biased in his favor.

This is a bad thing for everyone concerned.

KEEP THE INTERNET FREE OF GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION!

L.D. Nall

------------------------------ Email 3,002 ------------------------------

From: armandogaribay
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:01
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality
April 24, 2014

From: Armando Garibay

To: Chairman Tom Wheeler & the FCC Leaders

Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules

Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you because I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service"
under the under the Communications Act.

I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
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Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htmhttp://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810
_002683.html

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
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companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with th

------------------------------ Email 3,003 ------------------------------

From: lizfinley.math
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:01
Subject: Protect net neutrality
Please protect net neutrality with FCC rules.  Allowing internet providers to charge for preferential treatment is not
acceptable.

------------------------------ Email 3,004 ------------------------------

From: cnsshaffer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susan Shaffer
1640 S Browns Dam Dr
New Oxford, PA 17350

------------------------------ Email 3,005 ------------------------------
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From: william.c.cahill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman and Commissioners

I am in favor of Net Neutrality. My understanding is that the Commission had also backed the notion of Net Neutrality;
but recently has changed paths.

I do not appreciate the Commission's change on this subject.

But, you can remedy your gross mistake: take whatever steps necessary to re-classify broadband access as a Title II
Telecommunication Service.

Net Neutrality is important.

-William Cahill,
concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 3,006 ------------------------------

From: nursieem
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Emily Liver
505 E Kearney Blvd
Fresno, CA 93706

------------------------------ Email 3,007 ------------------------------

From: baalbarith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please rethink abandoning net neutrality.  This will only hurt people of lower income while funneling even more money
into the pockets of the already wealthy. Donvt be part of the government that only helps the wealthy.

Thank you.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 3,008 ------------------------------

From: alex reynard
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality is not optional. We either have it, or we regress and stagnate. No one except the few who already have
more than enough benefits from ending it. Do you stand on the side of money or progress?

Morgan Kohl
n/a
Royal Oak, MI 48067
US

------------------------------ Email 3,009 ------------------------------

From: jimpolichak
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:02
Subject: How about an Internet Bill of Rights instead of Screwing the Public?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The plan you and the FCC are proposing {at least as explained on NPR} has the potential to alter the Internet in ways
that will allow large existing companies to prevent the growth {conception?} of competing sites.
How can a start-up vie against NetFlix {for example} when Netflix can buy bandwidth that is denied to {or too
expensive for} a new site?
The same goes for a search engine that wants to challenge Google.
How about new e-mail sites?  E-mail today is free to everyone.  If no one can start a new e-mail site because of the
expense of bandwidth we'll all be paying for our e-mail accounts soon.
How about political bloggers who will have to compete with the New York Times or FoxNews at 10 to 20 times their
speed?
HOW ABOUT REGULATIONS THAT WON'T ALLOW COMCAST {ETC.} TO SELL MORE THAN TWICE THE
FREELY AVAILABLE BANDWIDTH?
I PAY $60 A MONTH NOW FOR HIGH {?} SPEED INTERNET.  NOW YOU ARE GOING TO ALLOW THAT
ONLY INTERNET ACCESS I CAN GET TO SLOW DOWN SOME SITES IN FAVOR OF THOSE WHO WILL
PAY THEM ON THE OTHER END, TOO!!!

Jim Polichak
36 Woodlawn Ave
Selden, NY 11784
US

------------------------------ Email 3,010 ------------------------------

From: patio54
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
patrick kelley

------------------------------ Email 3,011 ------------------------------

From: tarnemj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioner,

My name is Michael Tarne and I am a 22-year old student at Hendrix College in Arkansas. I've never taken a particular
interest in politics before now, but the situation regarding the recent changes to the FCC's Net Neutrality laws are setting
 a truly worrisome direction for our country. Hence, for the first time in my life, I've decided to write to my
congressman and get involved. The internet is arguably the greatest creation of my lifetime, a tool for the free exchange
of ideas among anyone. Somehow, though, along the way, the United States has fallen leaps and bounds behind other
countries in the world, particularly those in Europe. Why is this being allowed to happen? I know I’m not the only
person to wonder if our policy makers understand the gravity of the situation. Comcast, Verizon, and AT&T have
created an environment that is completely against the spirit of the internet.

To understand why I am so passionate about the issue of Net Neutrality, let me explain. Just today I read that the FCC
plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional speed. This is the
first step towards destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporations to control what
was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. The ISPs claim that this is a cost of business; that
companies should pay for the bandwidth they use. They already do! This is charging twice for the same service, and the
cost will undoubtedly be passed right along to the consumer. No one in their right mind should support these rulings, but
 somehow, Net Neutrality is still eroding away.

If I may be so arrogant as to cite my youth as a point of expertise on this matter, let me add this: I do not believe that
many older Americans, including much of Congress and the House of Representatives, understand exactly what is being
 given up by allowing the destruction of the FCC’s Net Neutrality rules. I mean no disrespect when I say this: The best
advice I can offer to anyone making rulings on technological issues is to listen to your kids. Listen to other young
Americans. This is more than just higher costs for Netflix; it’s a direct barrier to entry for any company or individual
wishing to do business online. With the destruction of Net Neutrality comes the end of the last decade of technological
innovation. There is a wealth of voter support to be had for any elected official who takes a pro-Net Neutrality stand.

Thank you very much for your time. Sincerely,

Michael Tarne



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 3,012 ------------------------------

From: hootjack
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:07
Subject: Net Neutrality Is Necessary: DO NOT END

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Net neutrality is necessary for fostering innovation, which is the engine for a healthy economy. Do not end net
neutrality. Keep the playing field equal.

Jack Stull
595 Roca St
Ashland, OR 97520
US

------------------------------ Email 3,013 ------------------------------

From: lima_irvin
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:07
Subject: We need net neutrality back

this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
 information, not mess with it.

------------------------------ Email 3,014 ------------------------------

From: tommacchia
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tom Macchia
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------------------------------ Email 3,015 ------------------------------

From: mkates
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:08
Subject: Open internet comment
In the Boston Globe of April 24 it is reported that “the Federal Communications Commission will propose rules that
would allow Internet service providers [ISPs] to offer a faster lane through which to send video and other content to
consumers, as long as a content company was willing to pay for it, …”  I would like to point out that all the equipment
used to transmit and redirect data on the internet has a limited bandwidth and that currently there is nothing that is
limiting that bandwidth other than the inherent capability of that equipment similar to the amount of water that can be
pumped through a given size pipe.  Note that video, e-mail, web pages, music down loads, etc.,  all share that
equipment.  Therefore, in order to provide a “faster lane” for video and other content e-mail, web pages, music down
loads, etc.,  must be slowed down.  In other words what these ISPs are really selling is fees to slow everyone else down.
 It is a  clear case of, once again, a Federal agency bowing down to huge conglomerates, nay oligopolies, at the expense
of smaller companies and consumers.  These conglomerates, in effect, are geographic monopolies and control not only
the internet connectivity but in many cases also own the content providers.  If I do not like my current cable company I
cannot sign up with another because they have exclusive territories.  Yes, I could sign up for the telephone company’s
Digital Subscriber Line (DSL) but I would have to be within a mile of their switch to get 3 megabits per second (mbs)
speed.  I am not (and neither are most consumers) and would get 1 ½ mbs at best. My cable company does better than
that.  I could sign up with a satellite service but that requires a two year contract and uses DSL or other low speed link
for the uplink.  Not a good option either.  It is bad for the economy, bad for small business, and bad for the consumer.

Marcel Kates

99 Brookline Street

Pepperell, MA 01463

  _____

 <http://www.avast.com/>        This email is free from viruses and malware because avast!
Antivirus<http://www.avast.com/> protection is active.

------------------------------ Email 3,016 ------------------------------

From: mkates
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:08
Subject: Open internet comment
In the Boston Globe of April 24 it is reported that “the Federal Communications Commission will propose rules that
would allow Internet service providers [ISPs] to offer a faster lane through which to send video and other content to
consumers, as long as a content company was willing to pay for it, …”  I would like to point out that all the equipment
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used to transmit and redirect data on the internet has a limited bandwidth and that currently there is nothing that is
limiting that bandwidth other than the inherent capability of that equipment similar to the amount of water that can be
pumped through a given size pipe.  Note that video, e-mail, web pages, music down loads, etc.,  all share that
equipment.  Therefore, in order to provide a “faster lane” for video and other content e-mail, web pages, music down
loads, etc.,  must be slowed down.  In other words what these ISPs are really selling is fees to slow everyone else down.
 It is a  clear case of, once again, a Federal agency bowing down to huge conglomerates, nay oligopolies, at the expense
of smaller companies and consumers.  These conglomerates, in effect, are geographic monopolies and control not only
the internet connectivity but in many cases also own the content providers.  If I do not like my current cable company I
cannot sign up with another because they have exclusive territories.  Yes, I could sign up for the telephone company’s
Digital Subscriber Line (DSL) but I would have to be within a mile of their switch to get 3 megabits per second (mbs)
speed.  I am not (and neither are most consumers) and would get 1 ½ mbs at best. My cable company does better than
that.  I could sign up with a satellite service but that requires a two year contract and uses DSL or other low speed link
for the uplink.  Not a good option either.  It is bad for the economy, bad for small business, and bad for the consumer.

Marcel Kates

99 Brookline Street

Pepperell, MA 01463

  _____

 <http://www.avast.com/>        This email is free from viruses and malware because avast!
Antivirus<http://www.avast.com/> protection is active.

------------------------------ Email 3,017 ------------------------------

From: davidlein
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Lein (  writes:

I realize my previous comment of net neutrality means no regulation. Making regulation that regulates what regulation
can be regulated is still regulation.
Was not very helpful as it didn't really offer a solution. So instead I would like to say.
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."
Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,018 ------------------------------
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From: duane
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Duane Bristow
73 Old Cowan School Road
Albany, KY 42602

------------------------------ Email 3,019 ------------------------------

From: jerry.myers
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

jerry myers
5572 Ave C
bokeelia, FL 33922

------------------------------ Email 3,020 ------------------------------

From: bassoonuno
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:10
Subject: Mr. President, hands off Edward Snowden

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Hall
5252 Balboa Arms Dr Unit 291
San Diego, CA 92117
US





cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

the result of these barn-door sized loopholes.  We're smarter than that.  We know, too.

This is the USA.

You are Americans.

Act like it.

Justin Pruitt

706-668-3171

------------------------------ Email 3,024 ------------------------------

From: h3llok1tty01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Holly Doerter
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------------------------------ Email 3,025 ------------------------------

From: ali.tajiki
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:12
Subject: restore net neutrality
Hi Mr Tom Wheeler,
I just wanted to say that it would be very unamerican for you to allow the net neutrality rules proposed to continue.

If the Comcast TWC merger completes (and you can bet the lobbyists ass and a handful of connections on the hill it
will), we now only have one real internet provider. Let me rephrase that: we only now have ONE MONOPOLY.
Please, for the love of god, look into the corruption that already exists in the government, especially in the context of
internet providers.

I quote this from your blog:

The allegation that it will result in anti-competitive price increases for consumers is also unfounded. That is exactly
what the “commercially unreasonable” test will protect against: harm to competition and consumers stemming from
abusive market activity.

To be clear, this is what the Notice will propose:

That all ISPs must transparently disclose to their subscribers and users all relevant information as to the policies that
govern their network; That no legal content may be blocked; and That ISPs may not act in a commercially unreasonable
manner to harm the Internet, including favoring the traffic from an affiliated entity.

This entire portion is very irrelevant to our current situation. Why? Because as of now there are only two or three
legitamit ISP providers. In a year or two it may only be one. We don't live in a world where we can choose ISPs. Most
regions of the world are forced to stick with either Comcast, or TWC. Soon, it will be just Comcast. Now you're giving
the worst rated company in the world with already illimitable power (I would argue gained illegally and corruptly) even
more authority to decide what other people using their internet can see. They are already charging up the ass for and
intentionally not improving (because there is no competition proving your quote in your blog even more false...) it and
abusing all us Americans.

We pay our taxes, we vote, and it is clear in this regard the government has let us down. Please do not let this translate
to the Net Neutrality rules.  I cannot fathom how you can't see how a powerhouse corporation that has treated its
costumers poorly should have this sort of power. Unless of course they've met your price tag.

Still, the price tag of integrity and freedom can never be reached, because it is something that can never be stripped from
 us Americans.

Do the right thing.
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Sincerely,

A random programmer who's tired of all the bullshit going on in capital hill

------------------------------ Email 3,026 ------------------------------

From: matt.isaiah.hernandez
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:12
Subject: I want the internet as a Title II communication service, nothing  else!
I have no doubt that there are stipulations in the Open Internet policy that require transparency from ISPs, but to say that
 those rules will somehow level a playing field where my choice of ISP is at most three, perhaps two if the Time
Warner-Comcast merger goes through, is wishful thinking on your part.  The current state of our internet is not a free
market, and waving a few barely defined rules around isn't going to change that.  At most, your proposed rules are nice
and happy thoughts, but nice and happy thoughts don't craft real benefits, nor stand in the place of proper leadership.
The FCC is supposed to protect my interests.  Well protect them.  Make the internet open, enforce real regulation, and
do the job the FCC is supposed to do.  Keep the internet a fertile ground for economic growth at a time when we need it
the most.  Support the middle class by keeping the internet as an affordable service, instead of leaving us open to double
 charges form ISPs and internet giants like Google and Netflix.  And then, I'll consider the FCC worthy of my favor.
Until that passes, you don't get it.

Matt Hernandez

------------------------------ Email 3,027 ------------------------------

From: wondercripple
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Patrick Danser
215 Shawnee Dr
Martinez, GA 30907

------------------------------ Email 3,028 ------------------------------

From: jcostello
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

James Costello
1849 Richard Way
Ceres, CA 95307

------------------------------ Email 3,029 ------------------------------

From: major.jeanluc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:13
Subject: Net neutrality forever!
Hints that you are changing your stance on net neutrality are deeply unsettling.
As I'm sure you are aware, an unbiased, and uncompromised internet fosters innovation on an international level; this is
how Google, Amazon, and many other internet based companies grew in the 90's and 2000's.

I truly believe that giving allowance to the big ISP's will deteriorate the quality and innovation that we currently enjoy
in today's internet. Instead of using their networks to connect people and services, they will hold us hostage, to line their
 own pockets. This is not without precedent; the recent developments between Netflix and ISP's is a clear warning of
things to come.

I hope that you will take this email into consideration in these troubling times.

Sincerely,
Jean-Luc Major.

------------------------------ Email 3,030 ------------------------------

From: pjs
To:

Date: 4/24/2014 20:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler and FCC Commissioners -

An open, free Internet is a critical resource for all Americans. Along with many other concerned citizens, I believe the
best course of action would be for the FCC to classify broadband Internet access as a Title II Telecommunications
service. The Internet is a telecommunications service, not an information service, and should be treated as such.

— Philip Schneider

------------------------------ Email 3,031 ------------------------------

From: l.jameson99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:14
Subject: Please classify broadband providers as Title II telecommunications  services
You are in a unique position to make a change that can have a tremendous
positive impact on all Americans. The movement for a free and open Internet
is probably one of the most important causes we, as a society, face today.
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Please classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.
You have the power. Please use it for the good of all.

Thank you.

Laurie Jameson

------------------------------ Email 3,032 ------------------------------

From: andrew.zaher
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:15
Subject: FCC, Internet
The internet is and should be treated as a public utility.  Actually listen to the people and support net neutrality instead
of acting like a corporate lackey.  REPRESENT THE CITIZENS WILL.

------------------------------ Email 3,033 ------------------------------

From: joey.d.mariano
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:16
Subject: Ridiculous
The FCC needs to stop working for ISPs and to start working for the American Tax Payer #NetNeutrality NOW!  The
Internet is a utility not a luxury.

joey mariano
mailto

609-558-3211

------------------------------ Email 3,034 ------------------------------

From: brian.yerk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:17
Subject: New net neutrality
No way. No way. I'm sick of these corporations making more and more and passing it on to consumers. Do the right
thing and kill this thing.

------------------------------ Email 3,035 ------------------------------

From: alex.benda
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:17
Subject: Please Keep Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please understand that by stopping net neutrality you are essentially destroying much of what makes America so great,
Freedom. I am sure you all have the best intentions of Americans at heart and want to do what is best and right for the
people of our country but by ending our net neutrality you are harming small businesses.
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Not only that but it brings us one step closer to a 1984 Orwellian society. Please understand that this action may seem
small but will pave a path that no American would want for their children.

Please reconsider

Alex Benda

Alexander Benda
6624 Maplebrook ln
Flint, MI 48507
US

------------------------------ Email 3,036 ------------------------------

From: solohoax
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:18
Subject: Airman in Qatar
Hello, I am deployed and while I am currently not in the states or affected by local events at the moment, I couldn't help
but be worried when I read an article recently that mentions that the ISP are proposing yet another scheme to double
bandwidth for the select few who will pay for it.
I understand it must be exhausting having to listen to complaints and dealing with relentless lobbyists but when I return
to the states I have one choice in the ISP I can use on base. short of upending my life by moving myself and my
possessions to another area I have to live with what that ISP may provide me. With such limitations on my life it's up to
you fine folks at the FCC that I and others look to for taking care of us and seeing we are not being cheated directly,
indirectly or otherwise.
So please, as easy as it might seem, don't let the ISP's have their way. Let me go to the sites and services I want to
without having to pay twice for the same service I have enjoyed in the past. Neutrality is not a natural state it needs help
to exist. I will keep on defending and hope that you'll do the same.

Christopher M Smith
Avionics Maintainer

(c) 843 312 6902

------------------------------ Email 3,037 ------------------------------

From: brian.yerk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:19
Subject: New net neutrality
Not ok! I'm tired of corporations finding new ways to pull money from our pockets. No. No. No.

------------------------------ Email 3,038 ------------------------------

From: lcdo.dvalentin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am a strong supporter of net neutrality. What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the
various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to
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charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is
 that there is this incredible equality there.

-Lcdo. Daniel Valentín Abogado | Attorney at Law
Contactos | Contacts:
939.242.9472<tel:939.242.9472>

mailto:

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  The information contained in this transmittal, including any attachment, is privileged
and confidential and is intended only for the person or entity to whom it is addressed.  If you are neither the intended
recipient nor the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this
transmittal is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this transmittal in error, please contact the sender immediately
and delete this transmittal from any computer or other data bank.
AVISO DE CONFIDENCIALIDAD: La información contenida en esta transmisión, en adición a cualquier documento
adjunto, es privilegiada y confidencial, y sólo está dirigida a la persona o entidad a quien se le envía.  Si usted no es el
recipiente, o agente designado del recipiente, o empleado encargado de dirigir esta transmisión a su destinatario, queda
por la presente notificado que cualquier divulgación, copia, distribución o acción relacionada queda terminantemente
prohibida.  Si ha recibido esta transmisión o este mensaje por error, por favor comuníquelo inmediatamente y borre esta
transmisión inmediatamente de cualquier computadora o banco de datos.

------------------------------ Email 3,039 ------------------------------

From: ellingsoc26
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:20
Subject: The Internet
Tom

The Internet is now a utility that people need so please start treating it as such. Anything less than an open Internet will
just ruin what made it so amazing. Please don't make the biggest mistake of your life and cave to what the ISP's think it
should be.

Sincerely,

Ryan, A US citizen whose job depends on an open and free Internet.

------------------------------ Email 3,040 ------------------------------

From: cic763
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

s scales
po box 861
Buda, TX 78610

------------------------------ Email 3,041 ------------------------------

From: eganocex
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
      I emphatically support equal fees for all users of the internet.  I expect that you and the other members of FCC will
at LEAST hold full public hearings and comment period on your proposed changes that would allow faster speeds for
higher prices.  I'm watching this issue.

Egan Oconnor
1045 Clayton St.
San Francisco, CA 94117
US

------------------------------ Email 3,042 ------------------------------

From: darcybergh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Darcy Bergh

 92102

------------------------------ Email 3,043 ------------------------------

From: seanewebb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:23
Subject: YOU ARE ATTACKING ENTREPRENEURS
Please, reverse your present course of allowing for the fast lane and classify the Internet as Title II.

What you are proposing currently will allow providers to prioritize high paying customers' traffic at the expense of
entrepreneurs' traffic who have not paid extra.
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Milliseconds count in determining traffic volume, as proven by peer reviewed published science.

------------------------------ Email 3,044 ------------------------------

From: alexjmoskowitz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:23
Subject: net neutrality
Hi Tom,

Could you clarify your position on net neutrality for me?

Alex

------------------------------ Email 3,045 ------------------------------

From: wertacus
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
net-neutrality is important to me and many other students who use the internet to learn and advance. if these services are
 blocked then it could impede learning.

John Easterling
643 center lane
Santa Paula, CA 93060
US

------------------------------ Email 3,046 ------------------------------

From: jarrarddl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:23
Subject: Net neutrality and the US consumer
If you think the telecom companies of this country will not find a way to leverage an internet that is not free and equal
in a way that maximizes their profit at the expense of content providers then I have to say I am very disappointed in
your foresight.

Considering somehow Comcast already managed to extract its pound of flesh from Netflix earlier this year when the
companies agreed on a price for more direct access for Netflix to Comcast customers due to complaints about the speed
of their service while net neutrality is supposed to be protected by the FCC, I ask how could this dangerous precedent
does not represent the slippery slope ISP providers will take us down when they become the gate keepers to access and
bandwidth?

Undoubtedly the cost of this arrangement has already been passed on to consumers whether they are a Comcast
customer or not as Netflix just announced a price increase for new customers. A quote from a CNBC article really
caught my attention, "There is no way they can keep an $8 price for their subscribers and offer the services they offer,"
said Ross Gerber, CEO and co-founder of Gerber-Kawasaki. "The content costs and the delivery of the internet costs are
 going up with Netflix and this is going to affect their business moving forward." There appears to be a clear connection
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to the cost of delivery (in their case streaming content) going up (paying off Comcast for bandwidth) and an increase in
subscription costs (the price of the arrangement being passed on to the American consumer).

I ask who benefits in this scenario besides Comcast? Surely not Netflix as the cost increase may prove prohibitive to
new customer acquisition and definitely not new customers that will be forced to pay more to join than existing
customers. And then what happens when Comcast gets to bully Amazon for better access for Amazon Prime customers
or Microsoft for their Xbox live gaming service?

I beg you for the sake of all consumers take any required steps to protect a free and open internet. The telecom
companies are already far too consolidated and often times rarely compete in a given market against one another
especially when it comes to internet access. Accessibility and service speeds are already slower than many of our
European and Japanese counterparts in the US especially in less urban areas. Please do not give these corporations more
 power than they currently wield.

David Jarrard
Lakewood, Ohio

------------------------------ Email 3,047 ------------------------------

From: bgbrown17
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
All of the progressive abilities of the internet--enhancing communication between people of all ages, races, and creeds--
will vanish if net neutrality is eliminated. Do not let this occur.

Benjamin Brown

------------------------------ Email 3,048 ------------------------------

From: sarah.clue
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:24
Subject: Net Neutrality Policy
04/24/2014

Sarah Clue

14430 North Creek Dr. Apt. 816

Mill Creek, WA 98012

Dear Tom Wheeler,

I am the Patient Services Manager for a physical therapy clinic in Seattle, a distance learning student at the University of
 Colorado, and an avid user of the internet. I was compelled to write you after learning of the proposal for new net
neutrality rules.
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I worry that the passage of these rules will continue to drive up the price of internet services. You stated in a recent blog
post that the “commercially unreasonable” test will protect against this issue. However, I am concerned that the test will
be ineffective due to the limited number of ISPs.

Currently, I am not  subscribed to any internet or cable provider. I refuse to use Comcast due to my past experience with
 their unclear billing and poor customer service. Thus, I have remained without internet for two years as there are no
alternate providers in my area.

I respectfully ask that you reconsider your proposal and classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service. Please support the competition and innovation that I know the internet and FCC are capable of bringing to the
United States.

Sincerely,

Sarah  Marie Clue

  _____

Healthy living is the reward that awaits you.   Visit us online at www.physiocorp.com<http://www.physiocorp.com/>
for more information today.

  _____

This message is for the named person's use only.  It may contain confidential, proprietary or legally privileged
information.  No confidentiality or privilege is waived or lost by any mistransmission.  If you receive this message in
error, please immediately delete it and all copies of it from your system, destroy any hard copies of it and notify the
sender.  You must not, directly or indirectly, use, disclose, distribute, print, or copy any part of this message if you are
not the intended recipient. Physiotherapy Corporation and any of its subsidiaries each reserve the right to monitor all e-
mail communications through its networks. Any views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender,
except where the message states otherwise and the sender is authorized to state them to be the views of any such entity.

------------------------------ Email 3,049 ------------------------------

From: nmcd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:25
Subject: We Want Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Nancy McDonald
6498 Lowry Drive, #4
West Linn, OR 97068
US

------------------------------ Email 3,050 ------------------------------

From: cindy48
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:25
Subject: Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We do not want corporations to control the internet. We need the FCC to uphold its duty to protect our failing
democracy.  Net Neutrality is essential.

Cindy Cole
9802 45th SW
Seattle, WA 98136
US

------------------------------ Email 3,051 ------------------------------

From: jesuzill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not insults. Please act to protect net neutrality.

Rebecca Cadman
147 Benito Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US

------------------------------ Email 3,052 ------------------------------

From: banananaman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
david rutherford

------------------------------ Email 3,053 ------------------------------

From: eboschool
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
Don't cave on net neutrality on May 15th.

Mark Garcia

--

Better sell it while you can

------------------------------ Email 3,054 ------------------------------

From: papamike49
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Arditto
28311 Arroyo Ct
Castaic, CA 91384

------------------------------ Email 3,055 ------------------------------

From: lbertani6479
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You have stated you recognize the value of the internet, to mobilize millions of people, to have an open forum between
millions of people. Right now, the internet is open to all to keep it an open forum and owned by the public. We should
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not push the internet towards a more centralized control, as it would push the internet away from being a public, open
forum. As such, allowing certain corporations; those with the money to pay for it; to push out the content of smaller
companies and creative individuals, will make the internet less universally accessible place; and less open to change
from small powers.

Luca Bertani
750 rugby road
Brooklyn, NY 11230
US

------------------------------ Email 3,056 ------------------------------

From: dgill
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Damian Gill

CA 91101

------------------------------ Email 3,057 ------------------------------

From: worthleyv
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Victoria Worthley
3720 Patricia Ln
Anchorage, AK 99504

------------------------------ Email 3,058 ------------------------------

From: dkl0
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 20:31
Subject: Future of the open Internet is in your hands
Dear FCC Chairman Wheeler:

The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

Don't Verizon, Comcast AND AT&T have enough money, YET? How much are they giving you? I am retired and on a
fixed income. How do you expect me to get the services in the future IF I have to pay MORE
out of my pocket. I am paying TOO MUCH as it sits now.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

http://www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/johncassidy/2013/05/tom--wheeler-federal-communications-commission.html
http://www.latimes.com/business/la-fi-fcc-net-neutrality-20140424,0,5845.story
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/timothy-karr/strike-two-obamas-second_b_5205200.html
http://www.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5645984/fcc-chairman-says-reports-of-net-neutralitys-death-are-flat-out-wrong
http://venturebeat.com/2014/01/15/why-fcc-chairman-tom-wheeler-isnt-big-on-net-neutrality-rules/

David Lucas
08036

------------------------------ Email 3,059 ------------------------------

From: worthleyd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Devin Worthley
3720 Patricia Lane
Anchorage, AK 99504

------------------------------ Email 3,060 ------------------------------

From: etaylor1016
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:36
Subject: IMPORTANT
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Dear Tom Wheeler,

            I know that over the past few months companies have been fighting Net Neutrality. Not having Net Neutrality
would be a HUGE mistake, the internet was made and developed in hopes that you could bring information to everyone
on earth the ability to learn and search information. The death of net neutrality can limit and shatter what the internet
was meant to be the ability to access information and contact people on the other side of the world.

PLEASE DO NOT LET THIS HAPPEN in my life time i do not want to see the internet be controlled by greedy
companies, the internet should and will always be a public utility and should be treated so. I am a web developer and
don't want the internet to be taken over by companies the internet is open source and free for all, so why limit that?
imagine what can happen on the internet... imagine what already has happened big and small companies were born on
the internet. this could potently make thousands of people lose their jobs and take out a whole field of work.

------------------------------ Email 3,061 ------------------------------

From: pwagenerhot1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Pamela Pincha-Wagener
1095 Newport Way NW
Issaquah, WA 98027

------------------------------ Email 3,062 ------------------------------

From: mary.kleemeier
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
Keep the internet neutral! How can free enterprize work in this digital age if it's strangled by corporations who will stifle
 unique and innovative entrepreneurs?

------------------------------ Email 3,063 ------------------------------

From: matcoes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:37
Subject: Net Neutrality is right

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality and a level playing field for all persons, corporations, organizations and governments is the modern town
commons.
Technology moves quickly and has benefitted all levels of society, here and around the world. Removing equal access
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to the internet will curtail the tehnological progress that has defined this age.

Please do not follow through with Fast Lane concept and keep the web open for all.

Matthew Coes

------------------------------ Email 3,064 ------------------------------

From: brlcad
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:37
Subject: net neutrality

The FCC has the authority and responsibility to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Stop commercial interests from dictating how traffic is routed.  Please reclassify broadband Internet service as a
telecommunications service.  Enforce net neutrality.

Sincerely,
Sean Morrison

------------------------------ Email 3,065 ------------------------------

From: bwarren2
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:37
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
FCC Commissioners-

     I am a founder at an internet company trying to get off the ground, and I found the proposed changes to US Net
Neutrality rules extremely concerning.  The internet has seen game-changing innovation in the past couple of decades,
remaining one of the bright spots of otherwise-modest US employment growth<http://www.disys.com/high-tech-sector-
job-growth-continues-to-outpace-overall-employment/>, and allowing discriminatory pricing by ISPs can only dampen
new competition and growth companies.  A nontrivial fraction of growth in tech is attributable to the low barriers to
entry: anyone can clone a repo from github, collaborate on a project, and deploy on Heroku for $0 to start and only
resources used thereafter<https://www.heroku.com/pricing>.  The same cannot be said for any other sort of US
business, in manufacturing, professional services, or other category, and tacking on new fee structures just to serve
content adds new and unnecessary burdens to nascent companies.

Even beyond the harms of new and unnecessary costs, the proposed rules are viciously vague without obvious purpose.
Is there a single example of a premium service that would not cripplingly disadvantage new companies compared to
established ones?  Is there a single nonoffensive example?  Is all traffic equal, but some traffic more equal than the rest?
[Animal farm]

Recommendation: the US should declare ISPs to be Type II telecommunications companies, without and

------------------------------ Email 3,066 ------------------------------

From: workingwriter
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 20:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael McCallister

------------------------------ Email 3,067 ------------------------------

From: gcshepherd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet should not be dominated by the large corporations.  Please let everyone have fair access.

Glenda Shepherd
8 E Belmont Ave
Dallas, PA 18612
US

------------------------------ Email 3,068 ------------------------------

From: modernwarfox
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Riley Worthley
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3720 Patricia Lane
Anchorage, AK 99504

------------------------------ Email 3,069 ------------------------------

From: jeffreyllawson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeff Lawson

 60102

------------------------------ Email 3,070 ------------------------------

From: cdcfc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Colin Campbell

 80524

------------------------------ Email 3,071 ------------------------------

From: jcoe0723
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:40
Subject: Maintain True Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,
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I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets.

Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed
of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 3,072 ------------------------------

From: dgcaste
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please, PLEASE, do not empower ISP's to become even more powerful and unbalanced. The internet is a necessity, a
utility, and it has to be regulated like one. The history of the world from this day forward rests on your hands. Give the
internet back to the people.

Regards,

Daniel

------------------------------ Email 3,073 ------------------------------

From: ggk494
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:42
Subject: What the hell man?
Well hello Mr.Wheeler,

I am a teenager that is currently loving his net neutral web. The recent changes to the internet are puzzling me why they
would do it other than if someone is getting paid buy Comcast or AT&T. What these changes would do is make me pay
to get access to Netflix which I'm already paying for, while Hulu Plus Pretty much owned by Comcast will be
completely free to stream from. These large companies are trying to create monopolies and to control their customers.
Comcast, AT&T, and Verizon treat the internet as their own property but it should be treated like a public utility. If I
require it to do schoolwork, then it's a utility. If I need it to try to make a start up computer company with my friend,
then it's a utility. If I will need it for my job, then it's a utility. My personal freedoms are being curbed because a handful
 of corporations want a bit more money in their pockets. If this continues I very well plan to renounce my citizenship
and moving to a nation that respects my rights.
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Many loves hugs,
-Jarod

------------------------------ Email 3,074 ------------------------------

From: cwastell
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:43
Subject: Please don't crap up the internet
Please reconsider the FCC's position on network neutrality, and preferably classify broadband internet access as a Title
II Telecommunications Service so that the big providers don't crap up the internet.

--
Thanks,
Chuck Wastell

------------------------------ Email 3,075 ------------------------------

From: meghan.gerety
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:43
Subject: Internet Access Rules
Dear Chairman Wheeler

I am writing you to express my strong opinion that failure to treat cable lines like telephone lines has reduced
competition and cost the taxpayers countless dollars.

All one has to do is look at the decision that many European nations and England have made.  In contrast to my options
as an Internet consumer in Albuquerque, NM where I have a SINGLE choice of cable access to the internet, many
similar size cities in Europe and England have multiple providers.  In addition, costs to consumers are far less.

I plead that you make a decision that will protect net neutrality, regulate fiber in the same way that we regulate
telephone lines.  Very soon, all telephone lines will be fiber.  My telephone already is.

The internet has been an economic engine for the US.  We need small businesses to have fair access to to infrastructure
that will encourage competition and result in reduced costs.

Please end unfair, monopolistic access to fiber in the US.

--
Meghan Gerety (Albuquerque)

------------------------------ Email 3,076 ------------------------------

From: scclark36
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:44
Subject: Please reclassify broadband as a Title II telecommunications service
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I urge you to scrap the proposed “internet fast lane” rules and instead restore the principle of net neutrality by
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reclassifying broadband as a Title II telecommunications service.  I am convinced that the proposed rules would
immediately and irreparably poison the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot
 be trusted to decouple infrastructure from services.  Their pattern of behavior over the last twenty years gives me
absolutely no reason to believe that they will act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of
Comcast regarding Netflix demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens.  Thank you for your attention.

Respectfully,

Stephen Clark
Bethlehem, PA

------------------------------ Email 3,077 ------------------------------

From: janegruen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jane Gruen

 10968

------------------------------ Email 3,078 ------------------------------

From: ja.kopczynski
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
 ISPs are utilities and skills be treated as such. Enforce net neutrality; "commercially reasonable" is a cop-out and you
know it.

Jacob Kopczynski
54th st
Portland, OR 97202
US

------------------------------ Email 3,079 ------------------------------
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From: gbeberman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:45
Subject: Net Neutrality Only, Please.  NO fast lane.
I believe that the FCC's plans to support an internet fast lane will harm competitiveness, creativity, and innovation.
New startups with compelling ideas may have second-rate connections.

We don't provide special fast lanes on our highways for big corporation.  Everyone gets to drive equally.  Why does the
FCC want to give even more advantages to those companies which already dominate business in our country?

Please preserve pure net neutrality.

Respectfully,

Gary Beberman

------------------------------ Email 3,080 ------------------------------

From: wcongram
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Walert Congram

------------------------------ Email 3,081 ------------------------------

From: scamper+rootsaction
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission, it's not difficult to understand why
killing net neutrality hurts new businesses and consumers alike. I quote from a NYT editorial by Edward Wyatt:

"The new rules, according to the people briefed on them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate
separately with each content company — like Netflix, Amazon, Disney or Google — and charge different companies
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different amounts for priority service.

"That, of course, could increase costs for content companies, which would then have an incentive to pass on those costs
to consumers as part of their subscription prices.

"Proponents of net neutrality have feared that such a framework would empower large, wealthy companies and prevent
small start-ups, which might otherwise be the next Twitter or Facebook, for example, from gaining any traction in the
market."

jeff robinson

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 3,082 ------------------------------

From: ansell.steven
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:47
Subject: Do not mess up the internet by abandoning Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please respect the principles of Net Neutrality.  Do not allow wealthy and powerful corporations to control the traffic on
 the internet.  The internet became the great exchange of ideas that it is today because everyone had an equal voice and
equal access.  As soon as the powerful can buy faster/bigger/better access to the internet it looses everything that made it
 great and destroys innovation.  Net Neutrality must be preserved.

Thank you,

++++++++++
Steven Ansell

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,083 ------------------------------

From: cafarkas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:47
Subject: PRESERVE Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

To have an educated and informed society we need to continue to have an open internet available to ALL, not just the
wealthy.

Catharine Farkas
37 Osgood Rd
Sanbornton, NH 03269
US
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------------------------------ Email 3,084 ------------------------------

From: mushiex
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

You can't keep the people fooled for ever, and there is a day of justice for everyone.

M B

------------------------------ Email 3,085 ------------------------------

From: jjrodny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:47
Subject: Reclassify the Internet as Title II to Preserve Net Neutrality
Dear FCC commissioners,

Please make sure that the internet is a safe and fair place for everyone who uses it. Please reclassify the internet as a
Title II telecommunications service, and make sure ISPs fairly provide the same internet for all websites. Please weigh
my opinion as strongly as you would weigh the opinion of an ISP with billions of dollars. If a US citizen's opinion is
worth that much less than an ISP's opinion, then the US is no more a democracy than it is a plutocracy.

Thank you for your consideration.

-Jeff Rodny

--
Jeffrey Rodny
University of California, Merced,
Graduate Student: Cognitive and Information Sciences

University of Connecticut,
Bachelor's '11: CompSci&Engr, and Cognitive Science

"When I was 5 years old, my mom always told me that happiness was the key to life. When I went to school, they asked
me what I wanted to be when I grew up. I wrote down 'happy.' They told me I didn’t understand the assignment and I
told them they didn’t understand life."

------------------------------ Email 3,086 ------------------------------

From: zbelcher
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:48
Subject: Please Maintain Net Neutrality
The Internet should definitely be considered / treated like the public utility that it is.

We are counting on you to make the right call, please do.
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Zack Belcher
(540) 840-4923

4624 Superior Sq
Fairfax, VA 22033

--

Zack Belcher
Account Manager | Open Source Solutions
C: (540) 840-4923  | mailto  | www.vizuri.com<http://www.vizuri.com>

Vizuri business unit
Applied Engineering Management Corp.
W: (703) 318-7800 x8190  | F: (703) 935-8529
13880 Dulles Corner Lane | Suite 300 | Herndon, VA 20171

<https://redhat.g2planet.com/summit2014/register?discount_code=CUSTSPOVIZ815>

------------------------------ Email 3,087 ------------------------------

From: fergardner01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the members of the Federal Communications Commission,

We are expecting you to represent the people of this country, while considering corporate requests before you. The
Internet has become a necessary communication utility to a majority of working Americans and students. In fact, it is
even becoming more essential in the lives of seniors as well.

Monopolistic control of multiple media venues and content combined with almost dictatorial control over users' needs
and charges is an unbelievable prospect, but it looks like it might be possible for Comcast.

Cable television has become increasingly expensive,  and now some of the same cable companies and other ISPs want
to milk the Internet, managing it as they have cable television with tiered services and price structures. It's a good thing
Comcast doesn't have a stake in radio, or it would no longer be free.

I hope too you will consider the law's anti-trust provisions as they apply in this matter. Such domination by one ISP
would be devastating not only to us, the users, and to their corporate clients, but also to competition among ISPs.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mary Ann Gardner
3900 W. Tulare Ave.
Apt. #48
Visalia, CA 93277
US

------------------------------ Email 3,088 ------------------------------

From: normandubert
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To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:49
Subject: Net Neutrality and the new FCC proposal
Dear FCC,

------------------------------ Email 3,089 ------------------------------

From: mgulaid
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:49
Subject: Don't Mess with the Internet Mr. Chairman
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I could sit and take 30 minutes of my time to write to you about the importance of open internet. But I'd just say that
don't mess with the internet. it is a major public issues, let the public decide this.

------------------------------ Email 3,090 ------------------------------

From: dmm1673
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Drew Mongoven

IL 60618

------------------------------ Email 3,091 ------------------------------

From: travis.wilkinson
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good evening,

My name is Travis Wilkinson, I’m an IT Professional and I rely heavily on the internet at work and at home.  The idea
of allowing Internet Service Providers to charge other service providers (e.g. NetFlix, Hulu, etc…) in order to ensure
their content reaches the customers more quickly that it might otherwise. This traffic prioritization can only end poorly
for the consumers.  Video streaming services already have to pay fees to the entertainment industry to license and
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distribute their media on top of their general operating costs.  To add additional fees from all the various ISPs across the
country, and there’s no doubt to be a price increase for us as a direct result of the ISP fees.  Price increases due to
increase product and operation costs can make sense.  Price increases that result of arbitrary fees that ISPs want to
charge does not make sense.

If the ISPs were to charge these fees while being forced to disclose their practices does the consumer very little good.
Large markets have access to few ISPs already.  Rural customers have even less options.  For people like me who live in
 an apartment, I don’t even have a choice in home internet providers because only one is available to the complex.  If I
were in a house switching ISPs would mean either a price increase, a reduction in speed, or a required change to
Television or home phone services along with it thanks to bundling.  The state of current Internet Service Providers is
abysmal at best.  Introductory and Bundled prices being the only advertised prices and significant price increases after
the promotional period is up is just one of several problems with the ISP industry today.

The broadband industry is in need of reasonable regulation that doesn’t harm consumers.  Make broadband a title II
telecommunications service, begin proper regulation, and make broadband a better experience for consumers.

If I have no choice but to move to change ISPs to one that I dislike a little less than whatever I might have at the time, I
see no reason I shouldn’t just move to another country that supports net neutrality.  While that may or may not actually
happen, I hope you can understand this logic.  You use these services too, protect yourselves and protect the consumers.

Thank you for your time,

Travis Wilkinson

St. Louis, MO

------------------------------ Email 3,092 ------------------------------

From: dhanzich
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:50
Subject: Please Protect Net Neutrality
I voted for this administration.  Please don't break its promise.

------------------------------ Email 3,093 ------------------------------

From: knightmareracer.cb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:50
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,
My friends, family and I are not happy about the ruling against internet neutrality.  We will spread the word that this
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ruling gives corporations carte blanche to charge as much as they wish to make obscene amounts of money on the backs
 of hard working Americans.  Internet access is already overpriced, and I am certain enough Americans will be so angry,
 they will write their government representatives to overturn this ridiculous money gouging scheme.  I respectfully
implore you to use the influence you possess to make this right.

Thank you,
Christopher Berck

------------------------------ Email 3,094 ------------------------------

From: 7skidz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality. It's what protects innovation and increasingly as we've seen across the globe, it protects freedom. The
United States of America simply cannot allow anything less than true net neutrality. The proposed rules would end net
neutrality as we know it and allow large corporations to take control of content, charging too much for traffic for smaller
 startups and independent news providers to flourish. This cannot be allowed.

Paul Mosser
304 Dorchester Dr
Lititz, PA 17543
US

------------------------------ Email 3,095 ------------------------------

From: diannecmt
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dianne Justesen (  writes:

How much will Time Warner/Comcast be paying you when you leave the FCC to join them?  I hope it's one heck of a
lot since the price to the American people is the complete loss of the internet.  Surely you don't think the loss of net
neutrality would go unnoticed!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,096 ------------------------------

From: thoyer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:51
Subject: Fukushima Crisis Is Now

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Timothy Hoyer
55 McDaniel Ave
Jamestown, NY 14701
US

------------------------------ Email 3,097 ------------------------------

From: turboadict
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mike (  writes:

What kind of sick joke are you guys trying to pull over there at the FCC, your really going to let big business squash the
 equality of the internet? What are we trying to beat China in the internet corruption department?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,098 ------------------------------

From: vandeaaron
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 20:54
Subject: MN, St Paul - Future
Please support classifying broadband as title II service in your position @ the FCC.  Be remembered.

President Roosevelt made a monumental decision in the 1930’s; declaring that the US Gov. would build the electrical
transmission lines to rural communities because the Utility companies refused.  Now, modern day Electric Cooperatives
 and Rural Electric Associations are nonprofit, member-owned utilities with an elected board.

In MN, still today these 28 electric cooperatives exist across the entire state and provide the most reliable and affordable
 power when compared with the 4 investor owned utilities.  All because Roosevelt had a better vision for citizens, bring
light all citizens, not just to those living in “big cities”.

The internet is an asset to society and to human progress.  Roosevelt knew light in the darkness was too important to the
 nations progress to ignore.  The repercussions to society are far reaching when the internet becomes more privatized
and commercialized.

Please consider.

-MN Resident, Electrical Engineer, and Outdoorsmen.
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Aaron Van De Bogart

------------------------------ Email 3,099 ------------------------------

From: joshuadevinney
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua DeVinney (  writes:

Dude, WTF. Why would you ever think that a pay-for-fast-lane would ever be a good idea? You've pretty much screwed
 over my industry with your latest set of rules.

I work as a web developer in a small business that creates web applications. If your rules pass, we're fucked. We simply
cannot afford to pay the tolls to leeches like Comcast. We run on absurdly narrow margins and if we have to pay an ISP
in order for our services to run at a reasonable speed we will be unable to compete against any of the larger players.

Have you been enjoying any of the web services in existence? They won't be around for too long after your rules pass.
One of the central points of the internet ecosystem is Google, but not for the reason you might think. Their advertising
platform is what has allowed the internet to grow so quickly. It facilitates monetary transactions between small
developers and small services and allows. As a fast lane gets implemented, these smaller players will be unable to
compete and will rapidly vanish from the market. This in turn, will dry up much of the revenue that Google gets from
advertising.

While I'm sure you'd be happy to see Google go as you're a lapdog of the cable industry and they've been making waves
with Fiber, the diminishment or loss of Google would be devastating to American and global societies. Google is the
backbone behind much of the internet software either indirectly or outright. Google produces its own web browser
(Chrome) and is the financial backer of another (Firefox). These two browsers alone are used by over 80% of users.
Gmail is one of the most widely used email services in existence and constantly pushes email technology (that
Microsoft has been dragging for so many years). YouTube is a massive platform that financially supports hundreds of
thousands, if not millions of people worldwide, ignoring the obvious non-traditional entertainment offerings. All of
these would be scaled back, if not fully removed if Google were to get hit.

As a customer of internet services, this fucking sucks to say the least. I already pay absurd amounts of money to a shitty
internet provider that has zero desire to improve my connection speed or reduce my costs (Time Warner Cable).

I would choose a different ISP if there was one at my residence. My only other option is AT&T's godawful DSL service
which hasn't changed at all in the last decade. AT&T has been bullshitting all over the press lately about their fictional
fiber rollouts because they don't give a damn about their infrastructure. Where the fuck is the competition? Wireless is
completely unacceptable (extreme understatement - fuck data caps), so don't even bother with that.

The Internet is the great equalizer. It allows for the average Joe to find the information he needs, in addition to giving
him a platform to get his message out. It has been of tremendous benefit to our modern society. Information can get
rapidly distributed worldwide to the people who need it most. It prevents government censorship and allows for
criminals that would have otherwise gotten away with their crimes to be brought into the spotlight.

Living without the internet is no longer an option in our society. You simply cannot compete as a company or as an
individual without it. Despite this, you keep allowing a select few companies be a drain on this vital resource and you
continue to give them additional tools to do so. The internet has almost become as vital as electricity and it's about time
you treated it like such. It is not a tool for milking consumers. Classify it as a utility already and stop this bullshit now.

The USA needs to step back into the competition with the internet. We are rapidly falling in the charts for the most
reasonably priced internet. This is unacceptable. The internet is becoming much more closing tied with education, which
 we as a society are doing HORRIBLY right now.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Do this country a favor. Stop lining the pockets of those corporate scumbags who are trying to milk us for every dime
we've got at the expense of small businesses like mine and our competitiveness as a society.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,100 ------------------------------

From: politicswithpamelizondo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality.  Don't you all have more important issues to address?

Pamela Elizondo
po box 104
Laytonville, CA 95454
US

------------------------------ Email 3,101 ------------------------------

From: cjpolitic
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:56
Subject: Make ISP's common carriers!
I am writing to urge you to make internet service providers common carriers. Keep internet neutrality.

Thank you for your time,

Chris Pitzel
Simi Valley ,Ca. 93065

------------------------------ Email 3,102 ------------------------------

From: spsych1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:57
Subject: this is ridiculous but par for the course.  Ppl 0, corporations  everything.  To interfere with internet on behalf of
corporations is  disgusting.  Leave it alone.

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 3,103 ------------------------------

From: klegault
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:57
Subject: Do Not End Internet Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The proposed ruling will lead to even greater imbalance in the distribution of wealth and put a damper on American
ingenuity as a source of business development.

Karen LeGault

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 3,104 ------------------------------

From: saunders.jh
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Ending net neutrality is another blow to the free flow of information in the United States.  Over the last few years the
FCC has failed the American public, allowing the accelerating growth of very large and monopolistic media mega-
corporations.  Big business is not necessarily bad, but it's primary objective is to make boost sales and profits.  There's
nothing wrong with that except when the public interest is trammeled. The United States internet infrastructure currently
 lags behind that of most other developed nations because current providers can use their current technical stranglehold
on the flow of information to strong-arm Congress and the FCC to guarantee them further monopolistic strength. This
same state of affairs requires that sports-indifferent cable subscribers subsidize ESPN and the NFL. We should all
remember the history of AT&T. I'm grateful Home Depot doesn't make me buy 2 gallons of pink paint when I need a bit
 of earth-tone for my stucco home.

James H. Saunders
10276 E Shady Rock Lane
Tucson, AZ 85749
US

------------------------------ Email 3,105 ------------------------------

From: joseph.miller
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joseph Miller (  writes:

The recently announced changes to Internet regulatory policy are incredibly concerning. No matter how well
intentioned, allowing companies to segregate access will only serve as a limit to speech and innovation. Consumers
already pay for access speeds - forcing content providers to do the same allows cable companies to double dip and
extract yet more from the public for providing substandard service.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,106 ------------------------------
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From: mweber
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

M Weber
PO Box 1161
Tucson, AZ 85702
US

------------------------------ Email 3,107 ------------------------------

From: aaron
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:59
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
aaron lee (  writes:

Here's an exchange that leads me to believe you aren't being truthful about net neutrality (and you know you aren't)(and
you know that we know that you know you aren't being truthful) You certainly don't care what the average person
wants. Just understand that we will fight for net neutrality

[–]LivingstonLanghorn 275 points 7 hours ago
I agree with what you said, but I'm confused why Tom Wheeler seems to be saying that the proposal will not allow
discrimination and that we're all confused. What's your take on his latest blog post?

]levjoyJosh Levy (Free Press)[S] 564 points 7 hours ago
Chairman Wheeler is simply wrong, though I won’t speculate on why he's saying these things with a straight face. The
court case is quite clear: unless the FCC classifies ISPs as common carriers, its rules have to allow ISPs "substantial
room for individualized bargaining and discrimination in terms" with online content providers. Substantial
discrimination isn't Net Neutrality, it's the exact opposite.
permalinksaveparent
[–]levjoyJosh Levy (Free Press)[S] 381 points 7 hours ago
The more the FCC tries to make this "commercially reasonable" test look like an actual prohibition on discrimination,
the more likely the court will throw these rules out. Further, there’s absolutely nothing in the court decision that would
suggest the FCC could bar ISPs from favoring their own content. What's more "commercially reasonable" than a
business promoting it’s own products over its competitors?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,108 ------------------------------

From: iloveguineapigs
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gail King
112 Cooper Circle
Oak Ridge, TN 37830

------------------------------ Email 3,109 ------------------------------

From: canton1019
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 20:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am disgusted that Chairman Tom Wheeler is proposing that big corporations would pay for faster delivery of their
content, making it difficult for smaller operations to compete.

What is it with you guys!  You are supposed to protect us all equally - not to bow to corporate interests.

Save the Internet. That is your job.  Maintain net neutrality.

Betty Sabo
3137 Palmdesert Way
Las Vegas, NV 89120
US

------------------------------ Email 3,110 ------------------------------

From: abcormack
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alan Cormack
4004 Castlemaine Ct.
Cary, NC 27519
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------------------------------ Email 3,111 ------------------------------

From: adamengelsite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:00
Subject: Net Neutrality - The case for leadership
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Please consider this e-mail my personal petition to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service"
 under the Communications Act. Let the FCC tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved,
not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

I support Title II. Without this classification, the carriers can manipulate the traffic and we're stuck debating the details
of how much they can mess with it - talk about another 'abortion' fight that could tear the US apart for ages.

In business there are four primary assets - finance, physical, human and intellectual. The corpus of all these, in all their
relationships whether collectively or individually, is information. Without information supporting any one of these
assets, a company will consistently teeter on the brink of failure.

Information is within the identity of all disciplines, including theologies, science, art/music, mathematics, literature, and
BUSINESS. These are all ways to make information visible, emotional and even tangible.

What makes all these facets of civilization real? How do each continue to be important in all of our lives? In a word,
leadership.

As a leader, you are undermining the very fabric of all that we have achieved as a culture and civilization if you allow
net neutrality to whither away. Let information be free and neutral.

Please consider these thoughts.

Sincerely,

Adam

------------------------------ Email 3,112 ------------------------------

From: jdm73
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:00
Subject: Do NOT End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

You must not end net neutrality.  Net neutrality is critical for our democratic society,  The Internet must be available to
everyone equally, not just to those corporations seeking to dominate and control access to it.  Please support and
promote the public good.

Thank you.

Linda Millman
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NH 03064
US

------------------------------ Email 3,113 ------------------------------

From: politics
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

An old-fashioned nationwide book burning would be less destructive to free thinking and ideas than the proposed Net
Neutrality rules.

Michael Hirsch
7567 Jones Hastings Road
Parsonsburg, MD 21849
US

------------------------------ Email 3,114 ------------------------------

From: stevelynj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Evelyn Johnsen

 60630

------------------------------ Email 3,115 ------------------------------

From: keninboaz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kenneth kennamer

------------------------------ Email 3,116 ------------------------------

From: ronherrmann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Yes, it's a duplicated letter, but I strongly favor and agree with the sentiments expressed below.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ronald Herrmann

 60177

------------------------------ Email 3,117 ------------------------------

From: andrew.m.spencer
To:

Date: 4/24/2014 21:03
Subject: Reclassify the Internet as a Title II Telecommunications Service
Dear Commissioner,

My name is Andrew Spencer and I am a resident of Wisconsin. The loss of net neutrality is extremely troubling to me
and I fear for my and my fellow citizens in regards to the amount of power this gives internet providers and how they
will wield it to the detriment of the market and internet-based companies.

Internet providers can now charge more for certain websites and this makes the internet an unfair and barely-accessible
market for new businesses---they have set themselves up as gatekeepers, and this will severely impede business start-
ups who cannot afford their new rates.

I pay an internet provider to provide me the service of the internet and they should not be throttling or charging more for
 certain sites. They do not produce or make those websites and thus are not entitled to upcharging those sites or
manipulating data speeds as they see fit to wring out more profits.
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In the same way, an electric company cannot reduce the Kwh to my house for the kind of refrigerator I use, and the
water company cannot charge me more for the type of sink I use.

The European Union has guaranteed net neutrality; suddenly the United States is skipping backwards down the lane of
progress and we're liable to fall.

As most Americans consider the internet a utility---and let's face it, it has become one in our modern society---it needs
to be treated as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

Until net neutrality is restored, I'm sure you're not going to hear the end of this from the people of the United States, and
 for good reason.

With the best of intentions,

Andrew Spencer

------------------------------ Email 3,118 ------------------------------

From: trebonska
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carol Tvaroh

------------------------------ Email 3,119 ------------------------------

From: mussa.lema
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:04
Subject: Net neutrality rules
Sir/Madam,  please let the Net freeway says free for all.

Thank you
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Mussa Lema

------------------------------ Email 3,120 ------------------------------

From: debra.corr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:04
Subject: Net Neutrality - The case for leadership
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Please consider this e-mail my personal petition to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service"
 under the Communications Act. Let the FCC tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved,
not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

I support Title II. Without this classification, the carriers can manipulate the traffic and we're stuck debating the details
of how much they can mess with it - talk about another 'abortion' fight that could tear the US apart for ages.

In business there are four primary assets - finance, physical, human and intellectual. The corpus of all these, in all their
relationships whether collectively or individually, is information. Without information supporting any one of these
assets, a company will consistently teeter on the brink of failure.

Information is within the identity of all disciplines, including theologies, science, art/music, mathematics, literature, and
BUSINESS. These are all ways to make information visible, emotional and even tangible.

What makes all these facets of civilization real? How do each continue to be important in all of our lives? In a word,
leadership.

As a leader, you are undermining the very fabric of all that we have achieved as a culture and civilization if you allow
net neutrality to whither away. Let information be free and neutral.

Please consider these thoughts.

Sincerely,

Debra Corr

____________________________________
Debra Corr
Voice   913.449.7744          Fax   913.402.9552
Email mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,121 ------------------------------

From: bwarren2
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
A previous outline of this email was sent in error, but this version is more complete.

FCC Commissioners-

     I am a founder at an internet company trying to get off the ground, and I found the proposed changes to US Net
Neutrality rules extremely concerning.  The internet has seen game-changing innovation in the past couple of decades,
remaining one of the bright spots of otherwise-modest US employment growth<http://www.disys.com/high-tech-sector-
job-growth-continues-to-outpace-overall-employment/>, and allowing discriminatory pricing by ISPs can only dampen
new competition and growth companies.  A nontrivial fraction of growth in tech is attributable to the low barriers to
entry: anyone can clone a repo from github, collaborate on a project, and deploy on Heroku for $0 to start and only
resources used thereafter<https://www.heroku.com/pricing>.  The same cannot be said for any other sort of US
business, in manufacturing, professional services, or other category, and tacking on new fee structures just to serve
content adds new and unnecessary burdens to nascent companies.

Even beyond the harms of new and unnecessary costs, the proposed rules are viciously vague without obvious purpose.
Is there a single example of a premium service that would not cripplingly disadvantage new companies compared to
established ones?  Is all traffic equal, but some traffic more equal than the rest?Paying for lower latency or higher
uptime would be analogous to a telephone company requiring local pizzerias to pay additional fees to ensure that
incoming calls were not dropped or put on indefinite hold, as good as punting those consumers to Domino's.  We refuse
to accept such discrimination in currently-designated utilities because a level playing field in utilities is vital to good
economics; we should not accept discriminatory pricing or treatment of traffic on the internet, which is no less important
 in the modern era than phone traffic.

Given the importance of the internet in new businesses on the frontier of global innovation, the US should not handicap
domestic competition in favor of foreign companies.  (For example, the EU has more favorable net neutrality proposals
than our current ones, which can only make it easier for a startup sector to establish a competitive foothold and grow).
Our regulatory practices have left us far enough behind already, and there is no need to dig the hole deeper.
<http://www.nytimes.com/2013/12/30/technology/us-struggling-to-keep-pace-in-broadband-service.html>  The most
direct route might be to declare ISPs Type II telecommunications companies, without any room to discriminate between
 traffic, but other traffic-agnostic solutions would be acceptable as well.  How our government handles this issue is
likely to have a strong impact on my future in software, my capacity to hire, and every conversation I have henceforth
about what egalitarian or inequitable regulation means for our national prospects.  Don't let existing companies suffocate
 the companies of the future.

Thank you for your time,
Ben Warren

------------------------------ Email 3,122 ------------------------------

From: mike.mcgookey
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:05
Subject: Actual Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please support the actual open Internet, where all data is equal.  In
the end its just pieces of information, and the source thereof should
not affect the price, speed, and mode of access.

Mike McGookey
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------------------------------ Email 3,123 ------------------------------

From: kkenn
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:06
Subject: Public liberation is bound in net neutrality
To whom it may concern:

I am dismayed that the FCC is now reversing itself and going against the founding principles of the Internet by allowing
 payment for privileged and prioritized traffic.
This decision is not in the best interests of the majority of Internet users, and is only in the interests of a few large
content providers and network operators. The hypocorporatization that occurs in broadcast media has had consistently
negative effects on the public's understanding of topics and has manipulated the trust that people have in the freedom of
the internet. If the internet succumbs to the same manipulation by a few corporations, people will have no other outlets
to break free from what is untrue and liberate themselves.
I beg that you please reverse this decision.

Respectfully,
Kelly Kennedy

------------------------------ Email 3,124 ------------------------------

From: dsierra121848
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Denise Sierra

------------------------------ Email 3,125 ------------------------------

From: dan.caden
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dan Caden

------------------------------ Email 3,126 ------------------------------

From: fish23989
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am a citizen of The United States, and I would like to Respectfully tell you the effects of destroying Net Neutrality.
Without "Net Neutrality"  ISPs would possess the ability to choose internet services speeds on certain websites,
successfully ending businesses refusing to pay these ISP's and give ISPs the authority to charge for services such as
Netflix, Hulu Plus, etc. these services already charge for use, and would raise bills for Americans with internet, this
comes at a bad time when the economy is bad, and inflation is high. This decision made by the FCC will ruin the
internet, and make it harder for internet based businesses to survive. Please read my email, and take my Opinion into
consideration. Thank You

------------------------------ Email 3,127 ------------------------------

From: marktolps
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Tolpin
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256 Glen Avenue
Millburn, NJ 07041

------------------------------ Email 3,128 ------------------------------

From: finesse117
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Beth Meier

PA 19454

------------------------------ Email 3,129 ------------------------------

From: craig link 1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:07
Subject: Pro Net Neutrality.
Dear Mr Tom Wheeler,

The beautiful thing about the internet is how welcoming it is to new innovations and how fair it is to those innovations.

It's horrible enough that the internet speed in The United States is so poor compared to the rest of the world. But to limit
this even further with unfair filtering just because another company is getting a profit with their innovative idea is
abhorring. And let's be honest with ourselves, that's exactly what Comcast wants to do. Especially with Netflix.

Netflix isn't some pirating site where it's stealing content and profit from artists. Netflix has crossed the t's and dotted
the i's and has gone through every legal hoop put before it to bring content to its customers. If a show or movie wanted
to be cable-exclusive, the producers or whomever is in charge of its licensing, would not have signed a contract with
Netflix.

That Net Neutrality is even a question is ridiculously greedy and I'm sure this is obvious to any consumer whether or not
 they live in the States.

Thank you for your time and I hope Net Neutrality becomes an unwavering principle if not an unwavering law.

Sincerely,
Craig Thompson

------------------------------ Email 3,130 ------------------------------

From: rosalie.panioto
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 21:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rosalie Panioto

 06457

------------------------------ Email 3,131 ------------------------------

From: gordon freeman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:07
Subject: Net Neutrality.
To the FCC.

The allowing of "fast lanes" for services willing to pay cable companies
is troubling.  While Chairman Wheeler has insisted that the proposed new
rules won't lead to discrimination against non-affiliated traffic, one
has to wonder.  How will the bar deciding what is commercially
unreasonable be established?  How much of a speed reduction do
non-paying services have to endure before that bar is reached?  50%?
40%?  Lower?  And if a company doesn't have the resources to bring about
a complaint, do they simply suffer the discrimination?  At its most base
level, asking services who are responsible for the most internet traffic
to help stem the expense of keeping that traffic flowing is not wrong,
but I truly hope that the commission considers their May 15th proposal
and ensures that people who cannot pay the toll aren't subjected to
slowed connections to the consumer market.  To do so would damage the
broader economy, infringe upon our First Amendment freedoms, and further
serve to consolidate media in this country.

Thank you for your time, and may God guide you to the right choice in
the weeks ahead.

Regards,
Jesus Zamora

------------------------------ Email 3,132 ------------------------------

From: grimleycj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tell your boss, he and you are making a bad joke out of voting Democrat.

Chris Grimley
52 Shannon Rd
North Wales, PA 19454

------------------------------ Email 3,133 ------------------------------

From: hypchik1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:08
Subject: net neutrality
We need to keep the internet free from toll roads that stifle innovation and pass costs on to consumers. We need to tell
the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service as a start. Net neutrality Must be
maintained to keep a free fair and thriving internet. we need to make sure the comcast/timewarner merger be blocked as
well because it puts too much power (monopoly) into the hands of one provider.

Deborah Nicholas
118 Brown Street
Pittsfield, MA 01201

------------------------------ Email 3,134 ------------------------------

From: ljrp29nc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lucy Pracher
PO Box 952
N. Chatham, NY 12132

------------------------------ Email 3,135 ------------------------------

From: johnmrice
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:09
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Rice
175 SE 16th Court
Gresham, OR 97080

------------------------------ Email 3,136 ------------------------------

From: tamdavenpo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tammy Davenport

------------------------------ Email 3,137 ------------------------------

From: mickbarb
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:11
Subject: Fukushima Crisis Is Now

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Barbra Apfelbaum
200 Division St.





cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 3,140 ------------------------------

From: missmodular
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lori Tate

Brooklyn, NY 11231

------------------------------ Email 3,141 ------------------------------

From: mcarpenter423
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media. We want net neutrality. The internet is not some corporate tool, it's an invaluable
resource that should not belong to anybody, but everybody.

Marcus Carpenter

Tampa, FL
US

------------------------------ Email 3,142 ------------------------------

From: jshaffermd1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:15
Subject: Keep Internet Neutrality

Dear Mr. Wheeler:

The neutral internet is one of the few remaining places in our society in which money is not a controlling influence.

With the consolidation of media ownership, our democracy is trammeled by fewer and fewer opinions generated by the
wealthy media owners.

Now, you are giving more power to monied interests. Is there any doubt they will use it to dominate the internet media
and edit, restrict and interfere with the opinions of others?
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Please reverse your ill-advised gift to the rich and keep the internet free and neutral.

Thank you,

Jay Shaffer, M.D.

------------------------------ Email 3,143 ------------------------------

From: deli lajoie
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:15
Subject: Feedback on new internet neutrality rules
Please please please tell me that the FCC is keeping net neutrality in place.

Net neutrality is very important to all businesses, but especially all small businesses and consumers.  Changes to these
rules are harmful to both business and consumers.

Doloris Lajoie
Plano, TX
214-293-6317

------------------------------ Email 3,144 ------------------------------

From: rshah
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Perhaps you are deaf to the cries of the American Public. We want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II
telecommunications service. Anything short of that would simply be corruption (in the name of "donations") by ISPs.
Try to actually do what you were meant to do, and not just stuff your pockets with all the cash that you can fit.

Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 3,145 ------------------------------

From: ashcondel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ashton Condel
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12006 Diamond Run
Helotes, TX 78023

------------------------------ Email 3,146 ------------------------------

From: bovis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet has the potential to be a great tool for creating a truly democratic society. It can empower those who do not
have access to the levers of power and influence. If you end net neutrality as you propose, you will have snuffed out the
last chance available to working people to have a voice. Throttle this down and it will only be a matter of time before
the citizenry will find other, less peaceable ways to express themselves. If you believe in a government for the people
and by the people you will maintain net neutrality.

Thomas Dean
100 Shadylawn Court
Peachtree City, GA 30269
US

------------------------------ Email 3,147 ------------------------------

From: rjshah92
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC, Perhaps you are deaf to the cries of the American Public. We want the FCC to classify broadband Access as
a "Title II telecommunications service. Anything short of that would simply be corruption (in the name of "donations")
by ISPs. Try to actually do what you were meant to do, and not just stuff your pockets with all the cash that you can fit.
Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 3,148 ------------------------------

From: heyykantaben
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC, Perhaps you are deaf to the cries of the American Public. We want the FCC to classify broadband Access as
a "Title II telecommunications service. Anything short of that would simply be corruption (in the name of "donations")
by ISPs. Try to actually do what you were meant to do, and not just stuff your pockets with all the cash that you can fit.
Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 3,149 ------------------------------

From: shawn.garbett
To:
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gov;
Date: 4/24/2014 21:17
Subject: Internet IS A Title II telecommunications service
Dear Mr. Wheeler and FCC,

To rule that internet is anything but a Title II telecommunication
service is cronyism taken to a very destructive level.

I support Title II for Internet. Stop this insanity and do the right
thing for America.

--
Shawn Garbett
Electrical Engineer & Computer Science B.S.
Statistics, M.S.
Nashville, TN
615.397.8737

------------------------------ Email 3,150 ------------------------------

From: chasityhackleman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chasity Hackleman

TX 76140

------------------------------ Email 3,151 ------------------------------

From: heyykantaben
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:17
Subject:
Dear FCC, Perhaps you are deaf to the cries of the American Public. We want the FCC to classify broadband Access as
a "Title II telecommunications service. Anything short of that would simply be corruption (in the name of "donations")
by ISPs. Try to actually do what you were meant to do, and not just stuff your pockets with all the cash that you can fit.
Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 3,152 ------------------------------

From: carapacenator
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Any democratic society moving ahead will depend on true net neutrality. The time to ensure truly equal access to this
necessary communications platform is now!

Sarah Meador
3525 Chuckwagon
Luling, TX 78648
US

------------------------------ Email 3,153 ------------------------------

From: jasonleb1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:18
Subject: A concerned citizen
Mr. Wheeler,

I understand that you are a busy man, so I’ll do my best to make this letter as concise and as forthwith as possible. The
proposed changes to the state of net neutrality are disgusting. Allowing internet service providers to discriminate in their
 allocation of service to certain websites is completely unacceptable and violates every basic American principle on the
freedom of the flow of thoughts and public information we hold so dear. While current proposals may not allow for
throttling of internet speeds or outright blocking of specific websites, do not think the American people are so naive that
 we do not see that possibility looming ominously close on the horizon should these proposals be enacted on a wide
scale, if at all. Not long after your appointment as chairman of the FCC you promised to “fight to preserve” an open
internet. I, and nearly every person in this nation, would see you keep that promise.

With great concern,

Jason LeBlanc

------------------------------ Email 3,154 ------------------------------

From: nathaniel.j.ellingson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:18
Subject: Protect Net Nutrality
The internet is literally the greatest thing humanity has ever created, but you guys apparently don't care. This "fast-lane"
BS is only going to give Comcast more money, as well as make it impossible for any internet start ups to be successful,
because only established companies like Google or Netflix will be able to pay for Comcast's inevitable "premium"
service. It's sh*t like this that makes me want to move to Canada.

You people are either evil or stupid. I don't care which. Go f*ck yourselves.

------------------------------ Email 3,155 ------------------------------

From: stevensfoster
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:19
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Subject: Protecting Net Neutrality
Hi Tom,

This weekend my little brother will graduate from Pepperdine University. It was here that I gave a talk on digital
literacy to his class when he was a Junior. It was here I shared with these bright minds that I believe an open internet is
the most significant contributing factor to digital literacy, not just in our country, but in the world. I spent 3 years
working for Apple, Inc. and another 2 working for an online education company called Lynda.com. It was my
experience with these companies, where I interacted with education creators and consumers that I began to see the
necessity for a truly open internet.

Now only a year later, my brother along with some of his classmates are starting a company that will provide services
through software on the internet. I want these kids to be able to pursue this venture, not just for themselves, but for our
world. I believe we're doing these kids a dis-service and harm by allowing ISPs to prioritizes information delivered to
individuals. We would be suffocating the evolution of communication and education for generations to come.

Tom, please protect the freedom of the internet. If you need any help, or would like to talk about this more in person, I'd
 love to have you over the house sometime. The invitation will never expire and the weather is always nice here in San
Diego, CA.

Sincerely,
Steve

------------------------------ Email 3,156 ------------------------------

From: matthewdwatkins
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:19
Subject: Open Internet
Dear Chairman Wheeler and Commissioners Clyburn, Rosenworcel, Pai, and O-Reilly,

I am writing to convey my support for the Open Internet as well as for the letter written to you by Senators Wyden,
Merkley, Franken, Markey, and Blumenthal on February 10, 2014.
(http://www.franken.senate.gov/files/letter/140211NetNeutralityLetter.pdf) This letter implores you to “move quickly to
 protect Internet users and the open Internet in light of the recent decision by the United States Court of Appeals District
 of Columbia on net neutrality.” I agree with the senators when they say that the ruling, as well as recent policy and
regulation tendencies at your commission will allow “deep-pocketed incumbents [to] have the ability to enter into
arrangements with Internet Service Providers that disfavor the delivery of their competition.” Such an arrangement
would do a great disservice to me and other consumers like me, who rely on the internet for communication and
business purposes, but are on the low end of the earnings spectrum.

Under the new regulatory logic, we would not have the financial resources to equitably access communication channels
that are not profitable to larger companies. Our communications and the dissemination of information would be held for
ransom. I value the internet because it allows me access to information outside the carefully controlled narratives
offered by wealthy corporations. Any purposeful degradation of competitor’s services designed to coerce me into using
the ISP partner’s service is a scam and a serious impingement on my ability to use the internet for my own purposes.

I implore you to take proactive steps to protect consumers from ISP’s coercive practices by upholding the doctrine of
net-neutrality.

Thank you for your time.
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Sincerely,

Matthew Watkins
Phoenix, AZ
Congressional District AZ-7
(602) 292-6714

------------------------------ Email 3,157 ------------------------------

From: parracamacho
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:19
Subject: Keep internet open!!!!!!!!!
Please keep money from being a factor in the quality of content we share with each other through the internet.  Do what
is right for America, not what is right for a few wealthy companies.

F.

------------------------------ Email 3,158 ------------------------------

From: yountdaniel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Classifying Internet access as a utility is crucial. At the turn of the 20th century access to electricity was seen in the
same way as Internet access is today, a privileged commodity. As electricity became more ubiquitous with housing and
business and was used to power more than the single light bulb most buildings had, if they had any electric hookups at
all, electricity was reclassified as a utility. We are going through the same type of transition today where Internet access
has become ubiquitous with business and is quickly approaching the same status with household items and appliances. I
personally see no other way for this debate to go; the Internet MUST be classified as a utility if we are to move forward
into this century as a modern society. The way I see it, the future of technological advancement in this century is hinged
on how soon we can make the transition from Internet access being considered a commodity to what it should be, a
public utility.

A concerned voter, citizen, and entrepreneur.

Daniel Yount
Lincolnton, NC
www.darkwintermusic.com<http://www.darkwintermusic.com>

------------------------------ Email 3,159 ------------------------------

From: kennethbarlow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:20
Subject: Stop destroying net neutrality.
Do not allow ISPs to charge content providers more for faster network service.

------------------------------ Email 3,160 ------------------------------

From: luddite
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 21:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Parsons

------------------------------ Email 3,161 ------------------------------

From: lionrafael
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We don't want to start a war to keep the Internet open.

Daniel Morrisey
609 Nikki Dr
Petaluma, CA 94954
US

------------------------------ Email 3,162 ------------------------------

From: ivovmermeulen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ivo M. Vermeulen (  writes:

I DO NOT agree with you getting rid of our Net Neutrality.  This is ridiculous!  Why are you people only about money
money money and NEVER concerned with us regular citizens?  Maybe you should look up what the the word Freedom
means, it certainly DOES NOT mean highest bidder sets the rules!!  You people suck.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,163 ------------------------------
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From: rchasm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

More bandwidth for large companies with lots of money to pay the fees will result in less bandwidth for the rest of us,
will stifle innovation, will constrain democracy even further, and will greatly harm the free speech rights of the common
 man.  Don't do what you propose!  I vow to do everything in my power to ensure the net neutrality is maintained!

Richard Moore
4762 S. Cedar Rd
Evergreen, CO 80439

------------------------------ Email 3,164 ------------------------------

From: jasonkbowling
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:22
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality
Dear members of the FCC,

Can you please explain why you are making a decision that seems to
destroy the net neutrality and hand unprecedented power to content
providers while at the same time costing the American public more money?
Do you think this is a good idea? Did they convince you with a well
reasoned argument?

As a tax payer funding this government and an internet user that will be
greatly harmed by this decision I would dearly like to know.

thank you,

jason bowling

------------------------------ Email 3,165 ------------------------------

From: bwyg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

For the United States of America to survive, we must have Net Neutrality. This is a requirement of the Republic;
without it, the people can not possibly inform themselves. If we let corporations decide what is important and what is
not, we'll be in George Orwell's 1984 world. We're almost there already. This Net Neutrality fight is a tipping point.

Do not let any corporation or individual decide which internet traffic is important and which is not.

Bruce Watson
1421 Dellwood
1421 Dellwood
Raleigh, NC 27607
US

------------------------------ Email 3,166 ------------------------------

From: seannorburycgcc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:23
Subject: Corruption
How much money was passed around the FCC to get net neutrality out of the way? Every little bit of corporate
corruption in this country brings us closer to a revolution. All of you will one day be held accountable for what you have
 done. I look forward to that day.

Sean Norbury

------------------------------ Email 3,167 ------------------------------

From: ltalwar
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:23
Subject:
Dear FCC, Perhaps you are deaf to the cries of the American Public. We want the FCC to classify broadband Access as
a "Title II telecommunications service. Anything short of that would simply be corruption (in the name of "donations")
by ISPs. Try to actually do what you were meant to do, and not just stuff your pockets with all the cash that you can fit.
Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 3,168 ------------------------------

From: mayberryken
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:24
Subject: Please keep online video the same as the rest.
To Mr. Wheeler,

I have just read an article on the New York Times website called:
"F.C.C., in a Shift, Backs Fast Lanes for Web Traffic". I am writing you to
tell you how important it is for me to keep my online streaming video
content with Roku's Hulu Plus for my televisions and why it looks like
my subscription to Hulu Plus would increase if the F.C.C. starts
charging companies like Hulu to stream video content. I am a disabled
man that has a head injury from being attacked on a High School Band
trip to Los Angeles when I was 17 and have been living on Social
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Security and SSI since I was a young adult. I am 42 years old right now
and live in the mountain town of Quincy, California. I had to move up
here because I needed the peace away from so many people in the
Sacramento Valley. The only television my town has is either cable or
satellite. With my Social Security and SSI and Section 8 Housing, I
barely have enough money to live here so I cannot afford cable or
satellite. A couple years ago I found Hulu.com and have been using their
Hulu Plus subscription ever since as my resource for television shows
except for some DVDs I own and VHS tapes.  A Hulu Plus subscription
costs around $100 a year and has more than enough current TV shows to
keep me satisfied. If you start charging Hulu Plus and other companies
with streaming content, like Netflix, to be able to stream their shows
to people like me, I will no longer be able to watch TV because your
rates will just be pushed onto the subscriber (like me) and the cost
would go up, I believe. Please keep me and people like me in mind when
you go over your plans. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Kenneth Green
Quincy, California
P.S. Here is that website article from the New York Times:
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html?partner=rss&&_r=0

------------------------------ Email 3,169 ------------------------------

From: jjstaples
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
J.J. Staples

------------------------------ Email 3,170 ------------------------------

From: gaylepilat
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:25
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gayle Pilat
108 Prospect St
Brandon, VT 05733

------------------------------ Email 3,171 ------------------------------

From: dbehlman
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:26
Subject:
Dear Tom, Mignon, Jessica, Ajit, and Mike of the FCC,

Are you not aware that any large organization exists solely assist the public, that is the individuals that make up the
population, in doing things that are easier for us to do together? By making internet network access speed dependent on
money doesn't help raise the bar on the bottom rather it raises the bar immeasurably high for those who can afford it.
And, I don't know if you are paying attention, but wealth inequality is causing real physical harm to many members of
the human race. I don't think anyone wants to be engaged in such activities. But if you are comfortable and happy then I
guess you don't have to do your job or do anything to help other people with your significant means.

http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702304518704579519963416350296

Educate and see the connections,
David Behlman

------------------------------ Email 3,172 ------------------------------

From: nathaniel.j.ellingson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:26
Subject: Please stop. Protect Net Neutrality.
The internet is a utility and everyone knows it. Stop representing Comcast and start actually working for the people.
How much are they paying you?

------------------------------ Email 3,173 ------------------------------

From: michael.millerick
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
You are trying to turn the Internet into a pay to win model, and that should be illegal.

~~~
Michael Millerick

------------------------------ Email 3,174 ------------------------------

From: jeddiffenderfer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler, I’m concerned. Net Neutrality needs to remain exactly that. Neutral.

To say that ANY business has the right to regulate traffic streams is about as healthy economically as letting a business
control who drives on what freeways. Let’s look at the information superhighway, like a highway. Say Wal-Mart
doesn’t want me using a certain exit to the hospital or school because it’s near a Target. They then setup a toll to that
exit. You’d have to be a complete moron to know that’s wrong.

The idea of removing Net Neutrality is the epitome of the private sector trying to profit on basic freedoms instead of
investing, innovating, and coming up with REAL products that make us a worthy, competitive nation. Don’t charge us
for the air we breathe. Let us breathe so we can work and live our lives. They like to tout ‘pulling up your bootstraps’?
Well these are the bootstraps they’re threatening to take away.

The internet is, like it or not, the freeway of the future. I personally e-commute and do my business online. I already
PAY for internet which any other self-respecting country is moving to get rid of because they understand that this only
hurts progress in innumerable ways. Not only is it wrong to not have public internet readily available to promote
business and education growth solutions for the 21st century, it’s doubly wrong to then inhibit our freedoms by allowing
 these private providers to both charge us for it AND dictate how we use it? What’s next - only allowing us to view pop-
up ads? CHARGING us to view pop up ads? It’s going to turn the internet from one of the greatest tools for democracy
and progress, into a glorified junk mail catalog - at best.

I would much rather pay the fees I do to private companies, go toward a free, neutral, public internet service, than pay a
few selfish greed-mongers to screw around with my Freedom to use the web. If I wanted that, I’d move to a country
who limits their citizens freedom to use the web, not one who purports to support it. I’m asking you not to sell our future
 away so a handful of people can buy an extra yacht. Please support, and enforce NET NEUTRALITY now and forever.

- Jed Diffenderfer

------------------------------ Email 3,175 ------------------------------

From: karllohrmann
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Karl Lohrmann
1807 Cleveland Ave.
Whiting, IN 46394

------------------------------ Email 3,176 ------------------------------

From: wiranvaud
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for a corporate only Internet. We want net
neutrality. We want a free and open internet for the good of humanity.

William Ranvaud

------------------------------ Email 3,177 ------------------------------

From: michaeldarby
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:31
Subject: I want to protest any move away from Net Neutrality!
You are being fooled or bought by business to make a series of bad decisions in their favor.  If businesses want more
bandwidth … they should fund a better infrastructure for everyone … not take it away from anyone or go pay to play.

How do I file a formal complaint against the FCC on this issue?

I also do not agree with ICANN being put out of the USA.  No matter how much the world wants to call it their own …
ICANN and actually the Internet belongs to America.  Kind of extreme … but the second world is not fit to manage
anything on a worldwide basis.

Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 3,178 ------------------------------

From: seraph77
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Casey Anthony
3152 Covewood Ct.
Unit A
Falls Church, VA 22042

------------------------------ Email 3,179 ------------------------------

From: mrfullsrvc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bill Lindner
24 Corte Oriental
Greenbrae, CA 94904

------------------------------ Email 3,180 ------------------------------

From: bevjahn
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Beverly Jahn
735 Vrain #210
Denver, CO 80204

------------------------------ Email 3,181 ------------------------------

From: maddave37
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You just don't get it do you?

Perhaps you are "getting it" and we are paying for it.

David Maddox
809 Halifax rd
Holts Summit, MO 65043
US

------------------------------ Email 3,182 ------------------------------

From: wkirkfast
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William Fast
10808 Dickinson Rd
Ozawkie, KS 66070

------------------------------ Email 3,183 ------------------------------

From: synthetic
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:33
Subject: Net neutrality
I hope that you will reconsider your position on net neutrality. An open, free communications system benefits the entire
world, from business to individuals. By allowing favoritism, the only winners are the telecommunication corporations.
Please keep a level playing field on the internet for the sake of free speech and a level playing field.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 3,184 ------------------------------

From: dmblum
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:34
Subject: in support of strong net neutrality rules
Dear Chairman Wheeler,
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Broadband internet in the United States is a joke. In many markets, a single company has a monopoly on providing
broadband connectivity. In others it's a duopoly. In a handful of markets the lucky consumer may have three options.
But, where these limited choices exist, the terms are basically the same. Companies like AT&T, Verizon, and Comcast
all offer an introductory rate that might be a hair under $50 for 25 MBps, then after 6 to 12 months the price balloons to
$70 or $80. Also, over the last 6 months, all three of these major providers simultaneously started throttling speeds to
their customers who also are Netflix customers. My concern is not specifically for Netflix customers. Rather, it's that the
 market lacks competition. These providers act like a cartel. They adopt common pricing structures, they adopt common
business practices that attempt to choke off the business of company they view as "disruptive" to their cozy
arrangements, and the FCC has turned a blind eye.

How, therefore, can you possibly assure the American public that you will effectively police these providers for abusive
practices with respect to an open internet on a case-by-case basis? The answer is you cannot. The American public does
not trust you to take action against broadband internet providers who act anti-competitively and to stifle innovation
because you have not done so in the past, and because we see the FCC as having a revolving door with the providers
themselves (e.g. former FCC Commissioner Meredith Baker, who took a high paying lobbyist job with Comcast weeks
after casting a vote to approve the Comcast-NBC Universal merger). Rather than tell the public to trust you, instead you
should write a set of clear rules with respect to net neutrality that on face protect the openness of the internet. Verizon,
Comcast, and AT&T are all opposed to this, and it's because they are afraid that such rules would enable others to
innovate and profit without paying a toll (e.g. Netflix, who came up with a product that consumers want).

I don't mean to play favorites with respect to Netflix. Netflix is just one company, and it has competitors such as
Amazon Video On-Demand (which the provider cartel also throttles) and Verizon Red Box (which stands make a lot of
money if Netflix and Amazon fold). This is ultimately about control. No net neutrality rules means the provider cartel
will decide whose website will get viewed and whose will not. Traffic will be funneled toward the websites of big
companies who make deals with providers for high bandwidth or whose websites the cartel judges to be un-threatening,
while upstart companies and companies selling products that the cartel wants to capture will be throttled and so will lose
 out on traffic. The public's internet experience will be controlled by way of blazing fast speeds offered to favored large
companies versus sub-1 MBps* speeds offered to websites of artists, musicians, academics, non-profits, or small-cap
companies. Some will seek out the content they want to find and put up with the slow speeds, assuming those content
producers can afford to stay in business. Most will not.

Sir, you have it in your power to keep the internet open. You may not have my trust when it comes to policing the anti-
competitive behavior of broadband providers, but you can start to win it back. Draw a line in the sand by writing some
strong net neutrality rules, and if and when those rules are broken, take enforcement action.

Very respectfully,
David Blum

2030 N Adams St Apt 1208
Arlington, VA 22201

510-414-4450

* I can report to you that starting around October or November 2013, my bandwidth from Netflix dropped from 18
MBps at night to under 1 MBps at the same time of night. I'm a Verizon customer. Verizon is one of two providers that
serve my market. The other provider is reported on web forums to offer its customers equally slow service.

------------------------------ Email 3,185 ------------------------------

From: inbox
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:34
Subject: FCC regulation of the internet.
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Please register my complaint regarding the FCC oversight of the “internet”

The internet is a utility, there is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans, all internet providers
should be treated equally, and the FCC is doing a miserably ineffective job. The United States should lead the world in
broadband deployment and speeds: we should have the lowest prices, the best service, and the most competition. We
should have the freest speech and the loudest voices, the best debate and the soundest policy. We are home to the most
innovative technology companies in the world, and we should have the broadband networks to match.

Jon Loss
218.831.2767

------------------------------ Email 3,186 ------------------------------

From: phil morris94
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Phil Morris
PO Box 301
Kiel, WI 53042

------------------------------ Email 3,187 ------------------------------

From: pavan.dalal
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:34
Subject: The goose that lays golden eggs: the free internet
The goose that lays golden eggs: a free internet has generated trillions of dollars for the U.S. economy in a short span of
20 years and your decision threatens to squeeze that goose. The telecom companies should be reclassified under title II.
They ARE utilities. They bring little value and they have unfair local monopolies that limit customer choices. Even
worse if Comcast-TWC goes through. They should have NO say in what end users access through their cables.

As FCC chairman, you have enormous power over the future of our economy and countless unborn American
enterprises. Do not harm our goose by taking the easy road. Courage to stand up to vested interests is desperately
needed.

-Pavan Dalal

------------------------------ Email 3,188 ------------------------------

From: cfwester
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:35
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Subject: Net Neutrality
While I know it is a complicated issue to regulate internet providers from exploring possible revenue streams, the open
internet is too valuable a utility to fall to commercialization. Please find maintain net neutrality.

Christopher Fritz Wester

------------------------------ Email 3,189 ------------------------------

From: tlischke
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr.  Wheeler,

I'm greatly concerned with the direction that the net neutrality issue seems to be headed. Please help renew my faith in
the government's ability to not simply cave to pressure/money from big business.

Tom Lischke
Longwood, Florida

------------------------------ Email 3,190 ------------------------------

From: michaeldarby
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:36
Subject: Just say NO to FCCs latest anti-Internet rhetoric
You are being fooled or bought by business to make a series of bad decisions in their favor.  If businesses want more
bandwidth … they should fund a better infrastructure for everyone … not take it away from anyone or go pay to play.

How do I file a formal complaint against the FCC on this issue?

I also do not agree with ICANN being put out of the USA.  No matter how much the world wants to call it their own …
ICANN and actually the Internet belongs to America.  Kind of extreme … but the second world is not fit to manage
anything on a worldwide basis.

Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 3,191 ------------------------------

From: jonpwilson
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:38
Subject: Strong objection to your proposed Open Internet Rules
Dear Director Wheeler,

I am writing to register my strong objection to your leaked, and subsequently confirmed, draft Open Internet Rules that
would permit commercial "fast track" agreements between Internet Service Providers and commercial entities.

Your rules, and subsequent non-clarification of the leaked rules here (https://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-
fcc-s-open-internet-rules), violate the spirit of the Internet--that all data must be treated equally--and, more importantly,
violate the letter of the recent court decisions regarding net neutrality. Your scheme erects massive barriers to entry for
any new company hoping to use Internet access in some way--from video game to website hosting companies. This is
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an excellent plan for strangling the next Youtube or Netflix in its crib.

You know what you must propose, as required by that court decision: that broadband access must be reclassified as a
Title II telecommunications service.

That you are avoiding meeting your legal obligations in your capacity as FCC Chairman is a reflection of your
dedication to the telecommunications companies you formerly lobbied for, rather than the American people whom you
were appointed to serve. Shame on you.

I have contacted my Congressional delegation and asked them to reproach you in the strongest possible terms, but there
is still time for you to do your job in an honorable fashion.

I urge you to consider the future needs of the public. Reclassify broadband access within Title II of the 1996
Telecommunications Act.

Sincerely,

Jon Wilson
Ardmore, PA

------------------------------ Email 3,192 ------------------------------

From: thansen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tim Hansen

 55410

------------------------------ Email 3,193 ------------------------------

From: alane019
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:40
Subject: Net Neutrality Legislation
Mr Wheeler,

Your decision to not back net neutrality is causing me and a growing number of Internet activists to pay attention, and
spread the word about these outrageous and absurd actions. In the future we will do our best campaign in the areas
where your constituents will take notice. We hope that you will continue to educate yourself on this issue so you will
see why an Internet based on equal access and service for all will be the only justifiable path moving forward.

Sincerely,
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Adam

------------------------------ Email 3,194 ------------------------------

From: chris
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:40
Subject: net neutrality
Hello,

I support net neutrality and am greatly concerned by the current position of the FCC.

I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Furthermore, I do not support the FCC’s proposition to hold a reverse auction for the 600 band of the wireless spectrum.

Thanks,

Chris Van Drie

Office Manager

Audio Intercom Services

Email: mailto

Direct Line: 917.484.2647<tel:917.484.2647>

Main Office: 718.369.3077<tel:718.369.3077>

************************************************************************************************
*******************************************

Confidential & Privileged: This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain
confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.
Thank you.
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------------------------------ Email 3,195 ------------------------------

From: isadorehanley
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

    I am recent retired Military Veteran and I current have Comcast. I have never had worse service than Comcast, I have
 had to call them serval times just fix my Internet connection. If you kill net neutrality and allow Time Warner to merge
with Comcast, you given to keys to the castle to the devil. Comcast does not care about customer satisfaction or keeping
 Internet innovation which the life's blood of the World Wide Web. Net Neutrality is the Democracy of the Internet
where anyone can share and express their opinion with a few keystrokes. I have to keep this email short because I have
several injuries while serving my country. Please stop Comcast from destroying the Internet.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hanley

------------------------------ Email 3,196 ------------------------------

From: swankybutters
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:41
Subject: Thanks Dickhead
For nothing.

In case you didn't know this is about your handing over the internet to corporate America.

------------------------------ Email 3,197 ------------------------------

From: osakamariner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicholas Watkins
23014 75th Pl W
Edmonds, WA 98026

------------------------------ Email 3,198 ------------------------------
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From: loanndrake
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Loretta Drake
1680 Arizona Av NE
St Petersburg,, FL 33703

------------------------------ Email 3,199 ------------------------------

From: spanishbroomaker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:43
Subject: Ending Net Neutrality is a Mistake

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is the problem with you politicians, you don't think of the consequences of your actions, but that of course is the
problem with humanity as a whole.
Just think with me of a very practical example, say I am a small indie software developer, I decide I want to market my
website and distribute my software in whatever client I make, then here comes along Mr. Big Corporation, Microsoft,
Apple, Adobe, for example, and say that they have inferior software to mine because I attempted to innovate and I
succeeded and Mr. Big Corporation is just cashing in on an inferior piece of software. By allowing throttling and by
getting rid of net neutrality, Mr. Big Corporation is going to pay, bribe, make a treaty with, make a blood pact with, the
ISPs in the USA so that his client has priority over our better software's client. Why do we want to give this type of
advantage over small businesses? What about the day the ISPs decide my software is cutting in on their particular
competing product? ISPs are already a terrible monopoly in this country, and this is just going to make it worse,
especially if they start making software of have services competing with already existing software or even new
software. What about the day the ISP has an agreement or owns Netflix and Hulu is suddenly slower? What about the
day the ISP favors one political party and decides to give more bandwidth to their favorite party? What about when the
ISP decides the government doesn't need bandwidth at all because they are raking in the millions with their new
"gobble-up-bandwidth-p2p-service-for-pointless-movies-games-cat-videos-client." Yeah, you and the old generation
that doesn't understand how networks and the internet works, or what an open internet means, you keep digging our
grave as a country and I don't know but that it will take 3 generations to fix all the problems you guys created, if we ever
 fix it (because your government is also driving us to ruin economically).
Here is what is going to happen, if it gets bad for software companies to compete in the USA, what they will do, is base
their business outside the USA, where they will be at an equal footing with the established powerhouses and out of the
power of monoplizing ISPs, you know, places like Canada, Brazil, and currently in Europe. And there goes more jobs.

--
-Godestablishedyou Escobedo

P.S.
I work at a small (compared to our competitors) opensource software development company, if ISPs give more
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bandwidth to our competitors this might end up ruining us, at least in the USA, because we have offices outside the
USA, so we will probably just take our business outside the USA, sell our services remotely. I know if I ever establish a
software development company I will probably setup outside the USA as it is now, because you people have no clue
what you are doing to "the tubes."

Godestablishedyou Escobedo
1425 West 153rd Street
Compton, CA 90220
US

------------------------------ Email 3,200 ------------------------------

From: stephen.tigner
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:45
Subject: My concerns with regard to the "Net Neutrality"/Open Internet  standards
Dear Commissioners:

I appreciate that your time is valuable, so I will try and be succinct with my concerns.

First and foremost is that what I've heard about the proposed rule-making concerns me. What I've heard is that there will
 be an option to allow service providers to be paid by third parties to give them priority access/speed/etc. to their
customers. I am of the firm belief that this is a very bad idea. If I am mistaken in this understanding, I would love to
have that particular piece clarified. I did read Tom Wheeler's blog post (http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-
fcc-s-open-internet-rules) before writing this email, but unless I missed something, that didn't seem to address my main
concern.

If what I mentioned above that I have heard is indeed true, then my concerns about that are thus:

1.      Regardless of how it affects consumer prices, it will be bad news for small businesses and startups online. This is
worrisome for me as a software developer that makes a living working for a small business whose main line of business
is offering services through the Web.
2.      The very act of allowing such deals to be brokered means that the internet will no longer be an even playing field.
Just like in politics, those with the money will have the most influence.
3.      I fear this will have a smothering affect on startups and other small operations, since the fact that their much larger
 competitors can spend more to prioritize their packets will give them a huge leg up.
4.      This is especially true if they can't afford to "pay off" all the different ISPs. So consumers could get different
vastly different performance depending on the ISP, not for technical reasons but for purely monetary reasons.
5.      There is also the (quite real) worry that it'll become something like a protection racket. An "It would be a shame if
someone were to drop these packets, you know?" type of scenario. You don't pay? Your packets don't reach your
consumers, or do so very slowly. I could even get that way indirectly. If everyone's paying to prioritize, yours get
dropped down to the bottom of the list if you're not paying, and suddenly your customers are getting dial-up speeds to
you from their broadband connections. Yes, that seems like a "slippery slope" argument, but having worked for many
years in customer service for both major phone and cable companies, it would not surprise me in the least. I admittedly
trust some of them as far as I could throw them, as the saying goes.
6.      A final concern here is that it feels like the ISPs are "double-dipping" to be able to make deals like this. As a
consumer, I pay for a pipe, I get a pipe that doesn't care what's going through it and allows me to interact with all
manner of different businesses and entities. A business pays for a pipe, and people can reach them through it. The
businesses pay for their connection to an ISP, consumers pay for their connections to their ISPs and then their
computers can talk with each other. That is how it works now, and that is one of the reasons the Internet functions as
well as it does today and has grown as well as it has, IMO.

For the common good, the internet needs to remain a level playing field. The internet is the great equalizer in this day
and age.
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I do apologize if my email is a bit lengthy, but thank you for listening to my concerns, and I hope they are
understandable and that you will be able to address them.

-- Stephen Tigner
Idaho Falls, Idaho

------------------------------ Email 3,201 ------------------------------

From: swankybutters
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:45
Subject: Lobbyist for the cable and wireless industry
Wow, I just found this out about you, I take it back, you are not a dickhead, you're a cunt.

------------------------------ Email 3,202 ------------------------------

From: treasuredub1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

K Whitaker
5179 Darry lane
Dublin, OH 43016

------------------------------ Email 3,203 ------------------------------

From: anothrnbdy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Eric Middleton

TX 75025
US

------------------------------ Email 3,204 ------------------------------

From: gmanly
To:
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gov;
Date: 4/24/2014 21:47
Subject: FCC Legislation in regards to electronic telecommunications. Title  II telecommunications service!
Hello,
    My name is Richard Rachford.  I am a Washington state voter, and I have worked in the I.T. field for over 15+ years.

    It is my up most concern, the state of the current change of opinion held by the FCC in regards to network
shaping/Quality of service from Internet Service Providers.  It is my firm belief, without boring you with technical
jargon that the greatest creation of mankind was this network we all now heavily rely on.  And it has become so solely
due to non intervention behavior thus far.  Please consider internet ISP companies a Title II telecommunications
service!!!

    If you are interested in details, please reply.
                       Richard Rachford ( mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,205 ------------------------------

From: gpanameno47
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 3,206 ------------------------------

From: henry.mantel
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am concerned about the future of the Internet, sir. Net Neutrality is the foundation that the Internet has been built on
and the fact that the FCC has neglected to curb the monopolistic power of ISPs and their constant attempts to eliminate
net neutrality is shameful. Eliminating net neutrality would benefit no one but the executives of Internet Service
Providers. If you do not ensure the continued equal treatment of content providers then you do not deserve the position
you hold for you have proven yourself beholden not to the American people but to corporate interests. The Internet has
helped the world progress by leaps and bounds and it will continue to do so as long as it is kept free and open. Do not
become known as the man who killed the Internet, Mr. Wheeler, because I can assure you history will not look kindly
on anyone with that title. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Henry Mantel
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------------------------------ Email 3,207 ------------------------------

From: rwbrown
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Brown
311 W 4th
Scottville, MI 49454

------------------------------ Email 3,208 ------------------------------

From: catherine.s.carroll
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Catherine Carroll (  writes:

I support Title II.

I work in technology. I understand the issue. I support Title II and believe your attack on net neutrality is an example of
government at its worst.  Corporations are not citizens.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,209 ------------------------------

From: agentpaper47
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.
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Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 3,210 ------------------------------

From: tyler.m.mayer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:50
Subject: We Need Freedom, Not the End of Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Committee,

You are helping to dismantle the democracy that has made America great. Save net neutrality and stop taking power
away from the near-powerless.

Tyler Mayer

IN
US

------------------------------ Email 3,211 ------------------------------

From: bbranham
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:51
Subject: No End to Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As the owner of a small interconnected VOIP service provider I find that net neutrality helps to ensure our customers
conversations are delivered in a timely manner.  Not queued or rate limited which would cause the calls to fail.

Net neutrality is a must.

Robert Branham III
PO Box 105
High Ridge, MO 63049
US

------------------------------ Email 3,212 ------------------------------

From: wildcats535
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Josh Tat

------------------------------ Email 3,213 ------------------------------

From: jodyveith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joanne Veith

------------------------------ Email 3,214 ------------------------------

From: chocoholic60
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:52
Subject: Open internet rules
Please do not allow content companies to pay internet service providers for "special access to consumers".  The last
thing we need is more cost passed on to consumers!  Please don't allow this to happen.

Judy Keller
Chaska, MN

  _____

 <http://www.avast.com/>        This email is free from viruses and malware because avast!
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Antivirus<http://www.avast.com/> protection is active.

------------------------------ Email 3,215 ------------------------------

From: rwhite
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:52
Subject: The End of Network Neutrality?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the FCC,

These days, it seems as if Net Neutrality is about all that remains of the democratic principles on which our country was
founded.

I'm disappointed to learn that the FCC appears to be instrumental in killing this guiding principle as well.

I urge you to advocate for equal access to the Internet, as befitting your role as head of the FCC.

Thank you,

Richard White

Richard White
PO Box 50318
Pasadena, CA 91115
US

------------------------------ Email 3,216 ------------------------------

From: catfishalf
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
al fisher

------------------------------ Email 3,217 ------------------------------
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From: vernpatty
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
vernon oneill

------------------------------ Email 3,218 ------------------------------

From: catherine.s.carroll
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:54
Subject: I support title II
I work in technology. I understand the issue. I support Title II and believe that your attack on net neutrality is
government at its worst. Corporations are not citizens.  Monet shouldn't be able to buy government.

Catherine.

------------------------------ Email 3,219 ------------------------------

From: mhussongk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Mary Hussong-Kallen

 14420

------------------------------ Email 3,220 ------------------------------

From: dazeeka
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thank you for your time.

Richard DeCicco
6168 Walnut St.
Mays Landing, NJ 08330

------------------------------ Email 3,221 ------------------------------

From: oneb.oneill
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 21:55
Subject: Request
Dear FCC,

Please classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." Doing otherwise is a direct assault on the
Freedom of Speech that Americans are guaranteed in the United States Constitution.

Giving ISPs this much power hurts the average american and degrades public trust in American values. It also hurts
small start-up businesses in America and this is as un-american as it gets.

Please consider this request.

Thank you
-Ben O'Neill

------------------------------ Email 3,222 ------------------------------

From: vcipriano
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 21:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vincent Cipriano

------------------------------ Email 3,223 ------------------------------

From: annegiraud
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

anne Giraud
1831 Hendersonville Rd
Ste 110-164
Asheville, NC 28803

------------------------------ Email 3,224 ------------------------------

From: jinxter69
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
You KNOW what it is. I KNOW what it is. Your STUPID, NEW proposal is anything BUT NET NEUTRALITY!!! Get
 on the ball, STOP COW-TOWING to the cable companies and DO YOUR DAMN JOB!!!

------------------------------ Email 3,225 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: mattjschuld
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:57
Subject: Purchased Govt
So just how much did the lobbyists pay you?  These kinds of giveaways to corporations are exactly why people hate our
 govt.  So how would a startup take on youtube?  they certainly cant pay extortion fees to Comcast like google can to
ensure high quality bandwidth.

Thanks FCC for further eroding my trust in democracy.  I hope the lobbyist gave you something good for it.

Please don't write back.  You aren't worth the time it would take to read the reply

------------------------------ Email 3,226 ------------------------------

From: rashellez66
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rashelle Zelaznik

------------------------------ Email 3,227 ------------------------------

From: sunnymct
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 21:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anna McCall-Tanzola

------------------------------ Email 3,228 ------------------------------

From: zach.moen
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:00
Subject: Net Neutrality and Title II Carriers
Sir,

I am a military member registered in California's 1st Congressional District under Mr. Doug LaMalfa.  Given the
current news we have all heard over the recent reversal of the FCC's stance on internet neutrality I feel compelled to
write you today.  Internet access has been regarded as a fundamental right recently by the United Nations, and I regard
the access to it as a modern necessity.  The idea that it can be broken into tiers seems like an amazingly wrong turn for
the regulation of this utility.

I am writing you today to plead for you to regard all internet access as a Title II Telecommunications Service.  The ISP
one uses should not have the ability to give priority to one service over another.  Whether I use the internet for access to
Netflix, Amazon, or any number of websites should not matter to the service provider.  I pay for unfettered access to
this technology. Just like electricity or water, I expect it to deliver the same level of service regardless of the application
I utilize it for.  The argument of bandwidth usage by service is flaccid.  I have paid for access and bandwidth on my end,
 and so does the service I am using.

By allowing ISP's to prioritize service, you are breaking down the free and open nature of the internet.  Please use your
weight and authority as a commissioner for the FCC to dissuade this dangerous course you are taking.

I thank you for your time in reading this.

Respectfully,
Zachary Craig Moen

------------------------------ Email 3,229 ------------------------------

From: mes14
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:00
Subject: The internet must not be closed and managed!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elizabeth Sanders
16 The Byway
214 White Hall
Ithaca, NY 14850
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US

------------------------------ Email 3,230 ------------------------------

From: stardust.limbowalker
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

carol kittredge
3075fairfield dr
tracy, CA 95376

------------------------------ Email 3,231 ------------------------------

From: mhoapili
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Broadband should be reclassified as a telecommunications service. It is a connection to the outside world that is merely
faster than the phone lines we used to use for dial-up access, phone calls, and faxes.

Broadband networks, like all telecom networks, have become essential in our ability to communicate and connect with
each other.

Internet service providers should not be allowed to discriminate access to online content.

The FCC should be working to protect all forms of internet access.

Please do the right thing and stand firm on Net Neutrality.

Mahalo,
Marcus Hoapili

------------------------------ Email 3,232 ------------------------------

From: dick.smythe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Smythe
P. O. Box 890  Sister Bay, WI  54234
Sister Bay, WI 54234

------------------------------ Email 3,233 ------------------------------

From: licciardelloj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jere Licciardello

------------------------------ Email 3,234 ------------------------------

From: zach.isenhart0
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Zach Isenhart (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

It has come to my attention that you have every intention of letting the proposed Comcast/Time-Warner Cable merger
pass. I'm not usually one to go through with emailing those in power because I'm afraid it does nothing, however this
time I must take my stand. Not only would the proposed merger monopolize the Internet Service market, it's also illegal.
 According to the Herfindahl index, the proposed merger would skyrocket the market upwards by over .07, well past the
 margin for concern. This increase would put the ISP market beyond the .25 mark for "high concentration." Were you to
pass this merger, not only would it break your own rules, it would destroy the consumer's chance for a free market and
free choice. Now Comcast and Time Warner will argue that in many areas they won't have direct competition, so to
compare them to a monopoly would be unfair, however these are both national chains and do in fact provide conflicting
service across the board.
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Sir, if you have any shred of decency left... If you have any desire to protect the consumer at all, you will block this
merger. Furthermore, it would be much in yours AND the consumer's interest to reclassify ISPs as Title II entities.
You've repeatedly been told your regulatory powers are insufficient when it comes to ISPs and you have the full power
to change that. Please take this opportunity and make ISPs common carriers. Everyone needs internet access, it's high
time you stopped pretending these monopolistic companies had more say in the laws that govern them than the
legislators themselves.

Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

A concerned citizen.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,235 ------------------------------

From: edagi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Agnes Carome

------------------------------ Email 3,236 ------------------------------

From: fgk002
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:05
Subject: Do Not Compromise Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want to keep the whole Internet available to everyone and all Internet traffic should be treated equally.
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Creativity, innovation, free speech, and a free and open marketplace are all at stake.

A fast-lane for the privileged few would tip the scales of equality

We want net neutrality to be preserved and not compromised by corporate domination and control of the Internet.

Please take action to maintain this democratic media.

Gerald King

FL 33484
US

------------------------------ Email 3,237 ------------------------------

From: nicepalpal
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:06
Subject: Please Make Broadband Access Title II
Good evening Tom Wheeler,

I'm contacting you to implore that you treat broadband access as Title
II so it can be treated as a utility for our country. I fear if the FCC
continues to take actions that makes it harder for the average American
to access the internet, we are going to fall behind other countries in
our access to information. Please help prevent this.

Thank you,
Andrew Pelizzaro

------------------------------ Email 3,238 ------------------------------

From: jbhackett
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:07
Subject: Anti-competitive decision hurts Americans
Mr. Wheeler,

I find your decision to cave in to large corporate interests deplorable. You have betrayed the American people with your
 announcement today that giant corporate internet concerns such as Google, Netflix and Disney will be allowed to pay
for a "fast lane" for data traffic. Who is actually going to pay these fees? We the ordinary, powerless people.
I know of dozens, possibly hundreds, of people who have innovated and created not just full-time work for themselves
via the internet, but entire companies that employ many other people. In an economy where jobs already are hard to
find, you just made it harder for these entrepreneurs to compete with "the big boys." You have endangered their
livelihoods and effectively cut off the possibility that other people will be able to create their own niches.
I would say "with all due respect, sir," but I find nothing in your actions worthy of respect. So I will just ask you, as a
member of the Cable TV and Wireless Halls of Fame, how does it feel to know that you have sold out the creative
futures of literally millions of people? What kind of rousing welcome did your golfing buddies/lobbyists have for you?
How amazing is the offer for a golden parachute from another telecom company after you finish your term and go to
work for them, as did your predecessor?
Most of all, how does it feel to be an utter failure at your job?
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I do not relish being so insulting, but you have earned it, sir, with your anti-competitive insult to the one industry that,
until today, held the possibility of buoying the American economy in a new, sustainable way.
Congratulations. You turned the internet into the oil and gas, medical, banking and insurance industries -- one which is
controlled by a very few, who are essentially allowed to shake down the American people regardless of market
conditions and never have to answer for it. Yes, you cleverly included wording that gives the impression that some sort
of transparency will be required. Nice job with the lawyer speak. Any fool can see right through the opaque weasel
words and predict with 100 percent accuracy how little difference this will make.
Thank you stifling innovation, entrepreneurism, free thought and creativity. You have enshackled us. You are as
reprehensible as Bernie Madoff.

Jason Hackett,
Colorado Springs, Colorado

------------------------------ Email 3,239 ------------------------------

From: s.tarjoto
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 22:08
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners

I want the internet declared a Title II telecom, just like a public utility. You wouldn't let a gas or electric company lower
the Kwh to your house because of the knd of refrigerator I bought, so why should big businesses get a "fast lane" and an
 unfair competitive advantage over retailers, craftspeople and other small business owners? I know I use the internet to:

write screenplays, connect with a professional network in my community theater, and as a forum for my 1st Amendment
 rights.

While we're at it, I would like to know why the US isn't trying to compete with it's global competition by building better
 infrastructure.

Sean Tarjoto

@omgsgt

------------------------------ Email 3,240 ------------------------------

From: mike.nahas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:08
Subject: A bit is a bit is a bit.
Chairman Wheeler,

I'm a networking expert, who worked in finance.  I did my research in peer-to-peer networking at The University of
Virginia; my trading at Walleye Trading, LLC.  While I've been impressed with most of your term as Chairman, the talk
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 of a "two lane" Internet scares me.

In the economic ideal, a resource has a single price.  A bit carried over the same piece of fiber-optic cable has a single
price.  It doesn't matter the source or destination of that bit, it should have the same price as any other bit flowing over
that fiber-optic cable.

If you let the owner of the fiber-optic cable charge different prices for different bits - for example, sometimes charge
both the sender _and_ receiver of the bit - you get away from the economic ideal.  And that's not good.

Sure, different pieces of fiber-optic cable (or other networking medium) have different prices.  Sending a bit over LTE
usually much more expensive than over co-ax.  But any two bits sent over the same medium should have the same price.

I don't know the exact details of your proposal yet, but it sounds like you might let a network operator charge multiple
prices for a bit over the same piece of fiber-optic cable.  It will lead to gaming the system, purposeful underprovisioning
 or, even, intentional bad service.  If customers attempt to arbitrage, it will encourage the owner to invest not in better
networks but devices that detect arbitrage!  None of that is healthy for a networking system that is still growing and
becoming more and more a necessity in everyone's life.

I hope that I'm mistaken.  If I'm not mistaken, I hope that you will consider withdrawing or amending your proposal.
I'm sure you have a number of experts at your disposal, but if you need any assistance from me, it is yours.

Sincerely,

Michael Nahas

------------------------------ Email 3,241 ------------------------------

From: kyle.armstrong21
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 22:08
Subject: Stop
STOP MESSING WITH OUR INTERNET. your are killing innovation. the internet is for the people it isn't so you guys
 can profit off it more and have corporations dominate it. look how America is run today, that's what happens when you
let corporations take over, it ruins everything. sincerly go fuck yourselfs. greedy asshoes

------------------------------ Email 3,242 ------------------------------

From: gibsondescom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:08
Subject: yes to net neutrality
Hello,

I want to register my strong support for the preservation of net neutrality.

Abandoning net neutrality is like have a highway system where the fastest, most
direct roads are reserved for the wealthy.

Thank you,
Anne Gibson
Worcester, MA
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------------------------------ Email 3,243 ------------------------------

From: debbie.wonderkitty
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Debbie Shapiro

------------------------------ Email 3,244 ------------------------------

From: ff.fahimi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
far fah (  writes:

I support Title II.  I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.  Restore Net
Neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,245 ------------------------------

From: walker9491
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Corporations already control so much of the media; don't sell them the internet too! Please protect our right to access all
web pages and content equally. The next generation of businesses, social justice, knowledge and learners depends on it.
We want net neutrality.

Ashley Walker
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CA 95621
US

------------------------------ Email 3,246 ------------------------------

From: steter
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and everyday Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stephen Teter

 95014

------------------------------ Email 3,247 ------------------------------

From: bdutton54
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:11
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ben Dutton (  writes:

You are on the wrong side of history with this.  Networks (who already face little competition) should not have the
ability to discriminate against (or give preferential treatement to) whatever types of content they desire.  Support
COMPLETE NET NEUTRALITY!!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,248 ------------------------------

From: morseman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:11
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Gregory Morse (  writes:

I've very concerned about the future of net neutrality.  I'm paying my provider for access at a certain speed, not so they
can pick and choose which companies that I connect with have faster/slower speeds.  I encourage you to do everything
in your power to have the FCC reclassify broadband as a "telecommunications service" under Title II of the
Communications Act.

Respectfully,
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Greg Morse
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,249 ------------------------------

From: collegeitdept
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 22:12
Subject: Proceeding #14-28 - Protecting and Promoting the Open Internet
To the honorable FCC & Chairman,

Please protect the open internet and prevent pay-to-play express lanes.  It is becoming increasingly clear to everyday
average American's that the internet is in-fact a necessary part of our lives - and therefore a public utility.

Please classify the internet as a Title II telecom - as it should be already.

Thank you,

Brian Phan.

------------------------------ Email 3,250 ------------------------------

From: morgan.shelah.smith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Morgan Smith

NY 14886

------------------------------ Email 3,251 ------------------------------

From: christopher
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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Ending net neutrality would have a very negative impact on American citizens and the internet as a whole. It can only
benefit a few of the larger businesses and only at the expense of everyone else. It's surprising and disappointing that you
 need to be told this. Do not end net neutrality.

Christopher Long

FL 32233
US

------------------------------ Email 3,252 ------------------------------

From: rebecca.smith
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want net neutrality, not corporate domination of the Internet.

The net belongs to all of us, not just the entities with the most money!

Rebecca Smith Randolph
3212 Bernardo Lane
Escondido, CA 92029
US

------------------------------ Email 3,253 ------------------------------

From: misenberg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Isenberg

 53593

------------------------------ Email 3,254 ------------------------------

From: psfrankj
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:17
Subject: UNRESERVED OPPOSITION TO PROPOSED OPEN INTERNET RULES
It has become clear that lobbyists RULE the FCC in ever increasing instances...Any actions which serve to
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create an unfair competitive marketplace for startup websites by a llowing discriminatory connection speeds which, by
default, are slower is totally unacceptable. CONSTRICTING  rather OPENING internet access as a result of oligarchic
monopolistic rulings creates an undemocratic fascistic atmosphere over all electronic communications ESSENTIAL TO
THE PROTECTION OUR BILL OF RIGHTS.
Please reconsider your biases and corporate pressures to promote commerce over freedom.

Franklin D. Jasko
Palm Springs, Ca.
1255 E. Buena Vista Dr.
760 325 4050

------------------------------ Email 3,255 ------------------------------

From: stevenl9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Steve Lampert

NY 10011

------------------------------ Email 3,256 ------------------------------

From: grin3d
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

If unregulated, top-down, corporate manipulation,is FCC  "approved," international net communication will become a
genuine US NATIONAL SECURITY threat.   A "legitimized" hostile, socially divisive, takeover of a primary,
democratic interactivity.  And a further exasperation of  "have/have not" inequality we do NOT want.
Please don't allow this "profit-before-people" ATTACK
on American freedom - or that of any other global neighbor. EVER.

Gary Robert
1695  18th St
San Francisco, CA 94107
US

------------------------------ Email 3,257 ------------------------------

From: samlarkin17
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:21
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Samuel Larkin
100 Langford Hall
Bozeman, MT 59715

------------------------------ Email 3,258 ------------------------------

From: davidgx
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:21
Subject: Net Neutrality.
Hi. I'm writing to show my support for, and ask that you, classify broadband service as a "Title II telecommunications
service." We need strong, legally binding Net Neutrality if the Internet is going to remain the free and open exchange of
ideas, information and commerce that it is today. Nothing less will do.

Thanks for your time.

------------------------------ Email 3,259 ------------------------------

From: timkgoelz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:21
Subject: Restoration of Net Neutrality
Hello,

My name is Tim Goelz. As an American expat I see many things across the world and am constantly forced to face the
fact that many countries of the world do indeed look to the United States as an example of what to be done on the
forefront of public policy. That being the case, and that it is simply my opinion as an American, I humbly ask that you
do what you can to restore net neutrality. The Internet was created in America. We should set the example and continue
to protect it and the free expression of the public that it makes possible.

Please.

Sincerely,
Timothy K. Goelz
--

Skype: timothyk.g.
Telephone (Argentina): (+54) 343 (15) 520 5824

------------------------------ Email 3,260 ------------------------------

From: grey80002
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 22:22
Subject: Internet
What makes the Internet great is hands off.

The internet is built upon hands-off.

If you control the Internet, it will be shit, guaranteed.

Donald Martin, 406-862-4506
Whitefish, MT

Skype: Greyghostie

P.S. Please add me to the NSA special watch list, because I'm fully
expecting that.

------------------------------ Email 3,261 ------------------------------

From: cainetom
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tom Caine
PO Box 1151
Osprey, FL 34229

------------------------------ Email 3,262 ------------------------------

From: aaronabrown
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:24
Subject: title II status for internet providers
Internet service providers have a disproportionate power over individuals using the internet, they naturally want to go
beyond serving internet, but profiting off both sides of the connection. We must have protections against such abuse, I
believe they should be like a phone company or other utility and be classed title II so that they can act responsibly when
it isn't in their interest, but in the public interest. Please don't give them a way to wield their natural power as a weapon
against our common interest. It must remain that packets are served and not discriminated against or slowed down. No-
one should have veto over what travels across the internet. Regulation as Title II would remove their incentive to profit
off their incidental position in the infrastructure.

-Aaron Brown

25767 Tournament Rd
Valencia, CA 91355
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------------------------------ Email 3,263 ------------------------------

From: paxnow
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
bernie allers

------------------------------ Email 3,264 ------------------------------

From: dr.p.thomas
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul Thomas

------------------------------ Email 3,265 ------------------------------
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------------------------------ Email 3,268 ------------------------------

From: chiefer123
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:28
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Yourself, Fucked (  writes:

what do you think you're doing, Tom?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,269 ------------------------------

From: adutchgreene
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 22:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

Please classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. Keep the information free flowing and do not
allow big companies to dictate terms. Do it for the American people. Do what is right.

Regards,
Alex

------------------------------ Email 3,270 ------------------------------

From: joshuadavidis
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:33
Subject: Please protect Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to ask and implore that you and the FCC do what is right for American consumers and protect net
neutrality. America has already become beholden to its corporations and we already have some of the world's worst and
most expensive  internet connections. Please don't let them make it easier to nickel and dime us even more. These deals
always seem to be done behind closed doors with only the corporations in mind and not Americans.

Please do what is right for the American people.

Sincerely,
Josh Lee

------------------------------ Email 3,271 ------------------------------

From: tolarian
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:33



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
    I demand action for democratic media, not platitudes to hide corporate domination of the internet. We need net
neutrality.

Danny Dyche
902 SE Marinette Ave
Hillsboro, OR 97123
US

------------------------------ Email 3,272 ------------------------------

From: jaxsonkhan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service" and reaffirm net neutrality principles.

Sincerely,

JTK

------------------------------ Email 3,273 ------------------------------

From: knottkvance
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 22:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler and other commissioners,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

Kyle Vance

------------------------------ Email 3,274 ------------------------------
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From: tim.c.morrison
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 22:36
Subject: Changes to Internet Neutrality
Commissioners,

Hello, my name is Tim Morrison, and I have been a software developer for 30 years.  I started in the earliest days of the
personal computer revolution, and have been very fortunate to be a beneficiary of the tremendous economic boom of
computers, software and the digital age in general.  I am currently a director within Fidelity National Information
Services (NYSE: FIS), involved in the development of mobile software for financial institutions.

I am writing to you because of what I have heard reported in the Wall Street Journal (and other outlets) about proposed
changes in the rules regarding Internet Neutrality.  I consider net neutrality a key factor in the economic engine that is
the realm of software and technology.  I have been part of a number of startup companies that have grown to produce
real revenue and value.  I can honestly say that had we had to compete on an uneven playing field for reaching
customers, we would never have grown to produce the economic value we have.

I'm sure I don't understand all the nuances of proposals, but it seems to me that any attempt to define channels for
'preferred' arrangements is tantamount to a break with the principles of net neutrality.  As I understand things, the latest
proposals supposedly enshrine a requirement for common base service, but allow the option for mediated arrangements
for better service.  There is no doubt in my mind that this will quickly blossom into a fragmented system that effectively
 guts the core principles that drive technology.  The big will get bigger, and innovation will not be able to compete
except in extraordinary circumstances.

I understand the need for providers to make a fair return on their investments.  I also understand that certain businesses
account for a disproportionate amount of traffic over these networks.  But as a consumer, I am paying providers as a
utility/service, not a tiered system.  I already pay by bandwidth, I don't feel I should pay by content.  That would be like
getting charged more for the 'good' water, or electricity, or gas, or phone calls.

I am only one voice, but hopefully joined by many others.  And I am a voice from within the economy that is directly
affected by your decisions.  I hope you will reconsider your plans for allowing 'preferred' (i.e. tiered) arrangements, as I
believe the repercussions far outweigh the perceived benefits (economically and otherwise).

Thank you for your time.

Regards,

-- Tim Morrison

--
Tim Morrison

------------------------------ Email 3,275 ------------------------------

From: fvanwyk
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Francois van Wyk
P O Box 745
Cobb, CA 95426

------------------------------ Email 3,276 ------------------------------

From: stephenakins
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please leave the Internet Open.  Once we lose Net Neutrality we'll never get it back.

Stephen Akins
2416 Sturdies Bay Rd.
Galiano Island, BC V0N1P0
CA

------------------------------ Email 3,277 ------------------------------

From: theblackgate
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As someone who relies on the internet for 60% of his businesses from internet traffic. Net neutrality is key for keeping a
 fair ground for all involved. Allowing companies to restrict bandwidth will hamper growth and restrict everything as
we know it. I hope that you can see how critical this is and act accordingly. Don't let the lobbyist tell you what
American's want.

Regards,

Drew Gibbs

------------------------------ Email 3,278 ------------------------------

From: seg
To:
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Date: 4/24/2014 22:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The Internet belongs to us all - not to big corporations. Defend Net Neutrality, which is a fundamental principle of the
Internet age, and essential for democracy.

Sally Goldin

US

------------------------------ Email 3,279 ------------------------------

From: jcgsville
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:40
Subject: An Open Internet
Mr. Wheeler,

I just turned 18. I am majoring in Computer Science and these new proposed FCC rules without a doubt harm not only
me and my future career, but the internet and society as a whole. Please don't let that happen. NO ONE can truly believe
 that these rules are conducive to having an open internet and there is no doubt in anyone's mind that this regulation
WILL HARM innovation on a massive scale.

Concerned citizen and new voter,

James Gonzales

------------------------------ Email 3,280 ------------------------------

From: corey.recvlohe
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Grettings Mr. Wheeler,

It disappoints and upsets me that the FCC under your leadership has decided to drop the priority of maintaing an Open
Internet, and has adopted language that supports a "commercially reasonable" fee structure -- which monopoly ISPs will
 use to double charge consumers for content access.

I grew up on the internet, and it's been a blessing to enjoy the fruits of open and neutral access. However, when I see
insiders like yourself -- who revel in bland platitudes -- make cockamamie statements filled with nonsense and
gobbledygook, trust me, I know what's about to go down.

To me, the "industry" you spent your best years building is something which I hate to the core. The Cable industry as a
whole is a degenerate cesspool of poor programing, gimmick personalities, and garbage shows. It's a shit industry, one
I'm sure you're proud of today. You want to turn Internet content into the turd that is the Cable Monopoly. Fuck you,
and fuck your oligarchic crew.

This just got personal. Have a nice day.
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Corey Recvlohe

------------------------------ Email 3,281 ------------------------------

From: bldm2005
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

B. L. Melton
1611 Longfellow Rd
Orange, TX 77630

------------------------------ Email 3,282 ------------------------------

From: wcc44.bc
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William Cromwick
29 Hancock St Apt 2
Somerville, MA 02144

------------------------------ Email 3,283 ------------------------------

From: fenya01
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Janet Micieli

RI 02918

------------------------------ Email 3,284 ------------------------------

From: desbuchanan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Desiree Buchanan

 75023

------------------------------ Email 3,285 ------------------------------

From: aliloon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alicia Peterson
660 S. Franklin St.
Holbrook, MA 02343

------------------------------ Email 3,286 ------------------------------

From: mimccl
To:
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om
Date: 4/24/2014 22:45
Subject: Broadband access is a Title II telecom service
Dear Commissioners,

I am writing you this evening to ask you to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

I work in the entertainment industry as a producer and writer. In the small span of my decade-long career I have
watched cable networks merge, new networks emerge, and others simply dissolve in a sea of constant competition.
Despite the economic downturn, I am lucky to say that my industry has been strong. Very strong.

The last few years alone have seen tremendous innovation. In fact, never before in the century-long history of
broadcasting have consumers had so much power over when, how, and where to access information and entertainment.

New distribution models have driven this creativity, but, it's true, they have also strained the relationships of the network
 providers and cable service providers that move content. But make no mistake -- to deny broadband utility status will
be to deny the artist any control of the canvas, giving a precious few the exclusive ability to dictate the terms of
expression.

This is bad for innovation. It is bad for creativity. It is bad for consumers, who have already paid cable providers to
deliver content and who will now be asked to subsidize the 'fast track' delivery of the same.

The evidence of ample network capacity is overwhelming. Demand for broadband access continues to grow. To ignore
the functional role that broadband access plays will be to turn a blind eye to a blatant money-grab by cable providers
seeking to trick the FCC into believing that cable is relatively new it will never grow old.

I ask the FCC to regulate rather than relegate its power. These things matter to a great many people, and my political
leanings and those of my coworkers are driven more by these issues than popular politics. We will be watching.

Thank you,

Mike I. McClelland
New York, NY

------------------------------ Email 3,287 ------------------------------

From: carroll.r
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:45
Subject: You are going to single-handedly destroy the internet
cc: Commissioner Clyburn

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I work for a large technology company as a web developer. I don't want to use the AT&T Net, the Comcast Net, or the
Netflix Net sponsored by Viagra. I want my Internet.

First of all, our country is far behind the rest of the world in internet speed. We are already a laughing stock in countries
like South Korea and France. We are 31st worldwide in download speed. We don't need it to get any slower for normal
people.

The worst possible thing you could do at this time is to destroy net neutrality, which has formed the foundation of the
internet and allowed it to grow and prosper.
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To allow the rich and powerful to own the "good" internet and force normal people and small businesses to the dirt
roads of dial-up speeds, is a very short-sighted, greedy, and stupid plan.

I am sickened and disgusted that you, a corporate lobbyist, plan to break the internet up into rich and poor. If your plan
goes through, you will be remembered throught all of history as the person who ruined the internet.

Please stop taking advice from only to the people in the telecom and other powerful industries who are only interested in
 money, to the exclusion of the great strides in communication, economic prosperity, and free speech that the internet
under net neutrality has made so far.

Sincerely,
Robert Carroll

------------------------------ Email 3,288 ------------------------------

From: artsysf78
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stephanie Morimoto

 87508

------------------------------ Email 3,289 ------------------------------

From: parsifal10
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:46
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rick Seeley
571 Cumberland Ave.
Portland, ME 04101
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------------------------------ Email 3,290 ------------------------------

From: jninipi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
JB Coleman

------------------------------ Email 3,291 ------------------------------

From: jasonstowell74
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Stowell
1704 Savannah Dr
Papillion, NE 68133

------------------------------ Email 3,292 ------------------------------

From: cheryl.k.myers
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cheryl Myers
13800 Mainsail Dr
Anchorage, AK 99516

------------------------------ Email 3,293 ------------------------------

From: carol campbel68
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:48
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

carol campbell
200 burney walker lane
starkville, MS 39759
US

------------------------------ Email 3,294 ------------------------------

From: aerinndis7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jennifer Armstrong
1309 Sloan St. #2
North Pole, AK 99705

------------------------------ Email 3,295 ------------------------------

From: davepny
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:50
Subject: stop the death of net neutrality
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Mr. Wheeler,

I don't care how you explain it. You've betrayed us and the internet with your proposal. Selling out to the wealthy and
the rich doesn't make you or the FCC better, it makes you cowards. It means you threw all of us over for $$$. Stand up
for the open internet. Get some courage to do the right thing, not the money thing.

I never write to anyone directly. In this case, I've phoned you, sent email to the President, my Senators and even the Tea
Partier who is my Representative. I signed the petition at the WhiteHouse.gov. I hope this becomes a campaign issue
too.

------------------------------ Email 3,296 ------------------------------

From: kellyasolomon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:50
Subject: Already Affected
Tom,
This evening I read this quote attributed to you, "To be very direct, the proposal would establish that behavior harmful
to consumers or competition by limiting the openness of the Internet will not be permitted, ..."

I noticed you used the future tense, "will not be permitted." I would like to clarify that the effects of the end of net
neutrality are already here, present tense.

For years, with no issues, my husband and I had subscribed to CrunchyRoll.com, a streaming Asian media provider.  In
February of this year, our Crunchy Roll service went from working flawlessly to being completely broken, unable to
watch even a few minutes of video at a time.   We did all of the standard checks with our systems, router, connectivity,
etc. and everything was working correctly with very high upload and download speeds. Crunchy Roll was simply unable
 to function. Doing some research online, it appears that we were definitely not alone in this complaint.

January's court ruling gutted net neutrality and by February, Crunchy Roll, one of the smaller streaming providers, was
already being forced out of bounds by the big boys.

The cable companies are effectively small market monopolies. Many households in my region do not have a choice for
cable and internet service providers. This leaves us, the consumers, unable to influence the market in a meaningful way.
 This is why we need the FCC to make bold moves on our behalf.

The issue is already here. Consumers are already being affected. We notice and we care. Please save our small tech
streaming businesses. I want my Crunchy Roll back.

Respectfully,

Kelly Solomon

------------------------------ Email 3,297 ------------------------------

From: glenn.erikson.phd
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:52
Subject: Proposed Net Neutrality Rule
Please be aware that I and many, many others believe the FCC's proposed new rule on Net Neutrality in not in the
interest of the public, and will cause both higher rates for the same service, and create an artificial barrier to new
competition in Internet services.  I can only see it serving the interests of the major corporations currently providing
access services.  Implementing this rule would, I believe, be a disaster.  I hope you will reconsider.
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I would also like to remind the Obama administration and the Democratic Party that moves such as these, plus others
such as:

*       The NSA's invasion of our privacy,
*       Drone attacks killing anyone, without a trial, whether the government thinks they are guilty or not but orders their
deaths irregardless, often with tremendous loss of innocent life,
*       Our government's huge gifts to the Banking industry while doing little to nothing for the many homeowners
suffering from their morally fraudulent lending practices,

will only serve to distance this administration and the Democratic Party from the very individuals that have supported it
in the past.  If the Democratic Party questions why it is doing so badly in polls for the coming midterms, it needs look
no further than at the apathy it is creating in its own base by these unpopular actions.

I sincerely hope the Administration wakes up before its too late and the Democratic Party loses control of the House and
 Senate.

Sincerely,

Glenn Erikson
--
Glenn Erikson, PhD, AIA
Architect/Developer at Time Equities, Inc.
Principal at EF Capital, LLC
Conservation Director at Federation of Fly Fishers
917.817.9014

------------------------------ Email 3,298 ------------------------------

From: aubdon
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Aubdon Morales

CA 94110

------------------------------ Email 3,299 ------------------------------

From: jpetty
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

It has already been proven by scientific study that we no longer live in a democracy. People are being brainwashed into
voting for their own deaths, ONE AMERICAN DYING EVERY 12 MINUTES BECAUSE OF CRIMINAL
CORPORATE POLICIES.

WITHOUT AN OPEN AND NEUTRAL INTERNET, THE PEOPLE WILL BE FORCED TO REBEL. THERE WILL
BE BOYCOTTS, AND THERE WILL BE BUSINESSES RUINED.

JUST ASK YOUR CRIMINAL FRIEND RUSH LIMBAUGH.

Judith Petty
226 South Street
Chelsea, MI 48118
US

------------------------------ Email 3,300 ------------------------------

From: nmorozov2014
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:55
Subject: Restoring net neutrality
Regarding the recent legislation dealing with Net Neutrality, I'd like to express my concern, as a citizen, with the
changes being made. Please classify Broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

Discrimination based on internet usage or domain is still discrimination and a slippery slope into greater regulatory
issues that may restrain free press and internet usage.

I support Title II. Thank you.
-Nicole Morozov
--

Francis Parker School  |  San Diego, CA
www.francisparker.org | @francisparkersc | facebook.com/francisparkerschool

*As Far As The Mind Can See*

------------------------------ Email 3,301 ------------------------------

From: efredric
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The taxpayers of America funded the creation of the internet through DARPA/ARPANET and later developments of
packet-data protocols.

NO COMMERCIAL ENTITY SHOULD HAVE DOMINION OVER THE INTERNET.

It is, by definition and origin, a public commons and should not only be protected from violation of "net neutrality," it
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should also be further protected and enforced now so that it isn't undone in the future.

Furthermore, ALL U.S. CITIZENS should be given a government-guaranteed secure email address and web access as
part of the public commons.  U.S. Postal Offices could house public computers, given that the horrible poison-pill Bush-
era legislation of 2006 was undone, allowing the Post Office to conduct other services such as voting polls and
registration, notary services, and WEB ACCESS.

Stand up for America for once with a solid stance for your fellow countrymen and women.

Stop sitting in the lap of oligarchy.  You are from this country, this world, and hopefully a human being as well, so
maybe we can see an example of our government being FOR THE PEOPLE and NOT FOR THE CORPORATIONS!

Thank you for enforcing and expanding Net Neutrality, if you do it.  If you don't, you will have pushed this country
further to oligarchy and destruction for yourself, your children, and all of us in the future.

E Fredric

E Fredric
1400 Oak Patch Road
Eugene, OR 97402
US

------------------------------ Email 3,302 ------------------------------

From: robert.grissom90
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:58
Subject: Net neutrality
You being a former cable/TV lobbyist I don't expect much but seriously?

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 3,303 ------------------------------

From: leegratz
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lee Gratz (  writes:

Tom Wheeler, as Chairman of the FCC I implore you to support Net Neutrality and insist that ISPs be classified as Title
II telecommunications companies, aka common carriers.  Consumers, innovators, small businesses, and the truly free
market need you to act.  Title II regulations are the only framework that even remotely makes sense, and the only reason
 we are even having the debate is because cable companies like Comcast and Time Warner have the money to lobby for
the recent FCC ruling.

Vague platitudes regarding "commercially reasonable" agreements cannot be trusted as a form of effective regulation.

We as taxpayers and cable customers have paid for the data infrastructure in this country and to put that infrastructure
under the control of a handful of massive ISPs (e.g. Comcast and Time Warner, assuming they aren't allowed to merge)
is a insult to the idea of a free market.

My skepticism regarding the ability of industry insiders to properly oversee said industries in roles such as yours knows
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no bounds.  Frankly I find it astonishing that we as a population allow this practice in our regulatory agencies.  Prove
me wrong and make your decisions in the interest of the consumer, small businesses, innovators, and the country as a
whole.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,304 ------------------------------

From: ej
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 22:59
Subject: Please scrap your plan
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Straight from the FCC’s website, one of your agency’s competencies is listed as “Promoting competition, innovation
and investment in broadband services and facilities”.  Your proposed Net Neutrality regulations do exactly the opposite.
 Please side with the American people and NOT the corporate players.  We do not need our access to information
throttled by corporate interests.

Thank you, a concerned Software Engineer,

Eric Johnson

3704 Carney Blvd.

Springfield, IL

------------------------------ Email 3,305 ------------------------------

From: blakecr7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Catherine Blake

------------------------------ Email 3,306 ------------------------------

From: shaunphughes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am very disappointed with the "Net Neutrality" proposal recently put forth by the FCC.

The provisions allowing Internet service providers to charge companies for preferential treatment are poorly thought out
 and a MISTAKE.

It will stifle innovation in the US, and encourage companies to base their operations in places like the European Union
that have broader protections against these kinds of predatory business practices.

It is time for the employees of the US Government to look after the welfare of it's citizens, so you must reclassify
broadband Internet access as a telecommunications service.

Very truly yours,

-- Shaun

--
  Shaun P. Hughes

mailto

------------------------------ Email 3,307 ------------------------------

From: farspace
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:00
Subject: PLEASE! Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet is a pubic commons.  One cannot get by without it as of now.

Stop being toadies of corporations.  Stop hiding behind horrible decisions like Citizen's United and McCutcheon.

Damn it all, stand up for people for once.  Enforce and expand NET NEUTRALITY now.

We're fed up.

A Ward
1400 Oak Patch Road
Eugene, OR 97402
US
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------------------------------ Email 3,308 ------------------------------

From: shezollinger
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sherrie Zollinger

 98110

------------------------------ Email 3,309 ------------------------------

From: mbudd44
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mike Budd
3621 NW Third Ave.
Boca Raton, FL 33431

------------------------------ Email 3,310 ------------------------------

From: donaldjones90
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Donald Jones
6300 North Sheridan Road
Chicago, IL 60660

------------------------------ Email 3,311 ------------------------------

From: clatm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chris Tukmak

------------------------------ Email 3,312 ------------------------------

From: ivan.corpeno
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

As it is, telephone, cable and internet services are overpriced and will become more so with the consolidation of
providers with virtual monopolies across all three services simultaneously.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

ivan corpeno
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 92630

------------------------------ Email 3,313 ------------------------------

From: nmccallister1
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nate McCallister (  writes:

Please abandon your attempt to redefine net neutrality. I do believe that allowing ISP's to give preferential treatment to
more powerful organizations content flow would be a blow to the democratic process. I also think that it could stifle
innovation by new start-ups. And I don't believe my community will gain any benefit from it. Chairman Wheeler please
reconsider your decision to rewrite net neutrality rules to favor those with vast financial resources. Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,314 ------------------------------

From: aecsmith94
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
We need Net Neutrality

------------------------------ Email 3,315 ------------------------------

From: hoffmasc
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 23:07
Subject: Reclassify broadband as telecommunications service
Commissioners,

I'm writing to urge the you to scrap FCC plans to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment of
data.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge you to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

Thank you for your consideration and future actions in the best interest of American consumers.

Scott W. Hoffmann

------------------------------ Email 3,316 ------------------------------

From: finslice
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:07
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Americans deserve better than swill and smokescreens as corporations pursue total domination of the Internet.

As the "land of the free," America deserves net neutrality.

Freedom of speech should not be restricted online.

kristin b

FL

------------------------------ Email 3,317 ------------------------------

From: barbaracatlover
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barbara Verrier

------------------------------ Email 3,318 ------------------------------

From: chris.farmer
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:07
Subject: Opposed to latest so-called "net neutrality" measures
The measures that the FCC recently proposed to provide high and slow "lanes" in the name of net neutrality are a
travesty and must be abandoned. It is so insulting that you would attempt to redefine this fundamental principal of our
technological freedom, and even worse that you would move to destroy it.

Please protect the internet and true net neutrality, abort attempts to appease corporate interests, and use the FCC's full
power for the good of all internet citizens.

Thank you.
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Chris Farmer
Senior Software Architect
MAXPOINT

Direct: 512.740.8787
Skype: maxpoint_chris
maxpoint.com<http://maxpoint.com>

------------------------------ Email 3,319 ------------------------------

From: stuckeylevi
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:09
Subject: protect the net
Save the internet and enforce net neutrality.  The internet is a utility.

--

Levi Stuckey

Cell: (419)-262-0086

------------------------------ Email 3,320 ------------------------------

From: tommynunes
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Thomas Nunes (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

    I'm writing with absolute disgust regarding your newly proposed "Net Neutrality" rules. Allowing "fast lanes" to
companies who pay for the privilege of internet, at the speeds the ISPs advertise to begin with, completely flies in the
face of what "Net Neutrality" and an Open Internet are supposed to be.

I should not have a service throttled because they did not pay for a fast lane, it hinders smaller companies/services and it
 hinders the internet service that I pay for monthly. I elected to pay $75 a month for Time Warner Cable's "Extreme"
service. What's the point of paying for high-speed internet if the things I want to use it for are throttled unless they pay?
And when they do pay, they will make us, the consumers, absorb the costs. This recently happened with Netflix, which
are now raising prices shortly after paying Comcast for faster service.

     This will also hinder start ups who simply can't afford to pay for a "fast lane" and will be left in the dust by already
large companies who can afford it (and who will make us pay for it.)

     This is one of the worst decisions I have ever seen the FCC make regarding The Internet. With the Comcast/Time
Warner Merger potentially being another one. But that's an argument for another day. Let's just say many of us aren't
happy about that possibility either.
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     As it stands I have no choice but Time Warner in my building. Verizon Fios is not installed and will not be installed
due to Verizon's new requirements. My only option is Time Warner, period, and their service is awful. Their awful
service and lack of competition is one of the reasons I "cut the cord" and opted to go Internet streaming only via Netflix,
 Hulu, etc.

     Cable is a dying medium. Very slowly for sure, but definitely dying. These rules seem like they're put in place to try
to keep the medium afloat for as long as possible.  This isn't just a local issue, this is widespread. I know you know this.
I, along with thousands of others have begun to lose a lot of faith in our Government. Many of us are aware that you
used to be a lobbyist for the Telecom industry. Many are aware that previous FCC Chairmen have left the FCC to join
the Telecom companies they were regulating. When we see things like this "Fast Lane" approach as your answer to new
"Net Neutrality" rules, whether this is truly the case or not, it looks like you're clearly in the pockets of the Telecom
industry. Either that or The FCC has absolutely no power to regulate such large companies and instead must appease
them through these anti-consumer policies.

     The internet has become a utility. A necessity for our everyday life. It should be treated the same way as any other
utility, telephones, electricity, etc. It should be regulated as such. I know all of the telecom companies are fighting that
potential reality tooth and nail but it's pretty obvious how important the Internet is to the world's infrastructure now.

     I seriously hope that you see the obvious flaws in this new proposal and come up with new, more balanced proposals.
 Please help to restore our faith in you and your Commission. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Tommy Nunes
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,321 ------------------------------

From: barcher9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi, I appreciate that you guys have a difficult job in a lot of ways and the supreme court ruling has made it hard to do
your jobs effectively but there can be no free internet with any minimum level of discrimination. I am totally against
allowing companies to charge more for faster access because that would inherently be detrimental to everyone else.

I am writing my congressman but please do everything in your power to keep the internet on a level playing field.

------------------------------ Email 3,322 ------------------------------

From: m.e.harrington
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Harrington

------------------------------ Email 3,323 ------------------------------

From: scott123180
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:12
Subject: Internet Neutrality Is A Necessity
Dear Mr. Tom Wheeler,

I am a concerned eighteen year-old citizen from Park Ridge, New Jersey, who believes that the internet should remain
neutral. Your proposed regulations would allow internet service providers to discriminate between traffic web traffic in
order for monetary gain. I believe that, if every internet-using citizen of the United States was properly informed of this
situation, they would unquestionably disapprove of your actions.

The creation of such rules that act against internet neutrality would ultimately be a vindication of the corruption in the
United States Government. Instead of taking to heart the opinions of the citizens, your proposed legislation would
display a true blindness of the government to the needs and wants of the people. I urge you to please avoid the pressure
of the massive corporations and to take into account the feelings of hundreds of millions of citizens of this country.
Many people are too lazy to vote, but if actions against net neutrality are taken, ubiquitous computing has made it so
that nearly every citizen will feel the burden of these new rules. They will become informed, and it is ultimately our
beliefs, wielding the power of voting, that matter, not those of the greedy corporations. Please consider this email and
choose to properly represent the citizens of the United States.

Sincerely,
Scott Hansen

------------------------------ Email 3,324 ------------------------------

From: jlkeith30
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:14
Subject: PROTECT NET NEUTRALITY NOW!

RECLASSIFY BROADBAND AS A TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE, AND THUS REGULATEABLE:  THIS
 WILL START TO TAKE CARE OF NET NEUTRALITY.

You know this and that the watered-down regulations you have just proposed with their vague definitions are useless.  Is
 it true that you were an industry insider?  For shame for not protecting NET NEUTRALITY AND CONSUMERS.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

jl keith
po box 603182  [no snail mail, please]
providence, RI 02906

------------------------------ Email 3,325 ------------------------------

From: carvell.scott
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Creating a "fast lane" for companies that pay extra is inherently the same thing as slowing down companies that don't-
everyone's aware that there's a faster method of obtaining the content they want, but the ISPs just want to be greedy and
only allow that speed for high-paying clients. Removing net neutrality imposes a subtle restraint on end-users, forcing
them to suffer with comparatively slow speeds or fork up more money for better conditions that can just as easily be
distributed for the normal price.

Rudolph Scott

TX 78154
US

------------------------------ Email 3,326 ------------------------------

From: echallberg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Edward Challberg
175 North Redwood Drive
San Rafael, CA 94903

------------------------------ Email 3,327 ------------------------------

From: castanienm
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Marjorie Castanien
191 Meadowbrook Dr
Defiance, OH 43512

------------------------------ Email 3,328 ------------------------------

From: ianshapiro
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ian Shapiro

CA 90015

------------------------------ Email 3,329 ------------------------------

From: houmehr
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:16
Subject: Open internet (net neutrality)
Chairman Wheeler,
While I appreciate your blog post, this has done very little to assure me or anyone in our industry that the internet will
not become what the cable and satellite industry did to TV.
We need broadband providers to be classified as common carriers now. That is what the public demands. Go to any
article regarding this topic and read the comments and you will see for yourself. Check twitter , facebook, etc. I think
you know this which is why you may have even felt the need to write that blog post today.

We know your background and your non action has great cause for concern. The intent in the blog is not enough. It is
very weak language and leaves lots of room for "interpretation".

I look forward to hearing your reply.

Sincerely
Houmehr Aghabozorgi



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 3,330 ------------------------------

From: rowleyclan
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Coleen Rowley

------------------------------ Email 3,331 ------------------------------

From: robertpassman
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Admistrator Wheeler.

It is a sad day as we see the Federal Communications Commission is about
to cave in to political pressures.

We pay Verizon approximately $240/month for Phone, Internet and
Television services. Verizon has an excellent and reliable service.

Around 2006, we signed up for Verizon's FIOS service. That service
includes internet downloads of "up to 20 Mbs". We have never received
that level of download capability. We also pay Netflix for streaming
content. The highest resolution only requires about 2 to 2.5 Mbs
download. In the last few months, we have received 2 to 4 interruptions
in any Netflix program for rebuilding a cache.

Verizon is demanding that Netflix pay for some preferred access to
Verizon's network so Netflix customers receive the content they're
paying for. By the way, I receive many notices from Verizon that for
only $10/month I can increase download speeds to 50 Mbs. Of course this
will not help our reception for Netflix content that we pay for.

Verizon wants us to pay for internet access, yet that access includes
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Verizon prioritizing the data download as they fell is in THEIR best
interest. The customer with "up to 20 Mbs downloads", paying more for
"up to 50 Mbs" downloads will still not be able to receive content
requiring 2 Mbs if Verizon doesn't like it.

The recent deal between Comcast and Netflix has proven all of the above
to be TRUE.

The FCC must stand for the consumer. Americans see clearly that our
Congress is more interested in campaign contributions for the next
election than what is best for this country. It is up to men like you in
a position like yours to do what is right.

Robert Passman
14315 Notley Rd
Silver Spring, MD. 20904
301.879.4530

ps: If Verizon's network cannot handle the load they're required to
handle, perhaps they should stop trying to sign up new customers until
they upgrade the network to handle their promises.

------------------------------ Email 3,332 ------------------------------

From: jordan.haynes7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:22
Subject: Internet
Tom,

I just finished reading that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to
receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large
corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to
work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 3,333 ------------------------------

From: bbenar.joseph
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:22
Subject: In Support of Unequivocal Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler:
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I am writing today in unequivocal support of unfettered Net Neutrality
in the United States. Beyond the personal reasons for not wanting my
access to free information impeded by large, well financed corporations,
there is a far more fundamental reason we need to keep the internet open
and free for all. You see, over the past few decades, America has been
losing its edge in nearly every field that matters. With the massive
manufacturing that has moved off shore, our country needs business that
can stimulate local economies and create entrepreneurs that, with
minimal capital and roadblocks, can create business that eventually
employ thousands of people. Where would our economy be today if not for
the Google's and Amazon's and thousands of others like them?

Of course, the Network Providers make the case that these large
bandwidth users should pay a higher fee for using more bandwidth. Wait.
I pay for my ISP. I am giving him money because I want to watch my shows
on Netflix. I have already paid for access. Now I should be expected to
pay more?

America has a miserable state of internet service. I have spent much of
my life abroad and I understand that for geographic reasons, like the
size of the US, it is not as easy to provide networks with the
infrastructure needed to link everyone together...but this also doesn't
hold much water. We pay some of the worlds highest costs for very
mediocre services as it is.

I think of my father, disabled and living in Fort Myers, Florida. The
internet is his Communication and Entertainment center. He pays a
significant amount of his meager income for that lifeline to the outside
world, and the idea that Big Business can now decide what he will get to
watch is reprehensible. The government is elected to stand in our
defense between greed and doing the right thing.

To support the argument that preferential treatment of certain content
will result in affecting what people watch and how they use the
internet, I'll give you a real world example.

I am currently in Malaysia. I have always enjoyed watching The Daily
Show from the internet for some lighthearted and informative amusement.
Here in Malaysia, for some reason or another, it takes hours just to
stream and buffer this 21 minute program. It is the only show I have
found that to be the case with. So what is the result? I don't watch it.
Its too frustrating. This is exactly the case that will happen when
people find that certain avenues are easier to travel upon with the
internet.

It is not up to an ISP or even the FCC to determine who has the most
right to use the internet. The ISP's didn't build the infrastructure, we
did. It is the money from paying subscribers like my family that should
guarantee the right to our freedom of information and access.

Thank you for the time to make my opinion heard.

Kind regards,
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Joseph

------------------------------ Email 3,334 ------------------------------

From: emjstout
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:22
Subject: Reclassify the net under Title II
Chairman Wheeler,

I urge you and the Federal Communications Commission to revisit the classification of the internet from Title I to Title
II.

In 2002, the net was classified under Title I. As the vast potential of the internet continues to grow, it is important to
reevaluate the protection and governance of this vital telecommunication service. The internet should maintain its
neutrality, and the FCC should be courageous enough to enforce this neutrality.

We have seen that the Open Internet rules were not enough. We have seen the greed-driven ISPs fight for the ability to
manipulate and take advantage of each and every internet user in this nation.

If we let the ISPs dictate regulation (or lack thereof), we will undoubtedly watch as havoc is wreaked on small business
owners, competition and innovation are impeded, and both individuals and corporations are drained of their resources.

I urge you to embrace the responsibility that the FCC holds to fight for proper classification and regulation of such
services. The internet is a telecommunication service and belongs under Title II.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Emily J. Stout
Ann Arbor, MI

mailto:

(734) 649-1200<tel:%28734%29%20649-1200>

------------------------------ Email 3,335 ------------------------------

From: sally
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sarah Champlin

------------------------------ Email 3,336 ------------------------------

From: daftny82
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:23
Subject: With good intentions, I contact you.
Mr. Wheeler,

I believe it is in your best interest as an American, as a human on this Earth, and as a child to his culture that you
reconsider your actions regarding the bill that will ultimately annihilate Net Neutrality. You justify your approach
because you believe the Internet Service Providers will still look out for the consumers' best interest and offer standard
internet access capabilities.

It may be too late for you to recover from selling out to the fat corporations and businesses that have persuaded you to
lose the notion that  you have a responsibility to your fellow human beings and not the toxic industries which seek to
deprive others of equal opportunity. If it is so, and you are not qualified further to handle affairs for the People of the
United States, you will be dismissed of your position and be regarded as a traitor to those who are the real loyal citizens
of the United States.

If you follow up on your partnering with the ISPs on the dismantling of Net Neutrality, consider yourself among the
enemies of the free world and of democracy. It is those who act for money rather than for the people that are the dangers
 to society. Your filthy approach makes me doubt the efficiency and overall goodness of capitalism.

Prove me wrong, Mr. Wheeler. Prove to me that you will work for the everyday civilian and not for the greed of ISPs or
other big businesses for that matter. Make me proud of the country I was told to love. In two decades, I still have not
found cause to be proud of this nation. Freedom and justice are basic needs of a people. For federal workers to be
proactive for that continued freedom and justice is what I am waiting to see.

-A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 3,337 ------------------------------

From: rowland.36
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Rowland (  writes:

Tom,

Why are you trying to take internet freedom away? I see your name in the news everyday and ask this same question.
Why? I don't understand your motives if they are pure.

Thanks.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,338 ------------------------------

From: rolfiowa
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judy Stevens

------------------------------ Email 3,339 ------------------------------

From: miktassone
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael tassone
632 S 9th St
New Hyde Park, NY 11040

------------------------------ Email 3,340 ------------------------------

From: redgar2004
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robin Edgar
1572 South Bernardo Ave.
Sunnyvale, CA 94087

------------------------------ Email 3,341 ------------------------------

From: stephenfogg
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:30
Subject: Please restore net neutrality
Please do not break apart net neutrality this is a seriously concerning issue that will hurt competition by SMBs in the
online marketplace.

Please considering classifying this a Title II Communication. Thanks for you time.

Stephen Fogg
Charlotte, NC

Sent from my iPad. Please excuse any typos.

------------------------------ Email 3,342 ------------------------------

From: mfesenmaier
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mary Fesenmaier
955 George Street
Lake Geneva, WI 53147
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------------------------------ Email 3,343 ------------------------------

From: scottavendano
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
I love the internet as it is. I can think of something and find it as fast as I thought of it. I can play games with friends at a
 more than acceptible latency. I take classes in college over the internet and I also do research on it. I wish to see the
internet's freedom continue into 2050 and beyond. Please do not impose restrictions on a service I do not take for
granted. This is a service I already pay a lot per year to enjoy. The end of the internet as I know it would be devastating
to me.

Thank you for listening,
Scott Avendano

------------------------------ Email 3,344 ------------------------------

From: cathylynn99
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

let's not give corporations even more control of our country.
I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

catherine martell

 16148

------------------------------ Email 3,345 ------------------------------

From: aekeppeler
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You know what is killing democracy in America?  It is when government colludes with big business and the top 2% to
leave the remaining 98% in the dust.

We want action from the FCC for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. We want net neutrality. And we want it now!

Alexis Keppeler
1040 1st St
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Jackson, MI 49203
US

------------------------------ Email 3,346 ------------------------------

From: tswayne
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the FCC has proposed rule changes that would allow Internet service providers to
pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content.

If large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and we
will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our lives.
 It's bad for business and bad for consumers.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common-sense step toward protecting true net neutrality.

Theresa Swayne
3600 Fieldston Rd., Apt 4K
Bronx, NY 10463

------------------------------ Email 3,347 ------------------------------

From: wsladek
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:34
Subject: The Internet is a Utility
Stop bowing to monied interests. Don't be a coward - stand up to them. Stand up for us.

------------------------------ Email 3,348 ------------------------------

From: aconover
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:36
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality
I strongly support classifying Cable ISPs as Title II and restoring Net Neutrality. I have also urged my elected
lawmakers to take steps to classify it as such.

Thank you,
Adam Conover

--

http://www.adamconover.net | @adamconover<http://twitter.com/adamconover>

------------------------------ Email 3,349 ------------------------------

From: jersong134
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:38
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Subject: Support True Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I understand if you are under stress for coming under fire from major ISPs, however complying to their idea of limited
(or in their words giving extra) power to some parts of the internet and not others is a huge blow to not just the internet,
but to everyone. The idea is generally the same as telling one person that they are worthless than another just because
they are smaller or less favored. I urge you to make the correct decision in keeping net neutrality alive and well. The
growth of human experience and knowledge has already been stifled by the limitation that ISPs have placed on current
bandwidth speeds, by bracketing it all off at price. This is already wrong, and giving them another weapon to wield
against the ability for people to have access to the limitless possibilities that exist on the internet would be truly
devastating.

Despite the many horror stories that have arose from the internet that you may be worried about, for every one of those
there are a myriad of good reasons for the internet to remain free. Please do not hinder us, please allow you and
everyone to at least live in an age where we can all surf together equally.

Sincerely,
Jerry Song

------------------------------ Email 3,350 ------------------------------

From: sqcat06
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sarah  Quesada

------------------------------ Email 3,351 ------------------------------

From: dgendvil
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.  Thanks!

Sincerely,
Derek Gendvil
Las Vegas

Derek Gendvil
9030 W. Sahara Ave. #360
Las Vegas, NV 89117

------------------------------ Email 3,352 ------------------------------

From: garnetcapri
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brett Burkhardt
743 19th st. apt. 8
DES MOINES, IA 50314

------------------------------ Email 3,353 ------------------------------

From: chicagoartist
To:

gov
Date: 4/24/2014 23:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not end Net Neutrality.  Comcast should not be able to charge services more so they can actually provide their
 programming at the speed the customers (us) are paying for anyways.  Its double dipping.

Please uphold and strengthen Net Neutrality.

K Leo

------------------------------ Email 3,354 ------------------------------

From: jordanservice
To:
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gov
Date: 4/24/2014 23:41
Subject: What are you doing, guys really?
The internet might be the most innovative piece of technology since Gutenberg made the printing press, please don't sell
 it out. Please reclassify broadband as a Title II telecommunications service. The UN recognizes access to broadband as
a human right. Please do not destroy something that so many hold dear. I plead that you choose the right side of history
on this issue, and I hope that you hold the public interest over that of the desire for larger cable company profits.

Very Sincerely,

Jordan Service

A citizen of the USA, and the Internet

------------------------------ Email 3,355 ------------------------------

From: hewetta
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:41
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Alan Hewett (  writes:

The Internet is a public utility. You cannot be a productive member of society without it. ISP's need to be classified as
common carriers. If you do not uphold net-neutrality, the Internet as we know it will cease to exist. This only hurts the
consumer and makes companies richer. Do the right thing by the American people, keep the 'net neutral!

-Alan Hewett

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,356 ------------------------------

From: nicolestk
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:42
Subject: Please resign, Chairman Wheeler, before you break something
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

Every major decision you have made - from calling for potentially allowing cell phone use on airplanes, to allowing
Verizon and other phone providers to abandon their responsibility to maintain their copper line infrastructure
(essentially shifting them away from providing a regulated public utility), to now thinking about changing internet
pricing - is in favor of wireless companies and not citizens or consumers.

You seem to be so tainted by your years as an industry lobbyist that you can't even imagine the perspective of the
citizens you are supposed to serve. You haven't made a case in any of these instances of how what you are proposing
solves a problem for ordinary people. Indeed, you cite only the desires of the companies. You cause stress and concern
with each new proposal and you seem blithely unaware of why people might be upset.

This is inappropriate to your role as FCC Chair. Please reconsider your actions or step down.
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Yours sincerely,

Nicole St. Clair
Arlington, MA
(617) 519-5591

------------------------------ Email 3,357 ------------------------------

From: rirvinmoore
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I support Net Neutrality. Make it happen.

Ryan Moore
1235 North Rocky Mountain Drive
Effort, PA 18330
US

------------------------------ Email 3,358 ------------------------------

From: kenji508
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:45
Subject: You are killing our best economic engine

If you kill net neutrality you are essentially destroying our future prosperity.

John Crowley
3 Mansfield Road
Wellesley, MA 02482
US

------------------------------ Email 3,359 ------------------------------

From: minka
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

I am deeply offended by your proposal to allow corporations to pay for faster internet access. The internet is not your
property to buy or sell...it belongs to all people everywhere, rich or poor.

I am taking note of the corporations who support this selfish, short-sighted plan & intend to boycott them all.

Jeanette Lewicki
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CA 94110
US

------------------------------ Email 3,360 ------------------------------

From: krispieo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Why do we have to fight this over and over? Please, don't hand the internet to a few powerful corporations: what
possible advantage would this give to everyone else? You set us at the mercy of these uncaring, unethical, power-and-
money hungry vultures!

We NEED the open internet!

Kristi Olesen
4129 North Bartlett Ave
Milwaukee, WI 53211
US

------------------------------ Email 3,361 ------------------------------

From: thecloudmistress
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kathleen Gavenman

 93001

------------------------------ Email 3,362 ------------------------------

From: vicki
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:46
Subject: Mr. Wheler, you are indeed gutting the open Internet rule
Dear Mr. Wheeler and cronies,

For once, consider the people of the U.S. instead of the lobbyists. The Internet is among the last remaining areas where
true free enterprise stands a chance. If only wealthy corporations can afford the Internet fast lane, innovative startups are
 doomed. We’re already dealing with a carrier monopoly—the notion that I have a choice of ISPs is false. I’m stuck
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with Comcast, a company I detest for its sleazy business practices. If Comcast has the right to take what is essentially
payola from “preferred” providers, you can bet they’ll extort money from every company they can and crowd those that
can’t afford to pay to play into a narrow Internet slow lane. It doesn’t take much foresight (none at all, in fact) to see
that you’re crushing the very foundation of the open Internet.

Stand up for the principles you state on your own website. Get your hands out of your pockets and think about the
people. And no, corporations are not people.

I’m so sick of “we the people” being steamrollered by greed. And this, is a perfect example of might and money making
 right.

Sincerely disgusted,

Vicki Mongan

------------------------------ Email 3,363 ------------------------------

From: wmmcguire
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William McGuire
484 N Franklin St
Knightstown, IN 46148

------------------------------ Email 3,364 ------------------------------

From: willeyirene
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Irene Willey
6212 180th St SE
Snohomish, WA 98296
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------------------------------ Email 3,365 ------------------------------

From: engr.jamesmartin
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:48
Subject: Putting Toll booths on the internet is a really bad idea
Dear Tom Wheeler

I am very against your new proposed rules for internet traffic. I know where this is going, I work for, in various forms,
Cisco to build the technology to do the network policy and charging. If you don't believe me its called Prime Analytics
and the MINE framework which connects content inspection with policy and billing.

I know where this is going, I have been to the meetings, lets not kid ourselves. This is about setting routing policy to
create not a fast lane for payers but a deliberate slow lane for non payers. Even worse when Comcast is providing the
same service over copper they own, it is not just a possibility that they will leverage network policy to their advantage,
its just a case of how much can they get away with without congress stepping in to stop it only after a giant public
backlash. Comcast could easily throttle down a Hulu, a Netflix or an Amazon by first charging them for a non slow lane
 and second charging the consumer to get non slow lane service.

The internet should be a pool in which information travels as needed. Providers should charge based upon connection
type not content or sum total of bandwidth. As part of the FCC, it is your charter to ensure that airware TV, Radio, land-
line telephone, Cellular and 'Internet' (DSL, Cable, Fiber) are maintained to a proper level by ethical companies. Your
charter is to protect citizens, please protect your citizens from what is arguably an abuse of power by an unopposed
monopoly. (Comcast merger with TWC makes them ~ 33% of all Households in America, a vast majority of those
households have no alternative)

I rarely get involved with politics to the point where I start emailing people, but this is an issue that causes an exception.

------------------------------ Email 3,366 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

It is my understanding that you plan to allow large companies to pay for faster internet access. That is sure to clog the
bandwidth with their content,  and leave the rest of us fighting for what little remains. This is nothing more than big
corporations working to dominate the internet like they do TV, Radio, Cable etc.
These huge companies should have no more access to the web than the rest of us do. If not, your talk about preserving
net neutrality will be nothing more than just talk. The web is the last truly free and open communication network in the
world. It is vital to our democracy that it be kept that way.

Sincerely
Ben Gaffin

------------------------------ Email 3,367 ------------------------------

From: lawlzfactor
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brandon Xaltipa (  writes:
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Hello.
First, I'd like to ask you to disregard the name as it was the only one available at the time of writing this.
Second, I'd like to simple ask: are you mad?
Do you honestly think, in any world, your greedy pockets will be filled with more of the hard-working american's
money? That they'll happily pay to access the sites they're already paying for?
You don't think this will strike the oh-so-eager matchhead that will light the downfall of the government?
If there's one thing I've learned, you don't mess with the working-man's internet.
Take this from someone who works and doesn't sit around having money shoveled into their bank account, and have
some common sense. A small fraction of those currently paying for internet would willingly pay more, there would
obviously be work-arounds, considering the combined ability of programmers everywhere is enough to break the
barrier.

You are a foolish man for so much as thinking of implementing such a preposterous notion, and I hope you have the
mind to change your decision, otherwise it'll only prove what a ridiculous thing this is and you'll sit embarrassed.

Have a good day, and don't be a dick.

Brandon.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,368 ------------------------------

From: tom.buenzle
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:49
Subject: New Internet Regulations
Dear FCC: I consider the idea to allow internet service providers to charge for faster internet speeds a terrible idea. The
obvious result will be to stifle competition and increase costs to consumers.
This is nothing more than a way for the monopolistic internet access providers to collude with the largest content
providers to reduce internet innovation. You should reject this idea and promote an open internet.
Thanks

Tom Buenzle
Salinas CA

------------------------------ Email 3,369 ------------------------------

From: hey you19057
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr Wheeler,

We live in quite a time in history. It is a digital age, and only growing more technological with every second. We also
live in a time, where small amounts of people, get to decide how this country is run, usually to further their own selfish
interests.

Restricting Internet access will only make that matter worse. Big companies will charge more (because they will
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essentially hold a monopoly), and in the end the American people and consumers will be the ones being hurt.

It's truly sad seeing the greed that is so prevalent in the government these days. Please, don't be one of these greedy
politicians. Do what is truly the best thing for the consumer.

I doubt you'll see this, or even if you do, won't listen; I just needed to voice my opinion. If enough people stand up,
hopefully something will change.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 3,370 ------------------------------

From: 231bf2b9
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Scott pressman

atlanta, GA 30324

------------------------------ Email 3,371 ------------------------------

From: m.kam2
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please do not give in to the phone companies.Support the average citizen by allowing the net to remain neutral.

Thank you and may God bless you.

Moe kam
1521 Cooper St.
Arlington, TX 76012
US

------------------------------ Email 3,372 ------------------------------

From: tshylo
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:52
Subject: Your failure to live up to your responsibilities
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Your proposal to abandon the policy of net neutrality clearly shows your desire to shamelessly promote the interests of
your past masters over the good of the public. You are so transparent in your favoritism of the cable industry is
disgusting and should be an embarrassment to you. But, then again, if you have no morals you will have no shame.

I will write President Obama, my Senators, my Representative and anyone who will listen to have you removed from
your position.

Tony Shylo
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,373 ------------------------------

From: mazola0523
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carol Ortiz
256 Mesa Vw
Montgomery, TX 77316

------------------------------ Email 3,374 ------------------------------

From: grannyjones7
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Granny Jones
myob
Moore, OK 73160

------------------------------ Email 3,375 ------------------------------

From: demcalary
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To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:54
Subject: Do Not Assault Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler:

The FCC’s cave-in to the professional lobbyists on the Internet Neutrality issue is a sad omen for the web's future and
must not be permitted to stand. Please don't make a sham of this crucial public service as it did with the the broadcast
airwaves in the 1996 Telecommunications Act. Because the Internet was developed with public funds,
telecommunications firms with unlimited money should not be allowed  to dominate it in the proposed "fast lane"
system. Fast lanes may work on the I-495 beltway, but they has no business in a communications medium that should be
 democratic. If the FCC's proposal becomes final, you and I stand to lose as consumers. Once again, big money will
have won the day as the New Guilded Age proceeds to undo the progressivism built up over the 20th century.

David E. McAlary
Falls Church, VA 22041

------------------------------ Email 3,376 ------------------------------

From: marcus.manley
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Marcus Manley (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

I am writing you after reading several articles today about proposed rules you have drafted that would allow for
different service levels of information based on corporate interests. I am writing to ask if you believe what you propose
is truly best for citizens. Do you think the rule as described benefits consumers or large cap companies? I am against
your efforts, because it is not good for people. You know, us.

Thank you,
Marcus Manley
3408 Hennepin Ave. S 55408
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,377 ------------------------------

From: chautauquagirl
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Laura Parker

 15001

------------------------------ Email 3,378 ------------------------------

From: vsuri
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Varun Suri (  writes:

I completely disagree with Commissioner Wheeler's idea to let ISPs charge for "fast lanes". As customers, we already
pay ISPs monopolistic prices for their generally poor services. Commissioner Wheeler's plan will let the ISPs double dip
 for the same service.

Stop this proposal and instead adopt complete net neutrality rules as the principal that governs internet in America.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,379 ------------------------------

From: juudy
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

judy kaplan
147-60 charter r.
apt. e
jamaica, NY 11435

------------------------------ Email 3,380 ------------------------------

From: vsuri
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:56
Subject: Keep internet free! Say no to "fast lanes"
Hi,
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I completely disagree with Commissioner Wheeler's idea to let ISPs charge for "fast lanes". As customers, we already
pay ISPs monopolistic prices for their generally poor services. Commissioner Wheeler's plan will let the ISPs double dip
 for the same service.

Stop this proposal and instead adopt complete net neutrality rules as the principal that governs internet in America.

--
Varun

------------------------------ Email 3,381 ------------------------------

From: rwolniak
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:56
Subject: Classify Broadband Access as a Title II Telecommunications Service
Hi Tom,

I'm Ryan Wolniak and I'm a United States citizen and student at the University of Maryland. I am sending this email to
express my interest in having the FCC classify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

Thank you,
Ryan Wolniak

------------------------------ Email 3,382 ------------------------------

From: youarederp
To:
Date: 4/24/2014 23:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
come on (  writes:

Don't bow to cable companies! fight, you already got your kickbacks.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,383 ------------------------------

From: carolan00
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:00
Subject: Free, Fast and Open Internet
The FCC must develop a backbone and keep the internet free, fast and open to everyone. I understand that the term Net
Neutrality has been around for quite some time but it’s a dumb title that I never really understood and I’m sure many
others didn’t either. But now it’s getting down to the nitty gritty – with Netflix, Comcast, Verizon and AT&T & who
knows who else want to splinter the net and get the speed only for themselves.

As a major article states, “The internet is fucked” and it’s up to we the people to demand un-fucking it! This means
among other things that the FCC must not cave but must remember why you were formed in the first place: “to make
available … to all the people of the United States, without discrimination … rapid, efficient, nationwide and world-wide
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 … communication services with adequate  facilities at reasonable charges.”

Well, Cable Television has rather shot “reasonable charges” out from under you, but no way should you approve of
these ridiculous pay for play ideas. Net neutrality with free, fast and open internet is mandatory in OUR democracy!

Sincerely,

Carolan Gladden

Writer, blogger, editor, database admin

------------------------------ Email 3,384 ------------------------------

From: kurtcallahan
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 0:00
Subject: Net Neutrality Reversal
Dear Tom and the FCC Commissioners,

I am sending you another email. In my previous email, I forgot to mention a few important points. I will be sending
these emails daily until I hear a response, and I will also be contacting my Senators and Representatives and telling them
 to push for the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service. The need for such a
classification has arisen from recent policy changes from FCC.

News has recently broke that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay
to receive additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow
large corporate entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you
used to work as a lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being
FCC commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either
directly or with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net
neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

TL:DR (Too Long;Didn't Read) - This plan will benefit no one, except for big business, and will have exponential
effects on all other citizens of America, and America's ability to innovate.
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- Kurt Callahan

------------------------------ Email 3,385 ------------------------------

From: rtpeo9
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Reg Pearson

CA 94518

------------------------------ Email 3,386 ------------------------------

From: mlongval
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:02
Subject: Net Neutrality

------------------------------ Email 3,387 ------------------------------

From: gilmunk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Gil Munk

------------------------------ Email 3,388 ------------------------------

From: faas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ronald C Faas
1650 E. clark Ave. #248
Santa Maria, CA 93455

------------------------------ Email 3,389 ------------------------------

From: binksink
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 0:05
Subject: Haves and have nots
Please think this internet regulation through... please do not make any further divisions between those that have and
those that have not.

Ciao!

Renell
RPCV Moldova 06-08
Community and Organizational Development

"Peace. It does not mean to be in a place where there is no noise, trouble, or hard work. It means to be in the midst of
those things and still be calm in your heart."

------------------------------ Email 3,390 ------------------------------

From: shogungino
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is a repulsive act that will harm middle-to-lower class Americans who will have either not enough money for
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Internet access or poor quality access. Professors request digital copies of assignments from students now more than
ever. Employers and clients need immediate ways of trading information to stay productive.

Allowing the efficiency of the Internet to be put at a price that not everyone can match will harm far more than you
believe.

Erik Olund

------------------------------ Email 3,391 ------------------------------

From: buenrost
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:05
Subject: Please don't sell us out.
?

------------------------------ Email 3,392 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:05
Subject: FCC In A Shift Proposes To End Net Neutrality Allowing Fast Lanes  On Web
To Whom It May Concern at the Federal Communications Commission;

Please do not destroy the Open Internet with these fake Net Neutrality rules. The Chairman's existing proposal is Net
Neutrality in name only, just for show. Who do you think your fooling? Your not fooling anyone. We are on to your
proposal and strongly oppose it. Europe is moving towards enacting real Net Neutrality rules that protect consumers
online while the U.S. even under President Obama's Administration is either incapable or unwilling to stand up and fight
 for consumers - instead your cowering and bowing down to big cable and telco companies.

F.C.C., in a Shift, Backs Fast Lanes for Web Traffic

WASHINGTON — The principle that all Internet content should be treated equally as it flows through cables and pipes
to consumers looks all but dead.

The Federal Communications Commission said on Wednesday that it would propose new rules that allow companies
like Disney, Google or Netflix to pay Internet service providers like Comcast and Verizon for special, faster lanes to
send video and other content to their customers.

The proposed changes would affect what is known as net neutrality — the idea that no providers of legal Internet
content should face discrimination in providing offerings to consumers, and that users should have equal access to see
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any legal content they choose.

The proposal comes three months after a federal appeals court struck
down<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/01/15/technology/appeals-court-rejects-fcc-rules-on-internet-service-
providers.html?_r=0>, for the second time, agency rules intended to guarantee a free and open Internet.

Continue reading the main story
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Rebuffing F.C.C. in ‘Net Neutrality’ Case, Court Allows Streaming DealsJAN. 14, 2014
<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/01/15/technology/appeals-court-rejects-fcc-rules-on-internet-service-providers.html>

Tom Wheeler, the F.C.C. chairman, defended the agency’s plans late Wednesday, saying speculation that the F.C.C.
was “gutting the open Internet rule” is “flat out wrong.” Rather, he said, the new rules will provide for net neutrality
along the lines of the appeals court’s decision.

Still, the regulations could radically reshape how Internet content is delivered to consumers. For example, if a gaming
company cannot afford the fast track to players, customers could lose interest and its product could fail.

The rules are also likely to eventually raise prices as the likes of Disney and Netflix pass on to customers whatever they
pay for the speedier lanes, which are the digital equivalent of an uncongested car pool lane on a busy freeway.

Consumer groups immediately attacked the proposal, saying that not only would costs rise, but also that big, rich
companies with the money to pay large fees to Internet service providers would be favored over small start-ups with
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innovative business models — stifling the birth of the next Facebook or Twitter.

“If it goes forward, this capitulation will represent Washington at its worst,” said Todd O’Boyle, program director of
Common Cause’s Media and Democracy Reform Initiative. “Americans were promised, and deserve, an Internet that is
free of toll roads, fast lanes and censorship — corporate or governmental.”

If the new rules deliver anything less, he added, “that would be a betrayal.”

Mr. Wheeler rebuffed such criticism. “There is no ‘turnaround in policy,’ ” he said in a statement. “The same rules will
apply to all Internet content. As with the original open Internet rules, and consistent with the court’s decision, behavior
that harms consumers or competition will not be permitted.”

Broadband companies have pushed for the right to build special lanes. Verizon said during appeals court arguments that
if it could make those kinds of deals, it would.

Under the proposal, broadband providers would have to disclose how they treat all Internet traffic and on what terms
they offer more rapid lanes, and would be required to act “in a commercially reasonable manner,” agency officials said.
That standard would be fleshed out as the agency seeks public comment.

The proposed rules would also require Internet service providers to disclose whether in assigning faster lanes, they have
favored their affiliated companies that provide content. That could have significant implications for Comcast, the
nation’s largest provider of high-speed Internet service, because it owns NBCUniversal.

Continue reading the main story

Continue reading the main story
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Also, Comcast is asking for government permission to take over Time Warner Cable, the third-largest broadband
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provider, and opponents of the merger say that expanding its reach as a broadband company will give Comcast more
incentive to favor its own content over that of unaffiliated programmers.

Mr. Wheeler has signaled for months that the federal appeals court decision striking down the earlier rules could force
the commission to loosen its definitions of what constitutes an open Internet.

Those earlier rules effectively barred Internet service providers from making deals with services like Amazon or Netflix
to allow those companies to pay to stream their products to viewers through a faster, express lane on the web. The court
said that because the Internet is not considered a utility under federal law, it was not subject to that sort of regulation.

Continue reading the main story

RECENT COMMENTS

J. Cornelio 20 minutes ago

This is all really besides the point as the American public has already voted with their eyes and clicks.Whatever the
original hope of the...

Corey Jeppesen 1 hour ago

So much for innovation. The narrower the ISP monopoly becomes, the slower the consumer will see improvements in
technology and speed, all...

WilliamPenn2 1 hour ago

Oh, I guess we should bow down and kiss the

------------------------------ Email 3,393 ------------------------------

From: jpavlik
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 0:05
Subject: ISPs to be classified as Title II Common Carriers
FCC and its employees,

    I want ISPs classified as Title II Common Carriers., to act as data carriers only and be unable to alter the transmission
 of data in any way, shape or form.

------------------------------ Email 3,394 ------------------------------

From: debraunruh5225
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Debra Unruh
2034 Wyoming Ave SW
Wyoming, MI 49519

------------------------------ Email 3,395 ------------------------------

From: todd
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 0:07
Subject: New "open internet" rules
Guys, what's going on?  How can we continue to be the leading nation in technology when we're advancing the agenda
of local
cable cos?  Feels like a big step backwards.

-Todd
Co-founder/CTO @ vidIQ San Francisco

------------------------------ Email 3,396 ------------------------------

From: thomasholley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:07
Subject: U.S. and Iranian Talks

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thomas Holley
1740 SE Taylor St
Portland, OR 97214
US

------------------------------ Email 3,397 ------------------------------

From: lundej0220
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:07
Subject: No to Merger. Yes to net neutrality.
Mr. Wheeler,

Don't let the Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger happen!  We need competition in America.  And support net
neutrality please.   People are already living on the edge.  The last thing Americans need is prices going up on more
goods and services.

Sincerely,

Eric Lund
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Santa Fe, TX

------------------------------ Email 3,398 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:07
Subject: FCC Proposal For Payola Internet Would Kill Net Neutrality, Open  Internet
FCC Proposal for a Payola Internet Would End Net Neutrality

WASHINGTON — The Wall Street Journal reports that Federal Communications Commission Chairman Tom Wheeler
 will on Thursday propose a new set of rules issued in response to a January federal court decision that tossed out the
agency's prior Open Internet rules.

The new rules would allow Internet service providers to charge an extra fee to content companies for preferential
treatment, guaranteeing their content reaches end users ahead of those that do not pay. The rules are now circulating
among the FCC commissioners and are expected to be be voted on at the next FCC public meeting on May 15.

Free Press President and CEO Craig Aaron made the following statement:

"With this proposal, the FCC is aiding and abetting the largest ISPs in their efforts to destroy the open Internet. Giving
ISPs the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes will be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls. These users will all be pushed onto the Internet dirt road, while
 deep pocketed Internet companies enjoy the benefits of the newly created fast lanes.

"This is not Net Neutrality. It's an insult to those who care about preserving the open Internet to pretend otherwise. The
FCC had an opportunity to reverse its failures and pursue real Net Neutrality by reclassifying broadband under the law.
Instead, in a moment of political cowardice and extreme shortsightedness, it has chosen this convoluted path that won't
protect Internet users.

"This approach is almost certain to be rejected by the courts. Contrary to statements by Chairman Wheeler, the court did
 not invite the FCC to pursue this path. The court clearly told the FCC that if it wishes to ensure Internet users can send
and receive information free from ISP interference, then the FCC has to classify ISPs as telecom carriers under Title II
of the Communications Act.

"The FCC apparently doesn't realize the dangerous incentives these rules would create. The routing of data on the
Internet is a zero-sum game. Unless there is continual congestion, no website would pay for priority treatment. This
means the FCC's proposed rules will actually produce a strong incentive for ISPs to create congestion through artificial
scarcity. Not only would this outcome run counter to the FCC's broader goals, it actually undermines the so-called
Section 706 legal basis for these rules.

"This proposal is short-sighted and should be strenuously opposed by the broader Internet community — including
millions of Americans who have urged Chairman Wheeler and his predecessors to safeguard the open Internet. The only
 parties cheering this idea on will be the largest ISPs who stand to profit from discrimination. We urge Chairman
Wheeler's colleagues not to support this item as currently drafted and demand nothing less than real Net Neutrality."

------------------------------ Email 3,399 ------------------------------

From: rickelln2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:08
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tracey Rickell

------------------------------ Email 3,400 ------------------------------

From: byrnekory
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:08
Subject: Net neutrality is not hard
Seriously, how is this an issue? How could you possibly think that stopping net neutrality could even come close to
being a good idea? It's despicable, absolutely terrible.

The internet should be considered a utility; just like phones, water services, electricity, all of it. It's entire function is
predicated on the notion that anybody can use it freely, not just the people who pay the most for it. There are quickly
approaching monopolies in the industry, and the people are going to suffer unless you stop this.

Stop this.

------------------------------ Email 3,401 ------------------------------

From: drhoadesgib
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dusty Gibson (  writes:

Are you serious? Giving permission to the ISPs to actually discriminate against certain types of content? Comcast and
other ISPs like them now have permission to extort companies that provide internet content to consumers. Oh you have
a great, new, innovative idea, and would like to get your content out to the millions of people on the internet? Sorry, we
are going to throttle connections to your website basically rendering it useless unless you pay up for the internet fast
lane. Your proposal that all other content must be treated fairly is complete BS. The first thing that Comcast is going to
do is start throttling everyone else. What are you going to do to stop them? Fine them? Come on? The FCC's fines of
even a couple million dollars are just the cost of doing business to them. Seriously, have a spine, actually do your job
and look out for the interests of the consumer, and declare ISPs common carriers.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,402 ------------------------------

From: thomas93jd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:10
Subject: To Whom it May Concern
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
My name is Jeffrey Thomas, and I am a young adult working his way through college. First of all, I would like to thank
you very much for your time, reading through all of these comments. It means a great deal to me that FCC
representatives are willing to listen to the general public.

I have come across the recent problems concerning "Net Neutrality", and wish to convey my thoughts.

I am ALARMED at what is currently going on between the FCC and many Internet Service Providers (ISP's).

What I wish to convey to you is that the FCC needs to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications
service."

Not doing so would allow the ISP's to have rampant decision making in the direction of their customers internet
experience.

Imagine if your cell phone provider dictated who you were allowed to call, and charged you more per month to call
certain people or areas.

This is a gross misunderstanding, and the FCC needs to realize, that it has the power to continue "net neutrality" by,
again, classifying broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Thank you so much for your time, and I sincerely hope you enjoy your weekend.

------------------------------ Email 3,403 ------------------------------

From: isaac
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:11
Subject: DON'T kill net neutrality
Hi
Please classify the internet as a Title II telecom. Don’t give in to corporate BS please. Think of the future of the USA.

Thanks
Isaac

------------------------------ Email 3,404 ------------------------------

From: wlakso
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:12
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Reclassify broadband as 'telecommunications' under Title II of the Communications Act.
It’s as simple as that.
Please get it done.
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Wayne Lakso
5812 Oakland Ave.
Minneapolis, MN 55417

------------------------------ Email 3,405 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:12
Subject: AT&T's Misleading "Who Should Pay for Netflix?" Post And Reader  Comments On Interconnection
Comments In Response to AT&T’s bogus “Who Should Pay for Netflix?” Article (and article)

Let me see if I got this right, Mr. Cicconi… in 1996 your industry accepted $200 Billion from US taxpayers to upgrade
your infrastructure to all high speed fiber-optic connections which could EASILY handle this netflix traffic. Instead of
using that money to upgrade said infrastructure, you payed it out as bonuses and dividends, thereby defrauding the
taxpayers. Now that the demand is exceeding your outdated infrastructure you are looking for another bailout, this time
from netflix, which given past actions, you will probably blow on bonuses and dividends instead of using to upgrade
your infrastructure.
Is this correct? http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm
How about this: you can charge netflix a fee to carry their data, but you have to pay back the $200 Billion which you
stole from the US taxpayers. Also, since you are charging netflix to carry their data, then you no longer need to charge
your customers to deliver said data to them.
You make some excellent points, Mr. Cicconi. So,
1) pay back the $200 Billion you stole from the American taxpayers
2) stop trying to charge twice to deliver one set of data
3) next time think before you shoot off your mouth

AT&T is already being paid to deliver NetFlix content and NetFlix is already paying to be connected via their ISP.
AT&T’s job is to connect the two parties in accordance existing terms of service. If current pricing models coupled with
 increasing demand make that impractical from a cost standpoint, then AT&T should simply raise prices for both
consumers and businesses like NetFlix. That would be the most transparent way of solving the problem. Of course, it
would not allow AT&T to pit NetFlix against another content provider in a bidding war for reliable network service,
which is AT&T’s real goal here not simply funding network expansion.

The “additional bandwidth” being delivered is already being paid for, since no provider will deliver more than they are
contracted to deliver. The consumers are already paying for the bandwidth. The providers are simply unprepared for the
demand created by consumers using more of what they already pay for.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Jim,

You would not have a business model without content providers. The only reason I have a and PAY for a 15mb
download connection is to access CONTENT. Content whether its in the form of email attachments, or content from the
likes of Netflix.

I am paying for the privilege of pulling content through your pipe. Now you want to simultaneously charge Netflix for
providing what I pull.

My agreement is to pull 15MB down anytime I want from anywhere I want. Period.

AT&T to Netflix: If you don’t bribe us to do our job, you’re asking for a ‘free lunch’

AT&T to customers: If you are a Netflix customer then you are not our customer, and you have to pay us more anyway.

Dude you are the pipe. Don’t forget that. That is your utility to the user. I have been an AT&T customer for 20 years.
Your reach is exceeding you grasp on this issue. and if you wake that people it will not go well for AT&T (regulation,
40% profits vs 90+) Just deliver the bits

f anything, it should be NETFLIX telling AT&T to pay up or they’ll block AT&T users from their service. That would
be a great reason to leave AT&T for… say… Charter or HughesNet. Right now, I pay $46 a month for 6MB service.
Charter can provide 30 to 50MB for -less-. Tell me why I should stay with AT&T again? Maybe it’s time to explore
other options since the guy in charge of AT&T can’t see fit to provide proper service or give customers what they want.

It’s like the water company saying I can only make lemonade and not tea. I pay for the service. I should be able to do
what _I_ want with it.

Just like the state and county build roads with property taxes, it’s AT&T’s job to provide the bandwidth. WE pay for it
with our monthly bill. Not AT&T.

EJ — off to check out deals at Charter.

Oh, that’s a great idea. Rather than charging your customers for delivering content, you could instead charge the content
 providers, that way you could provide everyone with free internet access. (Just like USPS doesn’t charge you for
receiving a DVD from Netflix since it already charges Netflix for the delivery.)

Somehow I think AT&T’s intention is instead to charge both the sender and the receiver. Because why not get paid for
the same thing twice if you can get away with it?
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If you own the pipes, you’re a common carrier.

http://thedigitalfirehose.blogspot.com/2010/12/net-neutrality-is-ruse.html

Consider all the freebie easements you get. Consider all the money you pocketed from the subsidies granted to you in
the 1990s.

You’re a common carrier. Live with it.

Mr Cicconi, has AT&T joined Netflix’s Open Connect program?

In the unlikely event that you don’t know about Open Connect, that’s where Netflix provides your company an
expanded infrastructure to help take the load off your servers. Netflix provides the equipment, its installation, and its
maintenance and upkeep for FREE to AT&T data centers.

Open Connect servers cache Netflix’s most popular content locally so that it doesn’t have far to travel to reach AT&T
customers. This improves service to AT&T’s Netflix customers as well as reducing traffic on AT&T’s network.

What’s that, Mr. Cicconi? Neither AT&T nor Comcast nor TW nor *any* of the major ISPs have accepted Netflix’s
offer? Why is that? Could you all be colluding to destroy Netflix in favor of pushing your own little closed content
contracts?

Mr. Cicconi;

Your missing the point:

As usual Mr. Cicconi and AT&T you have it wrong. AT&T is being greedy and double dipping, looking for excuses to
cover up the fact it is screwing consumers and counter arguments against its business model. AT&T should finance its
own network upgrades and improvements using a part of the money it earns from its subscribers. We pay for Internet
access where we decide to go once we are online is none of your company’s business. AT&T needs to be a dumb pipe
as do all Internet providers let us choose what services we want to use not prioritize your own content and services or
those of other companies able and willing to pay your extortion.

Without true Net Neutrality Netflix will have to pay each ISP a toll for the ISP’s users wanting to access Netflix to
access the service.

Costs will increase for Netflix and they will be forced to raise prices on their subscribers prompting some to leave
Netflix which before was helping cord cutters save money. Netflix subscribers no matter which ISP they have pay for
Netflix service – through their subscription fees directly to Netflix.

You need to pay for your own network improvements – upgrading bandwidth etc on your network using a portion of
your profits.

AT&T and other ISPs should pay out of their own pocket for their network improvements. It’s not Netflix’s
responsibility or Google’s despite former CEO Ed Whitacre’s comments.
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saw Reed Hastings’ blog <http://blog.netflix.com/2014/03/internet-tolls-and-case-for-strong-net.html> yesterday from
Netflix asserting in rather dramatic fashion (with diagrams) that ISPs should build facilities (he said provide, but those
facilities have to be built) to accept all of Netflix’s content – indeed all of the content on the Internet – without charge.
Failure to do so, according to Mr. Hastings, was a violation of “strong net neutrality rules” and bad public policy.  I
thought it might be helpful to unpack those assertions so we could get right down to the core of Netflix’s rather radical
proposition — that people who don’t subscribe to Netflix should nonetheless pay for Netflix. Here are some undisputed
facts upon which everyone should agree.

First, let’s all accept the fact that the advent of streaming video is driving bandwidth consumption by consumers to
record levels.  Increased bandwidth consumption and faster broadband networks like our
Gigapower<http://www.att.com/gen/press-room?pid=25150&cdvn=news&newsarticleid=37334> ser

------------------------------ Email 3,406 ------------------------------

From: dreppert
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pastor Dave Reppert

------------------------------ Email 3,407 ------------------------------

From: alankirk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:14
Subject: Faster Access for Big Boys is NOT Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Tom Wheeler,
Federal Communications Commission

The FCC, like other government agencies, has the role and responsibility to fairly regulate the activities in its purview,
ensuring fair and equal treatment for all.  Your new rules under which big corporations would pay for faster Internet
service will make it difficult for smaller operations to compete.  This is NOT fair and equal treatment for all by a federal
 regulator.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I am calling on you to use your federal office to preserve the democratic use of the Internet in this nation, NOT create an
 uneven playing field. The FCC has a duty to preserve net neutrality.

Alan Kirk
4180 NW Canary Place
Corvallis, OR 97330
US

------------------------------ Email 3,408 ------------------------------

From: diabolik707
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:14
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Simon Tremblay (  writes:

When you actually get bored of acting like a sell-out scroogey sociopath, grow some balls and do something usefull for
a change.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,409 ------------------------------

From: kathyr2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kathleen Ryan

 90712

------------------------------ Email 3,410 ------------------------------

From: perriconea
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 0:15
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler and Commissioners Clyburn, Rosenworcel, Pai, and O'Rielly,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I write in regards to the story published by the Wall Street Journal yesterday, in which it is written that your
organization intends to enact new rules for broadband providers which would destroy net neutrality.  If these
accusations are true, I write to persuade you to reconsider these harmful new rules. If the accusations are false, I write to
 ensure that no such rules are enacted in the future.

The world in which we live is increasingly globalized, thanks in no small part to the versatility and openness of the
internet.  It is an unprecedentedly powerful means of interaction, and the information and communication revolutions
we continue to experience as a result of its prevalence are akin to those resulting from the creation of the printing press,
the written word, or language itself.  Humanity defines itself now through a global culture rather than one restricted by
borders or by language. And this globalization has brought with it advances in technology, culture, and human rights
that would not be possible without a free and neutral web.

Abolishing net neutrality is creating a business out of a language.  It is restricting communication and information to the
 elite.  It is akin to a decree that prohibits the poor from learning to read, or an ethnic group from learning a language--it
is fundamentally and universally wrong.  It stifles the voices of everyday citizens and amplifies those of the elite. It
turns the most democratic state of existence in the world today into an oligarchy.

You may have no desire to listen to me. You may think what I wish to say is wrong and irrelevant.  But as an American,
 you should defend my right to say it--just as I defend yours to disagree. If the FCC enacts these anti-neutrality rules, it
tramples those American ideals of free speech. It makes speech a privilege, a purchase.  That is unconstitutional. That is
immoral. That is universally, unforgivably wrong.

Chairman, Commissioners. Please. Do not make a business out of communication. Uphold net neutrality, and defend the
 rights of the people before you add to the privileges of corporations. In the end, we are who remains. We are the ones
who tell the story. We are those who remember, who live on.

Thank you for reading.

Andrew Perricone

------------------------------ Email 3,411 ------------------------------

From: boberto90
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:19
Subject: Net Neutrality and the FUTURE OF OUR NATION
Hello.

I hope you are having a despicable day, a totally dreadful blood-curdling horrendous pathetic waste of a day. But how
could you, with all of that Comcast cash fattening your pockets? That money could buy you some really nice things,
probably a new house, a new car, maybe even a new wife. Because I find it impossible to believe that your wife could
love such a heartless, selfish, waste of air such as yourself. How can you even live with yourself? The fate of the
greatest information resource in the history of the human race is in your hands and you would rather take the money and
 run rather than classify ISP's as utility companies? Your family should be ashamed, Ohio State should be ashamed, this
country and the entire world should be ashamed that such a greedy, soulless demon was ever birthed upon this earth.
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Well that was harsh, wasn't it? But that's what it has come to. I will not stand idly by as you shaft the American public
up their collective rectum. Internet access is a utility. You know it, I know it, everyone knows it. So how about you take
a break from being the embodiment of greed and corruption and put the the betterment of our nation first? How is the
country ever going to progress if Comcast, Time Warner Cable (which you invalids over at the FCC will more than
likely allow to be bought out by Comcast), and Verizon can charge higher-than-exorbitant prices for something that
everyone should have cheap and efficient access to? On top of that these three (soon to be two, thanks again) companies
 charging mind numbingly astronomical prices for Internet access they will also be able to single-handedly decide which
 websites live and die based on who pays up.

Please, I beg of you, pull your head out of your ass! This country, already a lifeless husk of its former glorious self will
be left stagnant if you and your fellow corrupt wastes of air do not enforce Net Neutrality and classify Internet Service
Providers as utilities. Do not let the end of the Internet happen, do not destroy everything that makes the information
highway the most useful tool in all of human history.

I do not want to look back onto these past years as the "golden days" of the Internet, when everyone was on an equal
playing field and the little guys could stand a chance against the big guys. If you continue to let Comcast's money fog
your peanut-sized brain you will forever live in infamy. You will be "the man who destroyed the Internet," "the man
who halted American innovation," "the man who led the charge into a new era of American economic stagnation and
decay." This new age is digital, and everyone and the mother knows it. Do not be on the wrong side of history.

Do not be on the wrong side of history.

Do not be on the wrong side of history.

With utter disdain,

Roberto Ritger

------------------------------ Email 3,412 ------------------------------

From: hanadyt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Hanady Touchan

------------------------------ Email 3,413 ------------------------------

From: aberterry1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

What has come out seems to doom the minority view having a place and access on the Internet. Our democracy has
been seriously diminished in the last 30 years. Net neutrality was a small but important bright spot. What I have hears
says that your actions are ending all hope for the middle class in the future. Wow. Why do you not see that. Maybe you
don't use the Internet like we do.

Terry Carlson
psc 41 box 3986
APO, AE 09464
US

------------------------------ Email 3,414 ------------------------------

From: david.o.bustillos
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:21
Subject: FCC and Free Internet
Hi Tom!

How are you sir?  I guess I can just keep this short and simple as I'm sure you are pretty busy.  So I just wanted to raise
my concern over net neutrality as well.  I hope that you all in the FCC will help the public by protecting the internet so
that it may continue to be used as a fair source of information which can be used for wonderful purposes such as
education.  Anyway, that's all ;-)

See, short and simple.
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Thanks,
David B.

------------------------------ Email 3,415 ------------------------------

From: nick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nicolas (  writes:

hello, please support net neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,416 ------------------------------

From: grabacontroller
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:22
Subject: Everyone should get the same speeds. Internet should be Never Like  Cable.
If you change the rules, you will be sorry. The internet should remain the same. If the internet is like cable, you will lose
 internet subscribers too. So, you won't get a dime from cable and internet users. Think about it. People have better
things in life like paying bills.

------------------------------ Email 3,417 ------------------------------

From: johnnydamm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Johnny Damm

Athens, GA 30606

------------------------------ Email 3,418 ------------------------------

From: karynt2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Karyn Talmadge (  writes:

How dare you choose big business over the interests of the American people in moving toward ending net neutrality!
Maybe you should reread the memorandum President Obama released asking all agencies to find ways to streamline,
while LOWERING COSTS TO CONSUMERS!!!!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,419 ------------------------------

From: euro4trip
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:26
Subject: Net neutrality

Hey I just read this on kotaku. What are you trying to sweep under the rug? I'm about to search for these open internet
guidelines and if i see one thing I don't like I'm gonna spam "the best of" highlights across any platform I can, and be
sure to highlight the email they can contact you with. Please don't ruin the one thing that keeps the mass of teens and
young adults from beating down your door.

Sincerely,
A forum administrator of rooster teeth.com
(1 million users and counting)

------------------------------ Email 3,420 ------------------------------

From: napter
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality. The last thing we need is to make the internet more like the current state of TV providers.

Nathan Apter
530 w 236 st
bronx, NY 10463
US

------------------------------ Email 3,421 ------------------------------

From: t5323
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Teresa Ridley
33-65 14th Street #4C
Long Island City, NY 11106

------------------------------ Email 3,422 ------------------------------

From: mayersnatasha
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

natasha mayers
538 townhouse
whitefield, ME 04353

------------------------------ Email 3,423 ------------------------------

From: yajlaupk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jay Kulstad
19409 Via Del Mar
#303
Tampa, FL 33647

------------------------------ Email 3,424 ------------------------------

From: civicalert
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Mendoza
4311 18th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114

------------------------------ Email 3,425 ------------------------------

From: neroden
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:35
Subject: Internet is a "communications service".  Classify it as one NOW.

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

The Internet is now, and has always been, a "communications service", not an "information service".  The FCC has
wilfully misclassified it for years at the behest of powerful corporations.  It is time to classify it correctly -- the FCC
needs to stop breaking the law by this misclassification.

The reclassification will make it clear that Internet service, like telephone service or the US mail, must have full
common-carrier protections, and the full neutrality of service which goes along with it.

I want you to actually protect our rights.  Your current lawbreaking misclassification of Internet service allows large
corporate monopoly Internet providers to decide who I can email to quickly, and who my emails will take weeks to get
to.  Your proposals are mere platitudes which do not protect my basic common carrier communications rights in any
way.

Reclassify Internet service as a "communications service" NOW, because that's what it is and what it always has been.
The current misclassification is illegal and not based on facts, and it must be stopped.

Nathanael Nerode
174 Troy Rd.
Ithaca, NY 14850
US

------------------------------ Email 3,426 ------------------------------

From: wjword
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler.  I just wanted to add my own 2 cents regarding the TWC merger.  It seems to be leaning towards
completion and while I do believe this will NOT be beneficial to the consumer in any way shape or form there are ways
to mitigate the effect it has on not only customers of these companies but all internet users in general.

Please make a prerequisite for this merger to be drafting of strong net neutrality legislation which classifies broadband
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access as a Title II telecommunications service.  The internet is THE vehicle for communication, learning and
innovation in the world right now.  Allowing only a few companies to decide how that  can be controlled can be
detrimental to nearly every aspect of our society.  Please don't this to happen much the way it happened to our banks
(too big to fail comes to mind.)  While it may not cause a global catastrophe as that debacle did, not having strong net
neutrality laws can have far reaching implications that most people on the outside looking in can't realize.

Thanks for reading.

------------------------------ Email 3,427 ------------------------------

From: stephenarbour
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I am disgusted by your obvious "take" for comcast.   Disgusted.

Stephen Arbour
1216 SE 18th Ave
Unit 405
Portland, OR 97214
US

------------------------------ Email 3,428 ------------------------------

From: shalamiope
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet and its contents should not be for sale to the highest bidder. Telecom companies should not be allowed to
throttle information, nor websites and companies pay for their content to be expedited in order to force the public
towards their content. This would place an unfair near-monopoly in the hands of large corporations and seriously limit
fair competition.

We want net neutrality.

Leigh Schmidt

CA 95112
US

------------------------------ Email 3,429 ------------------------------

From: staetik
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MEUgjaK9Ahs&feature=em-uploademail
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I strongly agree internet should be considered a public utility and
treated as such. Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 3,430 ------------------------------

From: honeyflow45
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

  To: Chairman Wheeler and all members of the Federal Communications Commission.
 I want action to protect a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.
 Net neutrality is essential to a contemporary democratic society as it allows for the exchange of positive ideas which
can be of great value to our present and future generations.
 I live in Australia and decisions made by you and the Federal Communications Commission will have direct/indirect
effects on my ability to access information online.
 I thank you for consideration of my petition asking you to protect democracy by maintaining net neutrality!

Robin Kitching
76 Maso Road
Rosebank, ot 2480
AU

------------------------------ Email 3,431 ------------------------------

From: mobasher
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bamshad Mobasher
600 Carpenter Ave.
Oak Park, IL 60304

------------------------------ Email 3,432 ------------------------------

From: perrylajones
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:42
Subject: Stop the nonsense, THIS ISN'T NET NEUTRALITY!
Tom,

I know you're a shill for the cable networks, but think for a second about what you are doing to this country.  Your
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proposal is full of holes and completely fails to keep the net neutral.  It will all but certainly make sure that another
Google, Netflix or Hulu will never revolutionize our economy again.

Do the right thing, declare internet providers to be the Title II telecom services we all know they are.  Do so, and you
just might get rewarded with something other than the utter hatred of the American people. Now is your chance to set
your legacy and distance yourself from the Washington cancer that is the K-street club you've hung around with.  I
know it's in your nature (as a VC and telecom/cable Lobbyist) to be a greedy/hollow soul of a man, but even a hollow
shell doesn't want to go down in history as the person that destroyed the internet as we know it.

"...behavior that harms consumers or competition will not be permitted"

Hah, ya right, and who is going to enforce that?  You Tom?  Bullshit.

And to the poor intern/aide that is stuck reading these emails: I'm sorry, but your boss sucks if they think this is a good
idea.

I've never been motivated to write an email so distasteful, but this proposal is going to be bad for our economy and the
terrible on the average consumer who is already feeling squeezed by some of the highest television/internet and mobile
phone costs in the developed world.

I've never heard of you other commissioners before, but congratulations.  Now I have.   It's probably not in the way you
would have liked.  I don't know exactly where you stand on this proposal but if you support it, quit acting like morons
and think about how you want to be remembered.

-Perry

------------------------------ Email 3,433 ------------------------------

From: uclapns
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

How can the federal government enforce anti-trust legislation while assisting large corporations to subvert capitalist
competition against smaller companies who cannot pay for their bandwidth?

Paul Sardis
3 Gamella
Rancho Mission Viejo, CA 92694
US

------------------------------ Email 3,434 ------------------------------

From: mauroferrero2003
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please do not allow corporations dominate the internet.

Thanks
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Mauro Ferrero
7831 Stewart Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045
US

------------------------------ Email 3,435 ------------------------------

From: nateu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:44
Subject: net neutrality
Reclassify internet service as common carriers.

Do not allow charging for higher speed traffic. This is de facto censorship.

Fire the lobbyist Wheeler, especially after all his lies about supporting net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 3,436 ------------------------------

From: baas6325
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ernest Tamura
3640 Madrona Drive SE
Port Orchard, WA 98366

------------------------------ Email 3,437 ------------------------------

From: achalepa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:46
Subject: NO Comcast Time Warner Merger  NO NO NO!
I am completely opposed to the merger of these two oligopolies ( Comcast and Time Warner )!  This merger is
anticompetitive and will reduce further the very limited choice individuals and small firms have in regards to broadband
 service.

I sincerely hope the FCC does not yield to the lobbying by Comcast.
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Concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 3,438 ------------------------------

From: kohopolo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:46
Subject: Free and Open Internet
Dear Tom,

The internet is a public utility. Treat it that way. If you let net neutrality die you will be remembered as a villain of
history.

Don't be the bad guy, Tom.

Love,

Wes

------------------------------ Email 3,439 ------------------------------

From: cherylagall
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:48
Subject: Open Internet
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The rule changes that you are proposing will not protect an open internet. They will only protect corporate profits,
which I'm sure you know very well, having been a corporate lobbyist for huge telecommunications firms before your
appointment to the FCC.

These proposed rule changes will eliminate net neutrality and give an unfair advantage to any company and/or person
large enough and rich enough to pay for access to the "fast lane". Small companies, entrepreneurs and non-profits will
all be denied access and all Americans will be limited in the information they can access on the internet.

American citizens all deserve access to an open and free internet. Do not give in to the powerful interests that are able to
 buy our political process with their wealth and privilege.

Halt the rule changes and keep the internet truly free and open for all. Your job is to protect and serve us! Don't be
greedy, do the right thing! Stand up for democracy!!

Cheryl Gallagher
18229 Railroad Ave.
Sonoma CA 95476

------------------------------ Email 3,440 ------------------------------

From: jpshoedog
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:49
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julia Page

------------------------------ Email 3,441 ------------------------------

From: repubsbgone
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I write to you today to respectfully demand action for democratic media for the American public, not platitudes as
smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. I demand net neutrality.

Randall G.
3000 Harper St.
Berkeley, CA 94703
US

------------------------------ Email 3,442 ------------------------------

From: jmachuga
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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james machuga

 34984

------------------------------ Email 3,443 ------------------------------

From: davidwassilak
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Wassilak
6440 Vermont Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63111

------------------------------ Email 3,444 ------------------------------

From: ulysses.dlr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets.

Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. Your actions will have hugely
negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but you should be ashamed
of what you are doing.
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Ulysses De la Rosa

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,445 ------------------------------

From: fbow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

James Bowling
139 Summit View Dr
Martinsville, VA 24112

------------------------------ Email 3,446 ------------------------------

From: justin.mcchesney
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Justin McChesney

------------------------------ Email 3,447 ------------------------------

From: achalepa
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 0:54
Subject: YES to Net Neutrality             NO to pay-for-priority traffic
Dear FCC,

I strongly disagree with the proposed rules to provide preferential treatment to some internet traffic at the expense of
other internet traffic!

Concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 3,448 ------------------------------

From: lala09990
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 0:56
Subject: Concerned Citizen
Chairman,

The internet is not just for entertainment and I support Title II. Heed what we lawfully want, and rightfully expect, from
our telecommunications services!

-Angela Delphenich
District 12
California

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 3,449 ------------------------------

From: tofurterzian
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

As I understand it, this will end net neutrality.  I don't particularly care how it does so, but that it does.  If you believe
that I am wrong about this, please allow the public to access the proposal so that we can fully understand your position
and our own.
Please make sure to seriously take into account the opinions of the individual people you are representing as opposed to
the companies.

Kristi Delgado
57 Birchwood Way
Laconia, NH 03246
US

------------------------------ Email 3,450 ------------------------------

From: apringle2
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 1:00
Subject: Really?
Maybe it's not a big deal to you, or you just consider the internet a "fad." No one tells themselves they are the bad guy,
no one wants to be seen in that light. The internet is stupid, and full of porn and cat videos, yes. It is also the most
powerful form of communication and research ever in the history of man, and you are going to be one of the people to
help cut it up and make people pay even more.

Please, just take some time, talk to people, take a walk. Think about what this really means, and how immoral this is.

-Arlen Pringle

------------------------------ Email 3,451 ------------------------------

From: tingmakpuk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

The internet touches every aspect of our lives. Our commerce, our jobs, our educational system, our news feeds, our
entertainment and our ability to engage politically are now all very much tied to the internet. Your decision to trample
net neutrality will reach deep into American life and livelihood. When a great nation begins to crumble, history records
a handful of names of those responsible. Your name will be among those responsible for selling the American dream
and the American voice to the highest bidders.

You aren't just selling your soul; you are selling the soul of the nation. Stop. Just do the right thing.

Sincerely,
Dean O'Dell

------------------------------ Email 3,452 ------------------------------

From: jonnan.west
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You have said this is not a decision to gut Net Neutrality.

If Net Neutrality is taken that I, the person paying for access to the internet through my provider, have equal access to
any site regardless of their content based upon the access I have contracted for, your statements that this is not a change
are patently false.

The provider contracts with me to get access to the Internet. Under not circumstances should they have an option to
'Manage' that access depending on what site or service I choose to connect to. Once that Rubicon is crossed, there is no
practical way for me as a consumer to know how I am being 'managed' - and access *to me* will be sold to the highest
bidder as a matter of course.

Whether Fox News loads quickly when NPR cannot, or the reverse, the only 'Market' that can be managed with this
*even in principle* is the market of access to Internet Customers that have already paid for the access the ISP now
wants to double bill both myself as consumer and the content provider for.
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This is ethically wrong. Net neutrality, without bias, attempts to double charge, traffic shaping, or marketing of access to
 me to the highest bidder should be enforced.

Jonnan West
2996 North U.S. Highway 421
Whitestown, IN 46075
US

------------------------------ Email 3,453 ------------------------------

From: kortlindblad
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:06
Subject: Keep the Internet free and open.
Dear Mr. Wheeler

I believe in a free and open internet. Please put the American People over large corporations. The internet is one of the
most incredible inventions of the last century, with the power to unite people and create incredible things. Please don't
let it die thanks to powerful corporations who are only motivated by self interest.

Sincerely, a concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 3,454 ------------------------------

From: dragonz2444
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joseph Bisaillon (  writes:

As a Net-neutrality advocate, I support that the new rules you want to propose threaten the Internetâ€™s free and open
culture. I do not support your advocacy for the murder of the open Internet. The Federal Communications Commission
should protect the people of the internet, not the rich and greedy corporations. As our founding father George
Washington wrote: "Few men have virtue to withstand the highest bidder." Prove me wrong.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,455 ------------------------------

From: dpeha
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Peha
5317 Carmelynn Street
Torrance, CA 90503

------------------------------ Email 3,456 ------------------------------

From: lucyhillman.28
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:11
Subject: Please stop trying to end Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lucy Hillman

TN
US

------------------------------ Email 3,457 ------------------------------

From: bibiimani
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 1:11
Subject: Just when I thought MPowell was the worse
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Did you guys really cave into all those guys who currently make our life miserable, raise fees ad infinitum ad nauseam,
hijack public airwaves?

This is sickening and disgusting. I thought Michael Powell chaired the worse commission in history-- it seems he has a
legacy commission. I am furious.

Lobbying Efforts Intensify After F.C.C. Tries 3rd Time on Net Neutrality - NYTimes.com

http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/25/business/lobbying-efforts-intensify-after-fcc-tries-3rd-time-on-net-neutrality.html?
hp

The FCC Caved on Net Neutrality. But It Didn't Really Have a Choice. - NationalJournal.com
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Colton Bates

 S4P2Z2

------------------------------ Email 3,460 ------------------------------

From: eve29eveb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
E B

------------------------------ Email 3,461 ------------------------------

From: lynk.lists
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
E Lynk

------------------------------ Email 3,462 ------------------------------

From: swolf219
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
The internet needs to stay neutral. There's not one reason that anyone, anywhere should be charged more for their
internet just so it can access certain sites faster. Be it in the costs that they incur directly, or indirectly from the
companies that would be affected by the internet becoming regulated. Do what the people want, and what is in the best
interest. Keep the internet free.

------------------------------ Email 3,463 ------------------------------

From: smhargerrn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:17
Subject: Net Neutrality, bro.
I am currently at work and cannot write a long message detailing all I think concerning the importance of net neutrality
to everything from innovation to the continued supremacy of the U.S. in guiding this internet thing it birthed, but I felt
urgently compelled to put in a word encouraging you to champion net neutrality and openness in your administration.
This by nature is against any sort of preference, even for cardiac monitoring (I am actually a cardiac RN, so this
comment resounded with me). Help make the dumb pipes "dumb" to move the power controlling the internet from
several robber-baron telecoms to a vibrant nation of learners and explorers.

Sincerely,

Shawn Harger

------------------------------ Email 3,464 ------------------------------

From: holmes.trenton
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:20
Subject: I oppose the proposed FCC net "neutrality" rules
Dear Tom,

I recently read (http://arstechnica.com/tech-policy/2014/04/the-fccs-fast-lane-rule-is-awful-for-the-internet-just-ask-the-
fcc/)that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive additional
speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate entities to
 control what was, until now, the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I wish I could say that I was shocked and
surprised by this turn of events, but sadly, I am nothing but disgusted.  Since you have been the CEO of both CTIA and
NCTA, I cannot be suprised by your actions.  They strongly reflect that you do not have the interests of anyone but the
corporations who have funded you in mind.

These proposed rules are in direct conflict with previous statements from the FCC.  According to the FCC in 2010,
found at http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs_public/attachmatch/FCC-10-201A1_Rcd.pdf

   "If broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, they will have an
incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide to non-prioritized traffic… Even more
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damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in order to 'squeeze' non-prioritized
traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and confront edge providers with a choice
between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access to end users."

   And yet this is exactly what you are proposing to do.  The open internet will be open in nothing more than word, and it
 will be those with money to pay who are allowed access to the consumers.  Consumers who already pay their ISPs,
thinking blindly they can access any webpage they want, without it being deliberately undermined to further line the
pockets of ISPs.  How long until the "fast lanes" are provided free of charge to political candidates supported by the ISP,
 while the opponents are deliberately degraded?  Or content deem to be "inappropriate" is filtered and degraded, neatly
removing the information needed to dissent?

   By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
 claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to
start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.
Instead, reclassify broadband as Title II telecommunications service.

   Trenton Holmes

------------------------------ Email 3,465 ------------------------------

From: chere54321
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:20
Subject: Please find another way to accomplish your goals.
Dear Sir:

The Internet is one of few places where everyone has the possibility of egalitarian usage of freedom of expression,
freedom from want, and freedom to find ways to interact with all other human beings.

Please do not take this freedom from everyman, every woman, and every child, every business, every student, and every
 teacher who seek to better the world in a free public forum, free in almost every sense of the word.

Free, until now; and it should remain free for the sake of all and for all the future.

Stand up and be counted where it matters, with your fellow citizens of humanity.

Thank you,

Sherry Crossley

------------------------------ Email 3,466 ------------------------------

From: salliewax
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sallie Dodd Butters

------------------------------ Email 3,467 ------------------------------

From: zigzagtom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Thomas Nelson

------------------------------ Email 3,468 ------------------------------

From: westhills9
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bernie Gonzales
12453 S Fruit Ave
Caruthers, CA 93609

------------------------------ Email 3,469 ------------------------------

From: callmeshade
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:25
Subject: Internet Neutrality Proposal
Mr. Chairman:

I think that the proposal has merit if you remove the clause about pay for priority. Paying for priority is not neutral by its
 very nature. It will allow unfair advantage to larger more established companies over smaller start up companies. It
would also cause a rise in cost of internet services to the consumer, unfairly burdening them.

Please remove the pay for priority clause from your proposal.

Thank you,
Charles Schneider
A+, Network +, MCP, MCSA

------------------------------ Email 3,470 ------------------------------

From: bekki
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

B tippens
68 Van Nuys Rd
Colrain, MA 01340

------------------------------ Email 3,471 ------------------------------

From: tuc44687
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:30
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tyler Falcone

 08043

------------------------------ Email 3,472 ------------------------------

From: celse
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Clara Else
PO Box 1412
Guerneville, CA 95446

------------------------------ Email 3,473 ------------------------------

From: kirkleon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kirk Leonard
PO Box 13878
Salem, OR 97309
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It has recently been shown that the democratic power of the United States is rapidly declining in favor of lending power
to the wealthy.  It is these wealthy individuals that have an interest in exerting control over the laymen of the world.
These 'power elite' have an interest in making sure that public opinion is always in their favor.  This is achieved by
silencing dissenting opinions.  The internet is the most effective tool that we citizens have to disrupt this flow of power.
 The end of net neutrality marks a death of perhaps the greatest freedom granted to Americans.

In the past you have spoken out in favor of net neutrality, I urge you to stick by your decision even in the face of the
highly persuasive people that you no doubt encounter every day.  I am in favor net neutrality and equal access to the
internet and I am counting on you as my elected representative to represent the opinion that I and millions of others
share: that the neutral internet is a critical tool to us all and it is worth keeping.

Thank you for your time
Sincerely
-Jesse Caldwell

Jesse Caldwell
1725 18th st.
Apartment #3
Boulder, CO 80302
US

------------------------------ Email 3,477 ------------------------------

From: stuart
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Stuart Hastings (  writes:

Your "Fast Lane" proposal is the antithesis of Net Neutrality, assurances of "commercially reasonable" notwithstanding.
 The computing industry is not fooled; "commercially reasonable" won't be reasonable if the bureaucrat deciding it is
leaving for a cushy industry job next month.

Actually, I'm shocked that you would suggest such a bald-faced, anti-consumer regulation so soon after your arrival at
the FCC. Shocked, and deeply disappointed.

stuart hastings
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,478 ------------------------------

From: stgeondragon2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Howard Johnson

------------------------------ Email 3,479 ------------------------------

From: kaela anne
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Finally. I find any action and/or legislation that restricts net neutrality to be in direct violation of my Constitutional
rights as an American Citizen.

Thank you.

Mikaela Schaefer

OR 97403

------------------------------ Email 3,480 ------------------------------

From: jwolfi1184
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Rev. John Wolfinger
113 Southpoint Drive
Lexington, KY 40515

------------------------------ Email 3,481 ------------------------------

From: landis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

James Landis
4279Grist Road
Mariposa, CA 95338

------------------------------ Email 3,482 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:39
Subject: Fwd: RIP Open Internet?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Miles Rapoport, Common Cause < mailto:
Date: Thu, Apr 24, 2014 at 11:54 AM
Subject: RIP Open Internet?
To: Maneesh Pangasa < mailto:

<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?a=gvKUK8NRIiIXJcN5F&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>

<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?a=9eIGKNOpHbLJLSMEE&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>
Dear Maneesh,

After years of promises that he'd fight to the end for net neutrality, Federal Communications Commission Chairman
Tom Wheeler is poised to surrender.

The industry-friendly Open Internet proposal Wheeler is shopping to his colleagues this week would create "a fast lane
for the 1 percent and slow lanes for the 99 percent," said former FCC Commissioner and Common Cause Special
Adviser Michael Copps.
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Take a stand for net neutrality -- sign our petition today!<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=chKMLWPBJeKPJ2ORG&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>

<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?a=fuLSI5MNLhJVLcN4E&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>

Wheeler's proposal would permit Internet service providers to hit deep-pocketed tech firms with extra charges in return
for providing them with a fast lane on the Internet. And who'll end up paying for that faster service? You and me and
other consumers.

We need to hold the Obama administration to its promises to protect innovation and free expression online.

This is an all hands on deck moment. Sign our petition to protect the Open Internet.<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=8nJEIKOlFaIHISMDH&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>

Thanks for all you do,

Miles Rapoport
and the rest of the team at Common Cause

 <https://www.kintera.com/accounttempfiles/account9587/images/forward20.gif>  Forward this
email<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=glJUI8NRJiLUI9M5G&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>       Join on
Facebook<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=dsIOLZMFLfISKZNOE&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>     Follow on
Twitter<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=glJUI8NRJiLYI9M1G&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>

Common Cause is a national nonpartisan organization with chapters in 35 states. Our mailing address is 1133 19th
Street NW, 9th Floor, Washington, DC 20036. Our phone number is (202) 833-1200<tel:%28202%29%20833-1200>.

Remove yourself from this mailing<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=9eLGINOpEbKKKPPAF&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>.

Remove yourself from all mailings from Common Cause<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=crJMJWPBKeJQLZONH&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>.

Modify your profile<http://www.kintera.org/TR.asp?
a=gvKUK8NRIiIYJcN4F&s=dqJSK3PBKiKWJ4ODLpH&m=ffLOIVMtH7JFI2I>.
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 <http://omt.kintera.org/omt/7675334501.gif>

------------------------------ Email 3,483 ------------------------------

From: makahalub2003
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 1:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
The FCC's plan should not allow internet providers to charge for preferential treatment.

This goes against the essence of Net Neutrality. I urge the FCC and its chairman to throw the plans out and instead
reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 3,484 ------------------------------

From: chucksmith1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charles Ewing Smith

------------------------------ Email 3,485 ------------------------------

From: rstevens
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:43
Subject: 'Commercially reasonable terms' constitutes discrimination and is  not net neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The NPRM that was published today (25 April 2014) is not net neutrality.  In fact, this proposed rule would permit pay
for priority arrangements which are flatly not neutral.  When the FCC adopted the Open Internet Order in 2010 your
agency explicitly stated:

   "In light of each of these concerns, as a general matter, it is unlikely that pay for priority would satisfy the “no
unreasonable discrimination” standard (emphasis added). The practice of a broadband Internet access service provider
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prioritizing its own content, applications, or services, or those of its affiliates, would raise the same significant concerns
and would be subject to the same standards and considerations in evaluating reasonableness as third-party pay-for-
priority arrangements.”

   Your agency also stated in 2010:

   If broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, they will have an
incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide to non-prioritized traffic. This would
increase the gap in quality (such as latency in transmission) between prioritized access and non-prioritized access,
induce more edge providers to pay for prioritized access, and allow broadband providers to charge higher prices for
prioritized access. Even more damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in order to
“squeeze” non-prioritized traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and confront edge
providers with a choice between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access to end users.

   As your own agency states, pay for priority arrangements will incentivize ISPs to degrade or decline to improve the
quality of service to entities not party to these arrangements.  This will have a chilling effect on small time entrepreneurs
 and innovators as this increases the barriers of entry to potentially reach a mass audience of internet consumers and this
constitutes discrimination because these parties does not have the financial resources of a entrenched incumbent who is
paying for these pay for priority arrangements.

   I am also concerned that any commercially unreasonable pay for priority arrangement would be investigated on a
case-by-case basis.  This is troubling as it doesn’t lay out an actual concrete picture on what actually violates these
proposed rules, leaving everything up to speculation until the Commissions hands down a ruling.  There have been no
examples to date from anyone on record from the Commission, since the start of your tenure, of real word or theoretical
scenarios that are commercially unreasonable.  The internet consumer is left to defer to the Commission as to what
constitutes a arrangement that does not adhere to the ‘commercially reasonable terms’ standard instead.

   The real solution of course, is to classify ISPs as common carriers so pay for priority arrangements (as both myself
and your own Commission have stated are not neutral) from the edge provider/ISP prospective as well as anti-
competitive packet discrimination at the end-user side are/is banned.  This is the only way to proceed that would leave
intact the open and innovative nature of the internet while adhering to Verizon v. FCC.

   P.S – There are only a few times where discrimination should be employed.  Either potentially in the case of illegal
activity or in cases where reasonable network management techniques are paramount to maintain a healthy network.

   Best regards,

   Robert Stevens

------------------------------ Email 3,486 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:47
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Subject: FCC To Surrender To Industry Kill Net Neutrality: Unacceptable
The Federal Communications Commission is reportedly about to surrender to industry and install fast and slow lanes on
the Internet. But there's just too much at stake to give up now. We the people depend on the Internet to inform and
organize ourselves. If allowed to stand, this decision threatens our democracy.

------------------------------ Email 3,487 ------------------------------

From: donnamariecraig
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

donna craig

 29588

------------------------------ Email 3,488 ------------------------------

From: ncj54
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nancy Jones

------------------------------ Email 3,489 ------------------------------

From: brettmor
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To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 1:52
Subject: You are destroying the Internet
Your record on Net Neutrality fills me with the sense of helplessness and hopelessness that can only come from living
under a corrupt government. It is breathtaking and devastating to so many people. Please declare the Internet a Title II
Telecom. Common Carrier. It is so obviously the right thing to do. Do what's right. Thank you.

-Brett

------------------------------ Email 3,490 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
I demand net neutrality.

Josh del Sol

WA 98107
US

------------------------------ Email 3,491 ------------------------------

From: avery.john.s
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Avery

------------------------------ Email 3,492 ------------------------------
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From: bunnyman76
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the FCC

The Internet must remain as free from corporate and political control as possible.    It must be a tool of innovation and
information that empowers people without coersion or outside influence.  Please keep 'net neutrality' and prevent the
further erosion of our rights and privacy to the big corporations.

Eric Keiski
5534 Crestview Loop NE
Olympia, WA 98516
US

------------------------------ Email 3,493 ------------------------------

From: thinkerfeeler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Donald Smith
4401 123rd Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98006

------------------------------ Email 3,494 ------------------------------

From: italantova
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 1:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Inna Talantova

------------------------------ Email 3,495 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:00
Subject: FCC Commercially Reasonable Terms In Open Net Order A Dangerous  Loophole
The Federal Communications Commission is reportedly about to surrender to industry and install fast and slow lanes on
the Internet. But there's just too much at stake to give up now. We the people depend on the Internet to inform and
organize ourselves. If allowed to stand, this decision threatens our democracy. The FCC can enact real, lasting Network
Neutrality that can survive judicial scrutiny. We demand the FCC do so by reclassifying its definition of broadband as a
Title II public utility or telecommunications service, as it was during the Clinton Gore years.

How does the FCC define commercially reasonable? They are treading on dangerous water and creating a loophole
enabling slow and fast lanes to be created on the Internet. The managed services exemption is also leading to ISP
discrimination, as such Europe is enacting strong Net Neutrality rules that exclude managed services exemptions as this
exemption has been abused by big teleco and cable companies in the U.S. Commercially reasonable terms - what is
commercially reasonable as the F.C.C. defines it? This is a vague opening which big cable and telecoms can exploit.

------------------------------ Email 3,496 ------------------------------

From: evtorres96
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Evan V. Torres (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

My name is Evan Torres and I, like many other people of my generation, use the internet on a daily basis, both for my
studies as a college student, and during my free time to stay in touch with my friends and family.
        I write to you in regards to your propositions which, if implemented, will allow large-budget corporations a
“carpool lane” by which to quickly deliver content to their users.
        While I enjoy receiving my internet content quickly as much as the next person, I’m also a subscriber to the “net
neutrality’ idea. The abolishment of net neutrality would stunt the growth of  I feel like giving large companies this
exclusive access would squash the smaller groups who deserve access to the same opportunities as their “big brothers.”
For example, numerous musicians, game developers, actors and actresses, businesses, and internet personalities would
not be where they are today without fair and equal access to their media. Adam Young, who created the Owl City
project, started his musical career by posting his songs to MySpace, where they received many a good review and were
noticed. Many of us know that Amazon.com was originally an online bookstore, and it would not be where it is today if
it had been overshadowed by larger internet companies. Jordan Maron is better known as “Captainsparklez,” began by
making short gaming videos. He would have had a much
 more difficult time rising to the popularity he has now if the other, more well-known groups had been stealing the
media. Giving huge corporations a boost is like giving the older, healthier sibling the vitamins that the younger, weaker
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sibling needs. And, like people, companies die out. So what will happen if Amazon suddenly goes bankrupt? Who
would take over?
        I can only hope that this letter conveys the importance of net neutrality, and convinces you to reconsider your
proposal.

Sincerely,
Evan Torres

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,497 ------------------------------

From: minercarolyn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Keep Internet neutrality.

The Internet is a public utility and should be regulated as such.

Thank you,

Carolyn Critchlow-Miner

Yountville, CA 94599
US

------------------------------ Email 3,498 ------------------------------

From: arthur.catrambone
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:04
Subject: Please support net neutrality
Hello sir,

It has been brought to my attention that you have abandoned the cause of keeping the net neutral. I beg of you as a
citizen of this country do not do this. Though our country grew and achieved on the ideas of capitalism and free market
the resources required to get into the competition of internet service are too great for new companies to compete. The
only thing that will keep the internet, the greatest of all freedom of speech tools fair for everyone, is the support of your
organization. Please make the right choice.

Regards

--

Arthur Catrambone III
Columbia College Chicago
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------------------------------ Email 3,499 ------------------------------

From: 41messages
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is a global issue that affects the entire world.

The internet is the infrastructure that underpins our lives in the 21st century. It is no longer an optional service. It affects
 important aspects of life such as essential government services, education, access to information, etc. It must be
safeguarded by an authority committed to ensuring equal access to all and unfettered access to information.

The consequences of privatizing the internet (where this course of action will take us) will be devastating to the future
of all human progress.

Please stand up for the internet, and for the future of your children, at this crucial time.

With respect,
Tabitha Burke

Tabitha Burke

Sydney, ot
AU

------------------------------ Email 3,500 ------------------------------

From: koprivakopriva
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
James Michael Kopriva (  writes:

Please heed the public call to support net neutrality, not undermine it in favor of corporate interests.

A significant portion of the American population does not feel that its government is sufficiently protecting freedom of
information or the fair and economical provision of internet services.

Please stand up for citizen interests.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,501 ------------------------------

From: darksinthe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:06
Subject: Ending 'Net Neutrality' will be a big mistake!
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Do not allow corporations to run any more than they already do. Do not give them the power they want over the
internet. Do not stomp over the rights of the people, most of whom are oblivious!

ben heintz
5232 E Broadway lot 210
Mount Pleasant, MI 48858
US

------------------------------ Email 3,502 ------------------------------

From: muysuave
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Reginald Callaway

------------------------------ Email 3,503 ------------------------------

From: johnd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John R Donaldson
4559 N DeWitt
Fresno, CA 93727
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------------------------------ Email 3,504 ------------------------------

From: zachmanak1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:08
Subject: The Concerning Aspects of New Policies Regarding Internet Neutrality

To whom it may or may not concern,
I understand that the person reading this e-mail is likely an intern, or a public relations professional being paid to
alleviate concerns of the public by reading the arguments of us disgruntled civilians and returning to us facts that
explain all of the holes in what we are trying to argue. It is likely that you have been trained to fully believe in the
binary nature of this issue. I'd like to just put in my two cents anyways; if only to sate my inconsequential desire to feel
as if I'm being heard.

This policy does do many good things, but it does something very dangerous. The argument has been beaten to death,
but it's only because it's such an obvious thing for your organization to miss. By giving ISP's the ability to control
internet speeds to certain websites, they can restrict the overall viewership of said websites, thus restricting information.
This is a clear refutation of Verizon's appeal. They argued semantics and won, and now, even though your employers
can argue against that ruling, they've allowed it.

Now, the ruling will help ISP's gain billions in revenue(that they oh so desperately need), at the expense of limiting
market size greatly. No reasonable consumer will wait the extra time it takes to load an unknown product's page when a
similar product will be on a larger site. New idea's will be snuffed out before they begin. If this policy existed ten years
ago, the most successful internet hotspots would never have taken root. Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, Tumblr, Reddit,
Spotify and so many other popular high-earning companies would not have had a fighting chance in a world where
MSN had the control over speed.

Another concern of mine, would be that of censorship. Despite the public outcry against this, it does make sense. Illegal
things should be removed from public view. The danger comes in ten years. The "risky" material will be swept under
the rug, followed swiftly by "dangerous ideas". Instead of our current system, we will adopt China's in a grand snowball.
 This is a worst case scenario, but the threat of it happening does exist.

In summation, I think this policy is an example of a poor idea with excellent execution.

Good Tidings,
A Young American Who Is Worried About The Freedom of Expression In The Coming Years

------------------------------ Email 3,505 ------------------------------

From: lyleivey54
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 2:08
Subject: Reclassify broadband access
Dear FCC commissioners,

Please reclassify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. It's the only way to prevent the vested
interests of large corporations from chipping away at net neutrality in order to increase their profit margins and stifle the
 progress of innovative start-ups.

Thank you,
Lyle Ivey
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------------------------------ Email 3,506 ------------------------------

From: smith-ellen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

ellen smith

 24572

------------------------------ Email 3,507 ------------------------------

From: catherinecapozzi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:09
Subject: I support Title II
Hello people of the FCC!

I sincerely hope my message is one of many in asking you to declare internet access as a Title II telecommunications
service. Net neutrality is a critical component of a functioning democracy, whereupon people can communicate online
without an overseer showing preference for one voice over the other. The role of an ISP provider should be just that:
providing information, which is in no way the same thing as interfering with it. When I send a letter in the mail, the
mailman doesn't open it, determine its contents, and then decide if it should be sent slower or faster than the rest of the
mail. The same should be true of ISP providers.

Additionally, the internet service field is becoming more like an oligopoly. As is true with power companies, the high
startup costs of doing business means that citizens do not have many choices (if any) in who they select to provide the
service. Thus, ISPs are in a unique position to leverage its dominance in the market via higher fees, and preferential
treatment. This is, in fact, what is happening.

I assume that what I'm expressing is not news to any of you. And while I wish that I as a citizen was capable of cutting
you a check half the size of what your former cable industries have issued, I cannot. I can only hope (probably naively)
that the ".gov" in your email address genuinely means that you're serving the interest of the people. I have a feeling that
each of you realize that the only institutions benefitting from gutting net neutrality laws are private corporations. So
please... serve the people. We're counting on you, as trite as that sounds. I want to be able to access politically
controversial sites without a "....still loading" message, and watch Netflix at the speed for which I paid without AOL
shoving its own video service down my throat.

Don't ruin my interwebs, please.

Sincerely,
Catherine Capozzi
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------------------------------ Email 3,508 ------------------------------

From: andyz51
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andy Wise
2203 S Gilpin St
Denver, CO 80210

------------------------------ Email 3,509 ------------------------------

From: rrykken33
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives. Our internet access is not just vital to the day to day person these days, but what about schools that
are already on extreme budget cuts and we want to slow their internet down even more? Whats next?

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rachel Rykken

OR 97013

------------------------------ Email 3,510 ------------------------------

From: petesupe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:17
Subject: Enforce the Civil Rights Act in Los Angeles

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Peter Supersano
2244 Escalera Way
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Reno, NV 89523
US

------------------------------ Email 3,511 ------------------------------

From: mark
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mark Lavender (  writes:

Your two speed internet plans promote a lose lose scenario. Lose for ordinary consumers, lose for innovation, lose for
competition policies. There are many other more worthwhile internet matters to intervene on - universal access, speeds
as advertised etc.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,512 ------------------------------

From: contact4troy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am sure I am one of many concerned citizens whom wish to protect equal access to internet. Aggregrating more power
 to wealthy stifles innovation and upward mobility. Customers will bare this burden. Small firms will not be able to
compete with larger competition even if their services are superior because they lack the capital.

-American

------------------------------ Email 3,513 ------------------------------

From: atdifan17
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:20
Subject: Net Neutrality conundrum
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

this email may or may not get lumped in with the thousands of others that I'm sure you are getting, but if it is read by
someone, whether it be you, an aid or whoever, there are a few things you should know coming from the side of a
consumer.

A ton of people are putting this whole thing on you and the rest of your team at the FCC, I'm sure backlash and threats
are coming from all sides consumer and corporate. This is a very sensitive issue, and the decisions you make will affect
the way the entire world works in the future. As a consumer (and also not a lawyer) I only know so much about this
case, from what i understand reclassifying these ISPs under Title II would force them to abide by net neutrality laws, but
 it would be very burdensome for the ISP's.

But what about consumers Mr. Wheeler, in the United States we already are starting to fall behind in the technical world
 as it is, mid range internet speed, some of the highest prices in the world, constant threats of spying and surveillance.
We aren't far in front of Russia and we're losing ground faster and faster. The internet is the last free market, and a lot of
 people would like to keep it as such. We as a consumers don't have the centralized funds or the lobbying power to have
a voice in this issue, so we leave it in the hopes that our representatives and our appointed officials make the right
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decisions with the common populous in mind.
For once, be the be the group that maked the right decision, that actually stands for what the people would like of them,
money does not need to dictate every single waking aspect of life and policy in this world.
As i mentioned earlier this may or may not even be read by you, and as I finish writing it I believe so even less. I just
hope whether or not all of these letters and petitions even make any kind of an impact on you that you make a decision
that will be good for this country and its future development, not just profitable for a few major corporations.

thank you for the time

Michael Davis
Riverside, CA

------------------------------ Email 3,514 ------------------------------

From: sixten
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:22
Subject: Net neutrality!!

The internet is for everyone, everywhere, equally! It's sad that you are fighting against that. You have now made an
enemy of every internet-user in the world.

------------------------------ Email 3,515 ------------------------------

From: rikmasterson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rik Masterson

------------------------------ Email 3,516 ------------------------------

From: kaiser892
To:

gov
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Date: 4/25/2014 2:26
Subject: Netneutrality
I am writing you in light of recent events. I am very worried about the proposals being brought up that could possibly
snuff out internet neutrality as we know it. I urge you t to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service and follow the path of our friends in the EU. I fear for the future of the internet and in turn my personal
freedoms. Thank you for your time as I know it is short supply.

--

Thanks,
Zachary Kaiser

------------------------------ Email 3,517 ------------------------------

From: brendarb1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brenda Simon
2340 Trail Ridge Ct
Reno, NV 89523

------------------------------ Email 3,518 ------------------------------

From: evan.oakley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

With due respect, I am writing you as a average consumer who is concerned about having to pay the additional, perhaps
unaffordable costs that will be passed on to subscribers of various services, if internet providers are able to charge more
for privileged access.

I am also deeply concerned that if providers are able to charge more for privileged service, smaller, independent voices
will be pushed to the sidelines. We don't need business oligarchs running roughshod over fair and equal access the
infrastructure of the internet. Please stand up for average consumers.

Thank you for reading and for your hard work drafting sustainable rules under difficult circumstances. Please do your
utmost to prevent a costly takeover of the internet by the biggest, richest institutions at the expense of average
Americans.

-Evan Oakley



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Evan Oakley
545 17TH ST
Apt 2
Brooklyn, NY 11215
US

------------------------------ Email 3,519 ------------------------------

From: consciouscoaching
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:26
Subject: Honor Net Neutrality and Citizen Interests Over Corporate Interests
Dear Commissioners,

I am not only disappointed by your plan to kill net neutrality, I am pissed. The plan is not neutral and it is the equivalent
of Citizens United in selling short our democracy to corporate interests. If you continue to push this through, you will go
 down in history as a despised set of corrupt officials. You will be hated by friends and family alike, and for good
reason.

You are selling out the greatest hope we have of maintaining rich and vibrant public spaces. The Internet now creates a
space in which a rich and vibrant civil society can thrive. American politics is corrupted by the power of money. The
media is now mostly owned by a few major corporations. If you cannot defend the public interest in maintaining a free
and open Internet, then please step down from your positions, At the very least, do not lie to yourself and think you are
doing the public a service.

Sincerely,
Theo Horesh

------------------------------ Email 3,520 ------------------------------

From: leonkhachooni
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Leon Khachooni
Mira Monte Pl. #2
Pasadena, CA 91101

------------------------------ Email 3,521 ------------------------------

From: mary kellogg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mary O'Keefe Kellogg
330 Back River Road
Boothbay, ME 04537

------------------------------ Email 3,522 ------------------------------

From: susiecarrington
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susie Carrington

CA 90278

------------------------------ Email 3,523 ------------------------------

From: carolng38
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carol Ng

960 Edgecliffe Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90026



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 3,524 ------------------------------

From: rebornvesper
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
"I am a strong supporter of net neutrality," Obama said then. "What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that
the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the
 internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

------------------------------ Email 3,525 ------------------------------

From: au760
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Frank Hill
11509 Hatteras Street
North Hollywood, CA 91601

------------------------------ Email 3,526 ------------------------------

From: tomlaugh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I want net neutrality.  And there isn't a need to create a tiered level of access, and especially no need to create ways for
the cable industry to increase their ability to fund their profit.

Establish rules that keep the internet open to all and favoring none.

Thomas L Donelan
PO Box 27105
Albuquerque, NM 87125
US

------------------------------ Email 3,527 ------------------------------

From: helenljo
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Ibbotson

------------------------------ Email 3,528 ------------------------------

From: coramajig
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:44
Subject: Chairman Wheeler
Chairman Wheeler,

I write to you to express my discomfort with the recent proposal put forth by the FCC. The openness of the internet is an
 issue I care greatly about, and one I consider myself to be educated on. I have written many of my state representatives,
 including Bobby Jindal and Bill Ritter over the long years this issue has unfolded. Now I write to you.

I don't want to tread over old news. You've responded to the backlash attached to this proposal already so I'll be as
pointed as possible using the information and opinions you've most recently supplied.

I would like to point out that I, along with many of my fellow citizens, are not as concerned with the less likely
complete blocking of legal internet traffic. That is a battle I do not feel we have to fight at the present time. I have
always been more concerned with traffic shaping. This concern began for a very good reason in 2007 when it was
discovered Comcast was using Sandvine to illegally throttle traffic that they saw as crippling to their infrastructure. Not
only did they refuse to admit at the time they were traffic shaping, they threatened to terminate customer service
employees who told customers the truth.
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There is an established pattern of behavior regarding Comcast and so-called internet fast lanes, and it is something that,
if nothing else, warrants higher scrutiny than this shoot-first-and-let-consumers-ask-questions-later mentality. The
burden of proof, in my eyes, was on Comcast to prove that they can be responsible and that they are capable of looking
out for the consumer. Yet, the Consumerist just named Comcast, by popular vote, the Worst Company in America. This
is not a new distinction. They've either won that award or been a runner up for it since 2010.

Irrespective of Comcast's history, there are real issues here. If there were somewhere else I could go, I wouldn't be as
invested. I have no other options unless I want even slower speeds. I personally pay over $80 USD a month because I
have no other company to turn to. Tokyo charges half of that. Seoul is a fifth of that - at five times the speed. Yet
Comcast has said over and over again that their customers don't want faster internet; a lie they use to avoid innovating or
 investing. Left up to Comcast, countries around the world will continue to leave us in the dust.

I don't want to take up any more of your time so I'll just leave you with what I think are some cold, hard realities. The
damage will start slow. You know that Comcast plans to throttle the traffic of Netflix. You know that Netflix will be
forced to pay Comcast for bandwidth - something users already pay for. Netflix has to pass that cost over to me. My
bills will go up. Then Netflix will have to pay Time Warner. Verizon. Cox Cable. Then Youtube will have to pay.
Content creators will be bled dry while the gatekeepers rake in cash despite the contempt of the entire country. Please
don't set this precedent. Please walk back this proposal. Your critics are your citizens. Corporations are praising this
announcement. People are not. Though, people and corporations seem to get awful confused nowadays...

Respectfully,

Cora Avgikos

------------------------------ Email 3,529 ------------------------------

From: jasonkoeffler
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 2:45
Subject: Please have the Internet categorized as a Tier II telecom.
It is important.

Thank you.

Jason Koeffler
Renton, WA

------------------------------ Email 3,530 ------------------------------

From: tony-nelson
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:46
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Net neutrality = press freedom

America's founding fathers recognised the importance of press freedom to ensure democracy. The net is the last remains
 of press freedom ~ the vast majority of what we think of the "free press" is now owned by corporate and special
interests. Please help to keep the net free and neutral. Thank you.

Tony Nelson

ot
HK

------------------------------ Email 3,531 ------------------------------

From: tvioturbo55
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rick Muhammad
PO Box 470447
Aurora, CO 80047

------------------------------ Email 3,532 ------------------------------

From: d52rmpt+zzfnag
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:49
Subject: What. The. Fuck.
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you use to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or with a job offer sometime in
the future to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

Just wanted to say you should be ashamed of yourself. This is a terrible thing to happen.
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----
Sent using GuerrillMail.com
Block or report abuse: https://www.guerrillamail.com/abuse/?a=VU55SxoIRrEZjRyU9n0cPBPIWw%3D%3D

------------------------------ Email 3,533 ------------------------------

From: plebiusinterruptus
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Burn in Hell you scum sucking Illuminati trollop. Spread your legs wider for Satan, mother fucker, cause here comes
the dicking.

Tom Wheelin' and Dealin', eh? What's in a name? Everything anyone needs to know.

You wanna stop the information matrix? Make it a bit easier to censor delicate knowledge?

BUILD YOUR HOUSE ON LIES, MAKE THE WHOLE WORLD IN SATAN'S IMAGE, BUT REMEMBER THAN
YOU AND YOUR CHILDREN AND YOUR CHILDDREN'S CHILDREN'S CHILDREN WILL HAVE TO LIVE IN
IT, REAPING WHAT THEIR WRETCHED ANCIENTS HAVE SOWN, AND ILL ARE THOSE FRUITS IN TASTE
AND COUNTENANCE, BUT YOU WILL BEAR THEM, AND YOU WILL TASTE OF THEM IN DUE TIME.

DEATH TO THE IMAGE;HAIL THE NEW FLESH

?

------------------------------ Email 3,534 ------------------------------

From: happymindalone
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:52
Subject: Honor net neutraility!
Your proposed tier system will forever change the nature of the internet, the singular most important invention of the
20th century.  Don't go down in history as the man who screwed it up.

Please.

K. Smith
Los Angeles, CA

------------------------------ Email 3,535 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:52
Subject: Comcast's Bad Behavior Reason Net Neutrality Was Imposed In NBCU  Merger
In the pay TV space broadcasters and cable networks (content providers) get to charge the service provider and each
year they are increasing the cost of TV to the point it is getting too expensive for consumers) online the service provider
 is doing the reverse - charging the content provider and it is still getting more expensive. Netflix should not have to pay
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 interconnection fees to Comcast. Nor should Comcast be permitted to exempt its own XFINITY TV service from their
data caps - that is a violation of Network Neutrality. If you cap data all data should be capped equally regardless of
origin point or destination point. It is because of Comcast’s previous bad behavior that as a result of its NBCU merger it
was subjected to Network Neutrality conditions until at least 2018. Our rights should not come with an expiration date.

In defense of its merger with Time Warner Cable Comcast brags that the merger would be good for the Open Internet
and points out it is still subject to Net Neutrality, and TWC customers will by extension if merger is approved also be
subject to Net Neutrality protections. Comcast is trying to paint it and its merger as a champion of the Open Internet.
This is misleading and laughable. Remember it was only because of previous bad behavior from Comcast that it was
subjected to Network Neutrality conditions when its merger was approved with NBC Universal. So what was this bad
behavior: In 2008 Comcast was sanctioned by the FCC after it was discovered they were illegally throttling Bit Torrent
a popular peer 2 peer file sharing network and client/software. Comcast reacted by suing the F.C.C. and a court agreed
with Comcast that the F.C.C. did not have the legal authority to protect consumers from it’s discrimination in that case.
That case was Comcast v. F.C.C. Now FCC Chairman Julius Genachowski proposed to reclaim authority using a “Third
 Way” in which the FCC reclassifies broadband as a telecom service but exempts it from line sharing and price control
rules. However, under pressure from some in Congress and with fierce political opposition from the far right and from
the very corporations that would be affected by this he backed down. However, he still had the FCC pass a watered
down 2010 Open Internet Order which was struck down by the courts in Verizon Wireless v. FCC. This is the second
time FCC rules mandating Net Neutrality have been struck down for using the wrong legal framework.

Under Clinton-Gore Administration broadband was a telecom service and was competitive. Under Bush Cheney though
broadband was misclassified an information service and ever since we have been falling behind other countries in the
world in broadband penetration, pricing, having fasted speeds and in competition/consumer choice. Indeed the Clinton
Administration would not have allowed any company to monopolize the Internet be it a cable or telco (AT&T, Comcast,
 Time Warner Cable, Verizon, CenturyLink), or a tech company (Microsoft, Apple etc) and for this reason sued
Microsoft for anti-competitively trying to extend its Windows desktop computer operating system monopoly on to the
Web by tying their Internet Explorer web browser with Microsoft Windows with which they could monopolize the
browser market and then by extension perhaps the search market, social networking market etc.

------------------------------ Email 3,536 ------------------------------

From: hpd4k
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Hans Dommel
112 Chilverton st
Santa Cruz, CA 95062

------------------------------ Email 3,537 ------------------------------

From: seanmcgeer
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To:

Date: 4/25/2014 2:55
Subject: Please restore net neutrality
I would like the FCC to restore net neutrality and reclassify ISPs as
Title II telecommunications services.  To allow private corporations the
ability to give preferential treatment to certain content providers is
wrong and harmful to the future of the Internet and American innovation.

Thank you,
Sean McGeer

------------------------------ Email 3,538 ------------------------------

From: wu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:56
Subject: Against  newproposed rules
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

We haven't met, though I look forward to that, and I appreciate the note you sent back in November or so.

So I should say that I am definitely pleased that the Commission has taken up the job of reimposing Net Neutrality rules
 after D.C. Circuit's ruling.  I'm writing this email because I am disappointed by the shape of the reinstated Open
Internet rules.   Since I'm sure you get a lot of email, I'll be brief.  I think the rules should, like the previous iteration,
ban blocking and discrimination, and have transparency requirements.  I also think you should pass them using Title II
authority.   I think its a bad idea to allow even commercially reasonable fast-lane deals.   As I see it, this will just
amount to an extraction of more cash for the broadband carriers, at some cost in innovation and free speech.

Thanks and I hope we have an opportunity to meet in person,

Best Tim Wu

------------------------------ Email 3,539 ------------------------------

From: timpapa417
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I am SHOCKED to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule changes that
would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an environment where
large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and we will
 lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Timothea Papas
729 Simpson
Evanston, IL 60201

------------------------------ Email 3,540 ------------------------------
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From: markus.averstad
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:56
Subject: Re: Your stance on net neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
As many others (at the time of writing 37,776 have used this form) have no doubt expressed... We want action for
democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

This default text perfectly sums up my stance in the matter. The Internet is the most important development of the last
century and it has always been at its foundation a neutral zone for all, rich and poor alike. Do not end this wonderful
practice for short sighted profits. In the end this will benefit nobody.

Thank you for your time.
Markus Averstad

Markus Averstad
Klubbacken 28
Hägersten 12939
SE

------------------------------ Email 3,541 ------------------------------

From: bergman
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 2:57
Subject: Internet: Title II telecommunications service
Dear FCC,

Please classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications
service". An open internet is essential for the growth and well-being of
humanity: equally accessable information from all sources means everyone
can participate. As an artist, I would not have had a career without
getting my work out there on the internet. There are billions of us who
can participate because of the internet. Please do not close the internet
to the people you are meant to advocate for.

Sincerely,

Aeron Bergman

www.alejandra-aeron.com
www.incainstitute.org

------------------------------ Email 3,542 ------------------------------

From: edmcmanwich
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 2:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Tom,
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My name is Nicholas Arehart. I'm writing you today in regards to a recent article that suggested that you might release a
 proposal for internet regulations that would allow ISPs to manipulate data sent over their networks in ways that would
be harmful to both consumers and small businesses. I ask that you reconsider this position. An open internet is a place
where new ideas can form, marginalized voices can be heard, and communities can flourish. Allowing this content to be
 manipulated in any way undermines the very potential of the internet. Please do the right thing and advocate the
reclassification of ISPs as Title II Common Carriers. Thanks.

Sincerely,
Nicholas Arehart

Sent from my ENIAC

------------------------------ Email 3,543 ------------------------------

From: haskell.charlie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:00
Subject: You Are For An Open Internet?

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

According to the blog post and other statements made, you mention the internet will not be harmed by the new FCC
ruling. However, is this truly the case?

Many of us Americans are aware of the trend toward corporate control over government, and the constant advancement
multi-billion dollar corporations and affiliated lobbyists have made to stifle competition and opportunity, mostly in the
name of profit. So in this case, what makes this new ruling, then, any different from such a trend? After all, if a major
content provider like Disney wanted to pay large sums of cash to an internet service provider, such as Comcast, why
should they care about the small, online businesses looking to grow larger when all Disney needs to do is invest in a
superior online experience that trumps all competition, instead creating a monopoly?

In order for the internet to stay an equal place where neutrality is key, I ask you to help retain the same ruling that was
in place before this one and truly think about how such actions the FCC makes will effect the entire world-wide-web
and its future freedoms in generations to come.

Much rests on your shoulders, but you have the power to say "no."

Thank you.

Charles Haskell
3800 14th Ave SE Apt D168
Lacey, WA 98503
US

------------------------------ Email 3,544 ------------------------------

From: kirillz07
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:01
Subject: Net Neutrality......
Hello Tom, as a costumer from TWC I will threaten about the merge between TWC and Comcast.  I feel threaten
because my bill will raise and my unlimited internet will become limited.  I fear that this deal will bring those two fears
into reality.   I also read that FCC is planning to allow “fast lanes” this is a gateway decision that will destroy the
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ultimate core of freedom on the internet.  How can we allow the destruction of the free capitalistic market.  How can we
allow the merge of the two biggest cable companies in the united states? Haven’t we learned from standard oil back in
early 1900’s that monopoly will lead to the manipulation of prices and a total control over its product in the region?
The merge between TWC and Comcast is the first step to monopoly in the cable industry.  Nations interest come first
when it comes to deciding the faith of its people choice and I choose to be heard and I choose not to have this deal and
that “fast lanes” be abolished all together with the deal.  Nations interest outweigh any lobbying group or mega
corporation and or your personal interests.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 3,545 ------------------------------

From: jozsef.benczedi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Benczedi Jozsef (  writes:

Oh boy did you fuck up :))))))
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,546 ------------------------------

From: dhruvisompura01
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioner Tom Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I hope you will think critically on the matter and place the real interests of American citizens and the public at large
ahead of your personal interests. If you allow Net Neutrality to die, you will be doing irrevocable harm to our nation.
For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance
for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't
paying cable companies a premium fee, that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.

It is inconceivable that your chairman Tom Wheeler believes that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for
anyone besides major corporations. He is selling out the public good to line his own pockets. Once net neutrality is
ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. You and your colleagues actions will have huge
repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but if you side with Tom Wheeler,
you should be ashamed of what you will be doing.

I hope that hearing from an average citizen might have some sway on your judgement. Please do what is right, and make
 sure Net Neutrality is kept and enforced.
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Dhruvi Sompura

------------------------------ Email 3,547 ------------------------------

From: jwstevens30
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Stevens

------------------------------ Email 3,548 ------------------------------

From: sstevens30
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shawn Stevens



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 3,549 ------------------------------

From: joshuaweilerstein
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 3:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC members,

There is very little that the FCC does that is seen or appreciated.  Now, it seems that the FCC has gone out of its way to
intentionally damage the relationship the American people have with the internet.  Internet service providers already
rank among the most hated companies in this history of civilization, and without net neutrality, they will be given a
rubber stamp to continue their anti-custormer and immoral behavior.  I'm not sure you are aware of the public feeling
against the major cable companies, who refuse to innovate, and are desperately hanging onto an old vision of media that
 no longer exists.  Either way, these companies will pull in MASSIVE profits, whether there is net neutrality or not.
Please do not give in to them, please do not deprive Americans access to the free internet, which is exactly what you are
doing by proposing gutting Net Neutrality.

Thank you.

Josh Weilerstein

------------------------------ Email 3,550 ------------------------------

From: cperkins99
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:21
Subject: Title II
I'm a writer In Lakeland Florida.

Please ENACT TITLE ii legislation to prevent our precious internet from becoming a toll booth.

I'm very very upset that the FCC is so stupid that they don't realize what they are doing.  You are literally pissing off
everyone under 30 in this -entire- country.  Do you realize that?  Do you realize that -you- will be on the wrong side of
history, you dumb idiot.

FIX IT.  Net Neutrality is important.

Christopher A. Perkins
Lakeland Florida

------------------------------ Email 3,551 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:22
Subject: Complaint: The Unholy Union Between Apple and Comcast: An Explainer
According to a report<http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702303949704579457554242014552> in the
 Wall Street Journal, Apple and Comcast are in discussions about providing “a streaming-television service that would
use an Apple set-top box and get special treatment on Comcast’s cables to ensure it bypasses congestion on the Web.”

If this deal comes to pass, it’ll mean that Comcast — the nation’s most dominant broadband and cable-TV provider —
is once again violating Net Neutrality.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Wait, Net Neutrality?

Yes, Net Neutrality. A court struck down the Federal Communications Commission’s open Internet rules in January —
not because it objected to the principle of Net Neutrality, but because the FCC used the wrong legal theory to support its
 rules.

When Comcast merged with NBCUniversal in 2011, it agreed to abide by these rules even if a court overturned them.
That’s why the Open Internet Order still applies to Comcast today.

So how can Comcast and Apple even talk about special treatment?

The FCC’s rules contain quite a few loopholes, including one for a poorly defined category called “managed services.”
The FCC wanted to leave room for services that might need special treatment — services like telehealth applications
that might use a broadband network without actually traveling over the Internet.

However, just what counts as a “managed service” is the subject of debate, and the phone and cable companies want to
make it into an exception that swallows the rule. This has given Comcast an opening to claim that obvious Internet
services (like, ahem, Apple’s video services) are different, and that ISPs should be able to provide special fast lanes for
those services.

What kind of fast lane does Comcast want to create?

Comcast wants to give priority treatment to Apple. Instead of making its whole network more robust, Comcast wants to
create a fast lane outside of the “regular” Internet solely for Apple’s use. This would divert investment away from the
general-purpose broadband capacity that could provide an Internet connection capable of delivering all content quickly
and efficiently.

Instead of maintaining a better network for all of us, Comcast wants to create and then profit from artificial scarcity.
When “too many” people use its network, Comcast’s solution is to open a separate “pipe” for preferred videos and other
 content.

“Artificial scarcity”? Sounds scary!

It is! But note the word “artificial.” The only reason that Netflix’s customers using Comcast’s network experienced
slowdowns, for example, was because Comcast refused to make simple and cheap upgrades to open up more entry
ports<http://gigaom.com/2014/02/23/the-netflix-comcast-agreement-isnt-a-network-neutrality-violation-but-it-is-a-
problem/> for this traffic. Instead of making routine investments, Comcast would rather squeeze content providers for
more money while your online experience suffers.

Comcast and other ISPs sell you a broadband connection, reap huge profits from it and promise they will deliver the
speeds and content you want. But instead of making good on that promise, Comcast wants to force content providers to
pay for special treatment and fast lanes — even though you already pay your ISP a ton for your connection and the
ability to download and upload content.

Comcast’s behavior here violates Net Neutrality. And don’t believe for a second that companies engaging in these kinds
 of schemes will pass any savings along to you once they’ve built toll roads and started collecting from companies like
Apple, Netflix and Amazon. (In fact, in his sales pitch for the disastrous Comcast-Time Warner Cable merger,
Comcast’s top lobbyist has already promised that the deal will not lower customers’ bills<http://arstechnica.com/tech-
policy/2014/02/comcast-no-promise-that-prices-will-go-down-or-even-increase-less-rapidly/>.)

The phone and cable companies don’t want to break even to give you a discount. They want to boost their revenues at
any cost.
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What does this mean for the future of the Internet?

Comcast wants to remake the Internet as a big, unfriendly, closed-down cable system — with a twist: Instead of
Comcast paying content providers for the rights to carry their stuff, those providers will have to pay Comcast.

Comcast’s justifying this on the bizarre theory that online video providers are “dumping” too much traffic onto
broadband networks — as if broadband customers themselves aren’t already demanding that traffic, and paying their
ISPs for it.

In this scenario, Comcast provides substandard service to its Internet subscribers while offering a separate service for
Apple TV users. Comcast gets new fees in new places — all while neglecting the rest of its network. Nice work if you
can get it.

This would be bad for Comcast customers, who’d continue to pay high prices for a network that doesn’t work as
promised. It would be bad for any present or future video startups, which wouldn’t be able to compete with Apple by
paying for their own fast lanes. And it would be bad for innovators and Internet users who want to use the network for
creative purposes other than streaming video.

How do we stop this?

Internet users want universal access to broadband networks that let people send and receive high-quality voice, video
and data content. And the only way to get that is through policies that place abundance — robust and fast networks —
above all else.

We need the FCC to once again embrace common carriage, which prohibits the companies we pay to carry our
communications from engaging in discriminatory behavior. Common-carrier rules would prevent the owners of this
infrastructure from playing the Monopoly game of profiting through artificial scarcity.

We can get there by passing strong Net Neutrality rules, promoting competition, preventing discrimination and
protecting broadband users — but only if the FCCreclassifies broadband as a telecommunications
service<http://act.freepress.net/sign/internet_FCC_court_decision2/?source=FPblog>.

------------------------------ Email 3,552 ------------------------------

From: hkakatsakis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:24
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Please. Or life will suck for everybody. Including you.

Harry Kakatsakis

www.harrykakatsakis.com<http://www.harrykakatsakis.com>

------------------------------ Email 3,553 ------------------------------

From: meanbob
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:25
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Derrick Flowers (  writes:

Without net neutrality there will be no fair internet. Do what is right.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,554 ------------------------------

From: dw.lyons
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

I think the proposal to let big players purchase higher speed access to the Internet will hurt both consumers and small
companies that can't afford the price of high speed access. That in turn will hurt innovation and further empower the few
 large corporations that already wield enormous power.

"Net neutrality" and a level playing field would much better serve the public interest.

Daniel Lyons
42 Garrison Rd
Brookline, MA 02445
United States

------------------------------ Email 3,555 ------------------------------

From: rddown
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 3:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi, thanks for killing the internet asshole. How do you live with yourself? For the rest of history your going to be
remembered as the guy who killed the internet.

Do you get off on that? I bet you do. Your a tiny man, a corporate sellout, a delta male, a parasitic worm. I loath your
existence.

Have a nice day asshole.

------------------------------ Email 3,556 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:29
Subject: Stop Comcast TWC Takeover: Nonsense of Cable Providers Not  Competing By Forming Territories Needs To
 Stop
I think we need more competition, not less. And this nonsense of giving cable providers territories needs to stop. We the
 people are not to be divided among the companies we are forced to go to these days to get TV (it was free until
Obama).

With competition and no price collusion we should get better service (Time Warner stinks) and lower prices. There's no
reason for these high prices - except to provide billions each and every year to the provider companies.
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And remember when cable industry was looking for our approval? Long time ago now. Their promise was no
commercials if you paid for their service. Now there's at least 3.5 minutes of commercials every 10 - 15 minutes. Cable
stations need to decide whether they want to be on cable stations or networks - and cable should mean no commercials.

Also, the internet is supposed to belong to we the people - we paid for its development with taxpayer dollars - why, pray
 tell, am I paying through the nose for access.

------------------------------ Email 3,557 ------------------------------

From: darinm116
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Darin Manser

------------------------------ Email 3,558 ------------------------------

From: susanstopit
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Susan Brown

------------------------------ Email 3,559 ------------------------------

From: brentkincaid
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:37
Subject: The internet

Sent from Windows Mail

The FCC needs to stay out of the internet. Period. No equivocation, no excuses, no tricks or loopholes. It belongs to the
public NOT YOU BUREAUCRATS!

I hope that is clear. No need for further discussion. Find some other playground. Leave the internet alone!

Brent Kincaid

------------------------------ Email 3,560 ------------------------------

From: hibrowe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:41
Subject: And the corporations win again
Way to go on your attack on Net Neutrality.  What an awful bunch you are.

Brian Howe

------------------------------ Email 3,561 ------------------------------

From: michael.benzur
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:41
Subject: Please do the right thing sir Wheeler
Do not let anyone force you into choosing the wrong thing. You know losing net neutrality would be wrong, and so does
 everyone else (at least everyone who believes everyone's online freedom is more important than some scumbags’
profits.)
You know this, but if this goes through small sites will never get big. Imagine the internet with only Facebook, Google
(which will be useless), Netflix, and twitter.

------------------------------ Email 3,562 ------------------------------

From: stephenmwyman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I want net neutrality.
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Stephen Wyman

TX 78633
US

------------------------------ Email 3,563 ------------------------------

From: omnipresence
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:46
Subject: Net Neutrality and the FCC
Hi Tom,

I'm writing to let you know that I'm confused and adamantly against the idea of so called "fast lanes" for ISP service for
select paying businesses, or any tiers of bandwith/speed where the ISP is directly involved in taking payment in return
for preferred internet service to users. There currently exists no body or board that in my eyes could wholly, ethically
over-see the implementation of such a change in the fundamental operations of internet service across such a broad
swathe of internet subscribers/users.

Net neutrality, in its essence, adheres to the spirit that the internet has collectively taken on: anyone anywhere can
connect and view or download material via the internet. I'm very afraid that any kind of implementation of tiers of ISP
service or selective speeds for paying businesses will prevent the timely serving of internet pages, content,
downloadables, access to forums and online communities, email, etc due to ISPs taking unforeseen advantage of such a
system.

Please consider the idea that, among many other deeply complex issues that instituting pay-for-priority introduces, such
as giving power over a fundamental human right (per the UN) to privately-held corporations, net neutrality itself is
something that has been collectively assumed as part of the fundamental "level playing field" aspect of how the internet
functions and what the internet represents. I value this level playing field very heavily for many reasons -- commerce,
forming startups, building online communities, sharing resources and information.

Net neutrality helps protect the growth of all of these intangibles, and perhaps even more importantly helps protect a
space where the smallest voice can be heard.

Thank you for your time,
Adrienne Hunter

------------------------------ Email 3,564 ------------------------------

From: tomkirkpatrick54
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
tom kirkpatrick

------------------------------ Email 3,565 ------------------------------

From: richarddgraham
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Graham
la pignardiere
dangeul, AR 72260

------------------------------ Email 3,566 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:54
Subject: When it comes to net neutrality, either the FCC thinks we’re idiots, or it just doesn’t care
SUMMARY:

The proposed network neutrality rules the FCC is settling on don’t appear neutral at all. Here’s the conversation we
should be having if the FCC really thinks our network policies need a rewrite.

With its latest plan to twist the concept of network neutrality into something that appears to be the opposite of neutral,
the Federal Communications Commission has revealed that it believes the public can’t understand the issues — or that it
 is so in thrall of the companies it regulates that it doesn’t care what ordinary people think.

The FCC’s plans for implementing network neutrality came to light Wednesday in aWall Street Journal
article<http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702304518704579519963416350296>. The plans took the
hallmark of network neutrality — the notion that ISP shouldn’t discriminate between the traffic flowing over their
networks — and turned it on its head. Under the proposed framework for so-called net neutrality, the FCC does away
with the concept of non discrimination and instead offers up a new standard designed to prohibit “commercially
unreasonable” practices.

Is this the pay-to-play internet model?
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Most net neutrality advocates have understood the FCC’s decision to mean that the agency will allow ISPs to charge
content companies<http://gigaom.com/2014/01/14/net-neutrality-now-rests-in-the-hands-of-the-fcc-im-worried/> for
better traffic flow provided it isn’t “commercially unreasonable.”

It’s important to note that the FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler came out a few hours after the Journal article (and
others<http://recode.net/2014/04/23/fcc-to-release-draft-net-neutrality-rules-in-may/>) appeared to respond that the
media<http://gigaom.com/2014/04/23/look-out-internet-the-fccs-latest-net-neutrality-plan-is-hardly-neutral/> has his
policy plans “flat out wrong.” The statement, offered below, neglects to
address<http://www.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5645984/fcc-chairman-says-reports-of-net-neutralitys-death-are-flat-out-
wrong> the crucial aspect of his proposed change: the idea that there’s room for anycommercial practices in delivering a
 customer’s network packets.

Here’s Wheeler’s statement:

   “There are reports that the FCC is gutting the Open Internet rule. They are flat out wrong. Tomorrow we will circulate
 to the Commission a new Open Internet proposal that will restore the concepts of net neutrality consistent with the
court’s ruling in January. There is no ‘turnaround in policy.’ The same rules will apply to all Internet content. As with
the original Open Internet rules, and consistent with the court’s decision, behavior that harms consumers or competition
will not be permitted.”

   Whether or not you think this is a good idea, inserting any sort of commercial relationship into delivering last mile
web content –outside of what the end-consumer pays the ISP — is not network neutrality. So let’s stop calling it that.

   Turning a technical argument into a commercial one

   The FCC should man up and say exactly what it is doing here: It is implementing a double-sided market for the
internet that could allow businesses to enter into commercial relationships with ISPs — who do not operate in a
competitive market in the U.S. — for faster delivery of their content. And because capacity on broadband networks is
limited, the flip side is that companies that don’t pay will see their content delivered more slowly.

   Many will see this as a battle between the Netflix’s of the world and the smaller video providers who might not be
able to pay. But this is actually aboutdifferentiating between different classes of
content<http://gigaom.com/2013/12/17/the-future-of-broadband-looks-very-much-like-cable-tv-here-is-why/>. For
example, if you are a streaming video provider, those faster speeds will probably affect the user experience. You’ll need
 to pay up, because your competitors certainly will and eventually the best effort access isn’t going to cut it —
especially as traffic on networks increase.

   However, if you are a backup company like Dropbox or Carbonite that can train users to send their files overnight,
then you may not care about slower speeds. Because this is true: Not all web content is created equal. As we put more
content online, many people knowledgeable about network infrastructure point out the ridiculousness of trying to build
out an ever-expanding network that’s capable of handling Netflix traffic as if it were the same as a downloading
software.

   It’s like trying to build a highway that can handle Lamborghinis, Chevy Volts and bicycles all driving in the same
lane. Instead, these network experts argue that we need to figure out how to divide the lanes of traffic while ensuring
that all vehicles can travel on the road without discrimination. That’s actually a completely fair and legitimate debate to
have, but I’m not sure that is the debate we’re going to be having if the FCC’s plans go through.
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   Where is the burden of proof in this standard?

   That’s because instead of discussing the real challenges of managing the growing amount of traffic on the web that
has different delivery requirements, the FCC is going to let the ISPs decide — not just how those lanes are divided, but
also the rules that govern who can travel where and how much they should pay. It has said it will not allow blocking and
 that ISPs must be transparent, but this “commercially unreasonable” framework strikes me as putting the burden of
proof on the consumer or injured party to complain to the FCC long after the horse has left the barn — or their packets
have failed to reach the user.

   I don’t think that’s the way this conversation should play out. The FCC and ISPs may argue that because the ISPs built
 the original roads (their underlying network infrastructure) that it is the ISP’s right to decide the rules of that road and
how much people will pay to access it. But at some point since the FCC first declared that broadband was an
information product and not subject to the common carrier rules at the heart of today’s network neutrality
fight<http://gigaom.com/2014/01/14/breaking-court-strikes-down-fccs-net-neutrality-rules/>, broadband has become a
utility for consumers and businesses.

   The idea that we would let ISPs make decisions that could lead to ISPs setting commercial terms that would impose
taxes on startups and existing companies all without ensuring any sort of lowered price for consumers or network
upgrades from the ISPs, is ridiculous. Broadband networks are not a public utility, but they are the foundation for our
economy.

   And as such we owe it to all participants to have a real debate about how we’re going to deliver the exponential
increase in network traffic over our private networks. That’s a debate that the FCC must referee, not after the damage
has been done, but in advance. Instead of calling its efforts net neutrality when they clearly aren’t, it should be honest
and point out that it thinks neutral networks won’t work given the technical demands we’re placing on the internet. Then
 we can have a conversation about if that’s the case, and then what we should do about it.

   We can’t let ISPs operating in a duopoly just set the rules for us.

   Absent competition, the proposed rules look like a way for ISPs to get more money, set rules that will affect the shape
of what is developed on the internet, and do all of these things with no guarantees that consumers or the broadband
economy get anything in return. I don’t find that reasonable at all.

<http://gigaom2.files.wordpress.com/2014/04/178621593.jpg>

------------------------------ Email 3,567 ------------------------------

From: malaguti.franca
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Franca Malaguti

------------------------------ Email 3,568 ------------------------------

From: photography
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 3:59
Subject: net neutraility

 <http://www.davelutz.com/>

Please stand up for net neutrality. Thanks, Dave

------------------------------ Email 3,569 ------------------------------

From: loverslane-no.69
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Douglas Madigan

------------------------------ Email 3,570 ------------------------------

From: ukcas0810
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carol Scally
1211 Oak Drive
Denison, TX 75020

------------------------------ Email 3,571 ------------------------------

From: dddala 1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:05
Subject: Open Internet.
I'm really glad you're working to keep rural America connected to the Internet (April 23, 2014). Thank you. Now if
you'll just keep the internet open (contrary to Comcast's and Verizon's ideas), you'll make the majority of the country
very happy. If they get the ability to charge by usage or their preference it will stifle innovation and commerce. Please
don't let this happen.
Again, thank you for your consideration,

Della D Dalaney

------------------------------ Email 3,572 ------------------------------

From: bowluswj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

By adding the ability for corporations to buy faster internet speeds, you are enabling monopolies and restricting a free
market environment.  This should be unacceptable and should be fought.  Please rethink your policy and understand,
that allowing corporations to control the entire market is not only against basic democratic and free market principles, it
is bad in the long term for the consumer (whom you are supposed to protect).

Please rethink this and take action for a free internet!

William Bowlus

------------------------------ Email 3,573 ------------------------------

From: sdnsg1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:16
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Steven Dale RN (  writes:

Mr Wheeler: As a user of the internet it's very important to me and most citizens of the United States that the FCC help
maintain Net Neutrality. And keep and even and level playing field as far as who controls speed and contents access to
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the internet. The internet has worked fine since it's creation. You of all people should know this as you have had and
direct influence on it's growth before becoming chairman at the FCC. So please I'm asking you as Chairman of the FCC
to keep Net Neutrality as we know it today.
Thank you.
Steven Dale RN
415 P Street Suite 307
Sacramento,CA. 95814
04/25/2014@01:18
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,574 ------------------------------

From: mrsshields
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 4:16
Subject: Re: FCC planning new Internet rules
Dear Sirs/Madam

I am sure you have received ample emails rejecting this idea.

I will therefore not rant on about the reasons why this is such a bad idea for most people.

I only say to you that this is yet another dreadful way that the greedy and the powerful are shafting those of us who can
not afford to keep up.  Damn you all.

From myself, my children and their children........

Thank you all for your personal roles in destroying the future.

HS

------------------------------ Email 3,575 ------------------------------

From: biancalovecraft
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The people will not stand for the destruction of media, particularly as other countries are drafting so-called Internet Bills
 of Rights. If net neutrality disappears the USA will be no better than China, Russia, and the scores of backwards
countries who control their internet in order to control their populace. Please at least try to give the semblance of not
being in the pocket of the big companies and do what is right for the American people, present and future. Thank you.

bianca lind
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Philadelphia, PA 19130
US

------------------------------ Email 3,576 ------------------------------

From: bwrpcal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bradley Parvin
1515 Wickersham
#831A
Austin, TX 78741

------------------------------ Email 3,577 ------------------------------

From: dpouttu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

deanna pouttu
940 emerson st #206
denver, CO 80218

------------------------------ Email 3,578 ------------------------------

From: polacka
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:23
Subject: Give us OUR Internet Neutrality back at once!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We seriously, SERIOUSLY want action for democratic media in the name of all open honestly and absolute fairness of
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the millions upon millions of American people, and not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet.  We want net neutrality, so give it back flat-out pronto... I am absolutely and utterly appalled quite personally
by your decision to purposely destroy it for good, and I flatly demand please that you reverse your decision entirely so
that the internet can be much, much more competitive with other countries for the main and on-purpose, FULL-hearted
support of not only the American people, but for all other people around the world, too.  Think about it nonstop, day and
 night, as I ask you this with all of my heart, for our generalization that the internet BELONGS to all the people, and not
 to be stringed-up and puppet-mastered by the big-money elite and big corporations even half the time whatsoever.

Thank you.

Adigun Polack

DE
US

------------------------------ Email 3,579 ------------------------------

From: donsp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Don Pearce

------------------------------ Email 3,580 ------------------------------

From: iteach
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:25
Subject: Guarantee Net Neutrality

The internet belongs to the people, not to the telecom industry.  That industry is ALLOWED to profit at our discretion
using OUR commons.  If they wan to continue to profit, then it will be by our rules, not theirs.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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RECLASSIFY TELECOM AS COMMON CARRIERS.  PERIOD.

Jeff Goodwin
127 N Formosa Ave
127 N Formosa Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US

------------------------------ Email 3,581 ------------------------------

From: ctrarcht
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:28
Subject: Please Don't End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Adams
14487 Burlington Parkway
Penn Valley, CA 95946
US

------------------------------ Email 3,582 ------------------------------

From: vlerner2011
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Viviane  Lerner

------------------------------ Email 3,583 ------------------------------
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From: saclauss
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:38
Subject: DO NOT DESTROY NET NEUTRALITY
What you're proposing will absolutely destroy net neutrality - not overnight, but over time.  I won't bother you with the
HUNDREDS of examples I could give.  I will only point out that it would create cracks in the system - loopholes that
would be exploitable in time.  Any "commercialized shaping" would by its very nature erode net neutrality.  The idea
that the FCC would handle this on a case by case basis is ludicrous.  It wouldn't take long before you'd be so inundated
with cases that any semblance of swift resolution would dissolve within a few short years.

The prioritization you mention for necessary (e.g. health related) network prioritization could be instituted and regulated
 WITHOUT a monetized tiered system.  Any other shaping that needs to happen can be done through innovation on the
part of web hosts and ISPs.  There are already many promising ideas ready to be tried.  Perhaps if the ISPs spent more
time and money studying the problems and proposed solutions and less time lobbying, they'd realize the solutions they
claim they're looking for already exist.

------------------------------ Email 3,584 ------------------------------

From: shalynne
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sharon Peterson

------------------------------ Email 3,585 ------------------------------

From: joshua.brown.williams
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:45
Subject: Maintain true net neutrality
Please don't make us pay twice for our internet access.  This fast lane stuff is a joke.

Thanks,
Joshua
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------------------------------ Email 3,586 ------------------------------

From: jakehofeling
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:52
Subject: I support Title II
For the love of all that is holy, please make sure we keep net neutrality. Don't let's those jack wagons throttle us for
every last cent we have.

KEEP NET NEUTRALITY

BEST,

Jake Hofeling

------------------------------ Email 3,587 ------------------------------

From: chinob
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 4:57
Subject: I support Title II
Stop messing around and re-classify net-neutrality as Tittle II. Stop bending over for big corporations!!

The American public are not stupid.

------------------------------ Email 3,588 ------------------------------

From: masumx
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 4:57
Subject: Free the Internet and bring back net neutrality

Dear FCC Chairman Wheeler:

The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 3,589 ------------------------------

From: nsavage
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicole Savage
6340 Geary Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94121

------------------------------ Email 3,590 ------------------------------

From: jbirch wood
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jane Burkinshaw

------------------------------ Email 3,591 ------------------------------

From: pbryer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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>
> Melissa A. Pachikara  |  Assistant General Counsel  |  Office of the General Counsel  |  ph 202.512.0036  |  fx
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>
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>
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> From: Cathy Wagner [mailto:
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> To: Pachikara, Melissa
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>
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> Cathy Wagner(
>
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> ---------------------------------------------------------------
>
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> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> Email Address: 
> First Name: Mario
> Last Name: Alejandro Guillermo Gonzalez
> Type:
> Title:
> telephone :
> fdlpaccountnumber:
>
>
> Reference #140417-000005
> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> Summary: NTIA and GPO
> Rule State: escalate?
> Category Level 1: Ask a Librarian
> Date Created: 04/17/2014 03:40 AM
> Last Updated: 04/22/2014 09:09 AM
> Status: Solved
> Assigned: Cathy Wagner
> Phone Call?: No
> First Name:
> Last Name:
> Agency/Company Name:
> Phone Number:
> Database Issue?:
> EDL Origin?: No
> Which EDL?: Not Applicable
> SODINIT:
> CONTROL ITEM:
> CONTROL NUMBER:
> CLOSEDATE:
> Depository Library #:
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Zaheer Abdoola

------------------------------ Email 3,596 ------------------------------

From: taofyre
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Giovanni Medrano

CA 91331

------------------------------ Email 3,597 ------------------------------

From: chazmtrebes
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:34
Subject: Do Not Destroy Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I know that you have wheeled through the revolving door between business and government from lead lobbyist for the
National Cable Television Association and the wireless industry group CTIA to head the agency that regulates said
industries. You seem to think your job is still to represent your former corporate masters.

However, you should now be working for We the People to protect our interests in the commons of the Public Airwaves
 in its new digital format and the 21st Century communications analog to telephony, the Internet. We want action for
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democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.
Reclassify the delivery of Internet service, no matter how delivered - single copper, double copper or wireless - as
common carrier.

Charles Trebes
409 S Church St
Forest City, NC 28043
US

------------------------------ Email 3,598 ------------------------------

From: rakso322
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:35
Subject: I hope you realize.....
You are the number one most hated entity in all of internet, and since I'm just a stupid irrelevant citizen you are suppose
to PROTECT the rights of, Fuck You, And Fuck everything you stand for.

------------------------------ Email 3,599 ------------------------------

From: gman1149
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gunther Ruckl

------------------------------ Email 3,600 ------------------------------

From: aldrichj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Aldrich
2130 San Anseline Ave.
Long Beach, CA 90815

------------------------------ Email 3,601 ------------------------------

From: juctme
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:41
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kevin Paul (  writes:

I'm very discouraged that you are even considering letting Comcast, profits up 30%, Verizon, etc. charge more so rich
companies or 'related' companies can move faster. I believe just framing  the question the way you have is immoral.
After I submit this message I am sending one to the president that I will not contribute to the DNC unless you are
replaced with a pro consumer.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,602 ------------------------------

From: kathryn oconnor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kathryn O'Connor
35-51 85th Street
Jackson Heights, NY 11372

------------------------------ Email 3,603 ------------------------------

From: waterfallsfromthesky
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:51
Subject: **DO NOT** End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brazilian Congress passed an Internet bill of rights. We, as living beings on this planet, deserve a crystal clear avenue
and platform for the input/output of information and communication to NOT BE INFUSED WITH LOOPHOLES TO
SUPPORT IDEAS OF CORRUPTION AND/OR AN END RESULT OF PROFIT BY ANY MEANS NECESSARY!

Anthony Castillo

Portland, OR
US

------------------------------ Email 3,604 ------------------------------

From: mkcrow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 5:57
Subject: Open Internet Policy
To Whom Concerned,

I urge you to please create no policy nor affect any rules that will limit or otherwise inhibit the flow of data on the
internet.  Creating a system in which internet providers can charge for data throughput volumes or throttle bandwidth
permissibly is a move against net neutrality and detrimental to anyone attempting to access the internet.

Please, protect the internet.  Keep it free.

Michael Crow
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,605 ------------------------------

From: gbelmosto
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gerald Belmosto
584 King St
Raynham, MA 02767

------------------------------ Email 3,606 ------------------------------

From: rusty.cusumano
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 6:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Russ Cusumano (  writes:

Congratulations on your future lobbying job with comcast.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,607 ------------------------------

From: nsconrad
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Norm Conrad
919 N 97th St
Seattle, WA 98103

------------------------------ Email 3,608 ------------------------------

From: seakin735
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Soddow LaFauce
12154 W. Nevada Dr.
Lakewood, CO 80228

------------------------------ Email 3,609 ------------------------------

From: ms.jdstaton
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 6:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Janiece Staton
817 SW 171st Avenue
Beaverton, OR 97006

------------------------------ Email 3,610 ------------------------------

From: bm.brian
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Your assertion that the proposed rules will provide for net neutrality is ludicrous.  So is the claim that ‘behavior that
harms consumers or competition will not be permitted’: such behavior is inevitable if higher priced ‘fast lanes’ are
available to content providers.

Brian Scott
2323 S.Taylor Rd.
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118
US

------------------------------ Email 3,611 ------------------------------

From: jimsteitz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:13
Subject: Do Not Abandon Net Neutrality to ISP Caprice

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

***The internet is functionally a public utility, and it must be strictly governed by the principle of net neutrality. No
access-provider company has the right to enclose portions of the internet, and give preferential treatment based either on
 willingness to pay or ideological alignment with the access provider. This principle is far too important to be subject to
negotiated agreements by Verizon, Google, or anyone else. The internet is a public commons, and cannot be carved up
into fiefdoms governed by access provides for their own financial or ideological goals. FCC must use its full statutory
authority, including the accurate reclassification of internet service providers as telecommunications providers, to ensure
 that net neutrality is enshrined formally in law. The existence of net neutrality in practice is already beginning to erode
under the commercial machinations of ISP's, and will collapse entirely soon without FCC action.***

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Jim Steitz
564 Esslinger Drive
Gatlinburg, TN 37738
US

------------------------------ Email 3,612 ------------------------------

From: jasonkeopka
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. You should be ashamed of what you are doing.

The above paragraphs accurately represent my beliefs on the subject of net neutrality. Please do the right thing, not the
most profitable thing. Consider the implications for the education and business of our children.

Cheers,

Jason Keopka

------------------------------ Email 3,613 ------------------------------

From: drossbach1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:15
Subject: How about keeping NET FAIRNESS while abandoning NET NEUTRALITY?
While I have always believed that “net neutrality” in its current flavor would be unsustainable,   I DO object to the
proposal that is apparently being considered.

Having a provider pay a providr-UNIFORM FEE that is Information-volume-based makes some sense to me.
Negotiable payments for priority do not!   I am especially concerned about companies like Comcast who want to offer
pay-per-view at 4 to 5 times the prevailng rates driving all competition out simply to increase their already obscene
profits.   Why would they not do this if allowed to?   They have already been afforded a monopoly on access to homes
in various areas and there are no effective competitors so they would be free to charge whatever they want independent
of fairness or quality of service with competition locked out.   Allowing the merger with Time-Warner would simply
exacerbate this.  I am astounded to see representatives of the current administration seriously consider what is currently
on the table.   At least prevent the ISP’s from being able to discriminate on the basis of under-the-table deals anti-
competitive alliances and size-based arrangements.  If everyone (including their own services) are required to compete
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on a fair basis with costs determined by delivered information volume,  then independent providers are forced to share
the real costs of delivery,  however they cannot be arbitrarily forced to be totally noncompetitive by a provider who
fears his or her inferior service would be disadvantaged. Such arrangements would also foster some restraint on the use
of high volume transfers without using the best-available compression techniques and would make startups share the
reasonable costs of service delivery.

Come on!   There have been too many sweetheart deals already.
I guess the only option is to buy their stock since the FCC is now going to simply admit defeat.

Dennis Rossbach,  PhD EE
155 Silva Court
Corrales, NM 87048

------------------------------ Email 3,614 ------------------------------

From: jim ruymen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net
neutrality.

Jim Ruymen
942 Lucile Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90026

------------------------------ Email 3,615 ------------------------------

From: driell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dana Riell
2124 Ferguson Street



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Schenectady, NY 12303

------------------------------ Email 3,616 ------------------------------

From: kelp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Andrea Daisy

------------------------------ Email 3,617 ------------------------------

From: mbdavison
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:32
Subject: You MUST preserve Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and all members of the Federal Communications Commission,
The FCC Is supposed to represent the Citizens of this country, and NOT corporation interests, No matter how much
political money their lobbyists inject into the legislative process. You are serving ME and millions of Americans like
me, and the Internet Infrastructure was originally built with taxpayer monies to serve the needs of the country. We want
action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want you, as
guardians for OUR needs, to keep net neutrality.

Matt Davison
Pobox 991786
Redding, CA 96001
US

------------------------------ Email 3,618 ------------------------------

From: hbtogo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media.  We should not allow corporate domination of the Internet. We want authentic
net neutrality.

Howard Boyd
2 Ocean Willow Dr.
Ocean View, DE 19970
US

------------------------------ Email 3,619 ------------------------------

From: john.guerin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
I think it is a grave risk to our nation to undermine Net neutrality. It will lower our creativity, reduce competition in the
future, and make the Internet more a business tool than a public resource.

John

John J. Guerin, Ph.D., ChFC, CDFA

Envision Wealth Advisors, LLC

760 Audubon Drive

North Wales, PA 19454

tel: 215 699 1552

fax: 215 699 1554

cell: 267 626 6414

------------------------------ Email 3,620 ------------------------------

From: marie j lemonnier
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
marie j lemonnier

------------------------------ Email 3,621 ------------------------------

From: russell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:36
Subject: Open Internet
Please classify broadband as a telecommunications service- which it is-
and DO NOT allow providers to charge fees for faster delivery of data to
consumers.

Consumers would not be well served by such shenanigans, nor would any
but the largest businesses.

It is an inherently undemocratic idea that will stifle innovation and
entrepreneurship in the digital realm.

I am a software engineer with 15 years experience writing internet
applications.  I've consulted to numerous start-ups that would be
jeopardized by unequal access to consumers.

Sincerely,
      Russell de Grove
      Tallahassee, FL

------------------------------ Email 3,622 ------------------------------

From: witchemom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Tina Schadeberg
309 Short St
Lemont, IL 60439

------------------------------ Email 3,623 ------------------------------

From: peter.allen5
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Peter Allen

------------------------------ Email 3,624 ------------------------------

From: pattcb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Boyd
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------------------------------ Email 3,625 ------------------------------

From: gillianjunk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gillian Steele

 52358

------------------------------ Email 3,626 ------------------------------

From: h.flinging
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David MacGille-Mhuire

------------------------------ Email 3,627 ------------------------------

From: todd johnston
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:56
Subject: Do Not Corrupt Net Neutrality!
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. "The liberty of a democracy is not safe if the people tolerate the growth of private power to the point
where it becomes stronger than their democratic state itself. That, in its essence, is fascism."
-Theodore Roosevelt-
Take your Corporate Corruption elsewhere and abide by your Oath Of Office.

Todd Johnston
645 Markwood Dr
Oxford, MI 48370
US

------------------------------ Email 3,628 ------------------------------

From: bob siewhui
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want net neutrality.  Our political system is already up for sale to the highest bidder, don't do that to our information
access as well.

Robert Damewood
312 Belonda Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15211
US

------------------------------ Email 3,629 ------------------------------

From: fingersfly
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives. This is a first amendment issue, as President Obama said to you when he appointed you. Do Not
Corporatize the Internet. It will deadly for real freedom of speech on the net. It will kill the net as know it.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I strongly urge
you to reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Internet Neutrality is a Free Speech right. Thank you for abiding by democratic rules, and not giving special FAVORS
to them that has! We ALL have a right to have our content delivered via the same services.

Reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service.

Thank you!
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Lola Terrell

 90066

------------------------------ Email 3,630 ------------------------------

From: mcnamaracw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

As a teleworker, my job will be directly impacted by a loss of net neutrality.  This impact will be negative and far-
reaching for my job and my profession.  Do not allow the rich and powerful bosses of the entertainment industry destroy
 my job.  Preserve net neutrality by rejecting the new rules.

Charles McNamara
6800 Prince Georges Ave
Takoma Park, MD 20912

------------------------------ Email 3,631 ------------------------------

From: helengerhardt1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Helen Gerhardt

------------------------------ Email 3,632 ------------------------------

From: crutcher
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 6:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler
I’m writing to urge you to reconsider the idea of dividing traffic on the internet into fast and slow lanes.  Allowing some
 companies to be able to obtain faster lanes is not the right approach—despite your assurances that competition would
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be maintained.  Such an approach creates a regulatory nightmare and will lead to endless wrangling over what is fair or
unfair competition.

I urge you to revisit the classification of broadband services as ‘information’ services and the idea of classifying them as
 telecommunications services.  This is by far the best way to ensure that the internet remains open to everyone in the
same way.

sincerely,

Rob Crutcher

Robert Crutcher
355 Hadley Ave.
Dayton, OH 45419-2611

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,633 ------------------------------

From: deeshannon.garrison
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:00
Subject: Public Comment: Do Not Kill The Internet
This country is on the highway to hell and the FCC is about to give us a fast-pass.  We do not resemble anything like a
republic or a democracy anymore.  We are an obvious and blatant oligarchy/plutocracy and the FCC is helping that
process along.  I don't want anyone to control what I can and cannot do online.  The internet is the last true bastion of
free speech in the United States of America.  You can't protest without getting pepper spray in the face, you can't hold
an event without getting a permit from the police department, you can't run for office without ponying up thousands
upon thousands of dollars, you can't seek redress from a conservatively biased Supreme Court, you can't 'be yourself' at
work - particularly in a "right-to-work" state without the risk of being fired, etc. etc. etc.  Do you honestly not
understand that the internet is the last place you can go to exercise your Constitutional rights in this country?

Do not take away my right to view the content I want to view or partake in the conversations I want to have or listen to
the points of view that I want to listen to and then add insult to injury by handing those rights to the ISPs, thus making
them essentially content gatekeepers.  Does ANYBODY who works for government have any notion at all of how the
internet works and how normal, every day people use it?  Hm - actually, I think they do.  And I think it bothers
companies that consumers might start having choices soon.  And I think it bothers the government that it (DARPA)
created this tool that is being used to facilitate conversation among the socioeconomically oppressed.  As far as I'm
concerned, that's what all this boils down to.

If you want a country of haves and have nots with no middle class to speak of - if you want a country, like North Korea,
full of propagandized and uneducated people - then you go right on ahead and grant the power to rule the internet to the
machiavellian people least deserving of it.  If, however, you want to preserve what little freedoms we common folk have
 left in this country, then do not tilt the playing field in favor of the ones it is already rigged for.  Case in point - suppose
you pass these new rules and my ISP decided that I shouldn't speak against it.  Never again will I be able to join a forum
 airing my grievances against them because they'll block me from it.  I might not even be able to send this
communication to you.  There are some stones better left unturned and I am convinced that this is one of them.  Protect
the people.  Leave the internet intact.  Thank you.

--

"The good we secure for ourselves is precarious and uncertain until it is secured for all of us and incorporated into our
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common life." - Jane Addams

------------------------------ Email 3,634 ------------------------------

From: gmcaplan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:00
Subject: We Need Net Neutrality
Without Net Neutrality, the Internet will become a vast wasteland.

ARPA developed the Internet with taxpayer money. Many engineers,
scientists, and technicians improved the Internet and (especially) the
World Wide Web on their own.
Without Net Neutrality, the work of these people will have been for naught.

Please support strong Net Neutrality regulations.

George Caplan

------------------------------ Email 3,635 ------------------------------

From: cnawillmer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:01
Subject: Please, Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Dear Chairman Wheeler and FCC,

Please consider keeping equal access to all media, and not allow corporate domination of the Internet. Otherwise this
will kill net neutrality.

Christopher Willmer
7050 East Sunrise Drive
Tucson, AZ 85750
US

------------------------------ Email 3,636 ------------------------------

From: arastonis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Audra Rastonis

 32708

------------------------------ Email 3,637 ------------------------------

From: bluscalzo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:05
Subject: KEEP Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brandy Stemen
8841 Pebble Beach Ct
Santee, CA 92071
US

------------------------------ Email 3,638 ------------------------------

From: mergandevinasandar
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Eileen Thorogood
120 N Milwaukee St
Plymouth, WI 53073

------------------------------ Email 3,639 ------------------------------

From: glen-n
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

1)    The internet is a utility.

2)    There is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans.
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3)    All internet providers should be treated equally

The United States should lead the world in broadband deployment and speeds: we should have the lowest prices, the
best service, and the most competition. We should have the freest speech and the loudest voices, the best debate and the
soundest policy. We are home to the most innovative technology companies in the world, and we should have the
broadband networks to match. Having Comcast be the sole provider of TV & Internet for the vast majority of
Americans in whom they can double charge everyone for accessing “their” network will not accomplish any of these
things. In fact they will cause just the opposite. FCC You can do better than this.

Thanks,

Glen Newsome, Jr.
IT Specialist
Spuntech Industries, Inc.
555 North Park Dr., Roxboro NC 27573
Tel/Direct: +1 (336) 330 9011| Fax: +1 (336) 330 9019

mailto  | www.spuntech.com<http://www.spuntech.com./>

------------------------------ Email 3,640 ------------------------------

From: glen.newsome
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

1)    The internet is a utility.

2)    There is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans.

3)    All internet providers should be treated equally

The United States should lead the world in broadband deployment and speeds: we should have the lowest prices, the
best service, and the most competition. We should have the freest speech and the loudest voices, the best debate and the
soundest policy. We are home to the most innovative technology companies in the world, and we should have the
broadband networks to match. Having Comcast be the sole provider of TV & Internet for the vast majority of
Americans in whom they can double charge everyone for accessing “their” network will not accomplish any of these
things. In fact they will cause just the opposite. FCC You can do better than this.

Thanks,

Glen
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------------------------------ Email 3,641 ------------------------------

From: nboblitz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

1)    The internet is a utility.
2)    There is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans.
3)    All internet providers should be treated equally

The United States should lead the world in broadband deployment and speeds: we should have the lowest prices, the
best service, and the most competition. We should have the freest speech and the loudest voices, the best debate and the
soundest policy. We are home to the most innovative technology companies in the world, and we should have the
broadband networks to match. Having Comcast be the sole provider of TV & Internet for the vast majority of
Americans in whom they can double charge everyone for accessing “their” network will not accomplish any of these
things. In fact they will cause just the opposite. FCC You can do better than this.

Thanks,
Curtis

------------------------------ Email 3,642 ------------------------------

From: nikkipantzx3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:15
Subject: It's like you WANT to make the income gap bigger!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Without it, we wouldn't have the huge money-making websiteswe do now. You are trying to appease
these giant corporate powers whose only interest is profit, when this will only aggravate the problem. Please, as an
adolescent taken out of so many darknesses by the internet, I plead you to let net neutrality continue and let the
corporations whine about it.

Nicole Howe

US

------------------------------ Email 3,643 ------------------------------

From: carrie cassidy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality--PLEASE!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Americans need net neutrality, especially now that other news sources are struggling.

Carrie Cassidy
8973 Brecksville Rd. Apt 1
Brecksville, OH 44141
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US

------------------------------ Email 3,644 ------------------------------

From: ashleyo2424
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ashley Osborne

------------------------------ Email 3,645 ------------------------------

From: jakedr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Douglas Robinson
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------------------------------ Email 3,646 ------------------------------

From: capavia
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I find your decision on the new rules that would end net neutrality to be not only outrageous, but obscene. The Internet
was created by federal research groups and funding, and young as it is, it has become a vital, essential part of our
nations commons. To allow money to dictate access to the Internet is not only betraying how many Americans use the
Internet, it is also fundamentally contradictory to American ideals of democracy. I beg you to reconsider your decision
and to create rules that ensure all content on the internet is accessed at equal speeds regardless of whether it is content
produced by an individual American citizen or a massive corporation with billions of dollars behind it.

Christopher Pavia

Sacramento, CA
US

------------------------------ Email 3,647 ------------------------------

From: ashleyo2424
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:26
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet – where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest — where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--

Sincerely,

Ashley Osborne, LMSW

(706) 832-3315

------------------------------ Email 3,648 ------------------------------
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From: underwookie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Scott  Underwood

------------------------------ Email 3,649 ------------------------------

From: kathleenlfuller
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kathy  fuller

------------------------------ Email 3,650 ------------------------------

From: nferlic
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 7:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nelda Ferlic

------------------------------ Email 3,651 ------------------------------

From: tprizzuti
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Terry Rizzuti

------------------------------ Email 3,652 ------------------------------

From: claiborne.deming
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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Hello Tom,

As a lobbyist for the cable industry, you know that this is giving the industry exactly what it wants. Your job should not
be to enrich your former bosses -- it should be to make decisions that benefit the country as a whole.

Allowing cable companies to prioritize traffic will be a massive screwing-over of one of the greatest engines of
innovation in the American economy. It's an awful idea, and quite frankly I think you're an awful, self-centered person
for proposing it.

I'm not here to tell you anything new or labor under the delusion that an impassioned, logical plea will override the
cable and wireless industry cash that allows you to maintain your current lifestyle (or, quite frankly, that anyone but an
intern or low-paid staffer will ever read this), I'm here to express my personal frustration at the fact that a branch of our
government is bought and paid for by an industry that consistently delivers the worst customer service of any in the
country. The *last* thing the monopoly needs is more power.

But that's what you plan to give them, you ass.

-Claiborne

------------------------------ Email 3,653 ------------------------------

From: lpletten
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Leroy Pletten

------------------------------ Email 3,654 ------------------------------

From: amoss
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Marion Moss
208 So Clark Ave
Tampa, FL 33609

------------------------------ Email 3,655 ------------------------------

From: marwine
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
alan marwine

------------------------------ Email 3,656 ------------------------------

From: james
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:37
Subject: Keep Internet a Level Field
The Internet is the closest we have any more to a level field for conversation and innovation.

Please don’t start the slide toward making the Internet just another medium for giant media companies to push their
content and make everyone pay and pay and pay.

Please don’t give giant companies another way to choke new ideas that might threaten them.

Stand up for Net Neutrality!
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James McKenna
513-315-9265

http://jamesmckenna.us/

------------------------------ Email 3,657 ------------------------------

From: tubasvarit
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:37
Subject: Net neutrality
To: The FCC,

     Please strongly consider changing internet control from Title I to Title II. If this is not something you feel is in the
best interest of the internet and the public, please provide an explanation of your logic so we too can understand.

     Thank you

-Svarit Dave
1493 Ken Mel Dr
Madisonville, KY 42431
Email: mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,658 ------------------------------

From: tadxn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:39
Subject: NEVER End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet! We want
 net neutrality, and we want you to ALWAYS let us have net neutrality forever and ever and ever and ever and ever and
ever and ever and ever no matter what!

Thad Dixon
3523 Wellington Street
Norfolk, VA 23513
US

------------------------------ Email 3,659 ------------------------------

From: martinhoffmann82
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
martin hoffmann

------------------------------ Email 3,660 ------------------------------

From: scavengerbooks
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lela Cooper
3592 Atwood Road
Stone Ridge, NY 12484

------------------------------ Email 3,661 ------------------------------

From: felgar17
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

felice schwartz

NY 11358

------------------------------ Email 3,662 ------------------------------
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From: bcoary
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bruce Coary

------------------------------ Email 3,663 ------------------------------

From: pscharff
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:44
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Peter Scharff (  writes:

PLEASE PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY! It is vital to our nation that we be able to innovate in the garages of the
future. Your proposed new rules would destroy it.
Peter Scharff, Entrepreneur.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,664 ------------------------------

From: benjamin.mcelroy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:46
Subject: Please keep the internet open
To the FCC,

I am strongly opposed to the “pay for priority” approach discussed around internet regulation. I feel the internet should
be regulated as a telecommunications channel where the end consumer ultimately decides how to use their service - not
the ISPs, not the companies selling online services, and definitely not shareholders in some company boardroom. One of
 the greatest economic tragedies of our time is the actual lack of affordable broadband throughout the United States. To
allow companies to "double dip", getting paid twice to allow communication of content to end consumers is a horrible
idea. These companies are already making good money (and often actively trying to outlaw competition from the public
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sector). End users and content providers should not have to pay twice - once on the “transmitting” end and once on the
“receiving” end. Imagine having to pay the same shipping bill twice - this is not a good policy and will lead to even
greater abuses.

I urge you to reconsider and instead return to the idea of reclassifying internet access - and in particular broadband
access - as a telecommunications service. We need more broadband everywhere. But monolithic corporations do not
always have the public good at heart. This is what the FCC can, and should do - provide good, clear, regulation that
promotes the public good. Again, I urge you to *not* allow discreminatory “pay for priority” and to instead reclassify
broadband as a telecommunications service.

Regards,

Ben McElroy
Okemos, MI 48864

------------------------------ Email 3,665 ------------------------------

From: erikrives
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:48
Subject: Simple Thought about Open Internet
The ISP's will be double dipping if this is allowed. They are charging the senders for access to the internet and the
receivers to be able to serve content to the senders. This is the equivalent of you having to pay to receive your mail in a
timely fashion.  Please do not allow these massive corporations to get their way. The only open internet is one that
doesn't have Major ISP's writing the rules ; they're only our gateway on and should have no say in prioritizing content.

-Erik

------------------------------ Email 3,666 ------------------------------

From: downshift93
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:49
Subject: Leave our internet access alone!!!
I am writing to simply have my voice heard. Please do not allow internet service providers to create a "fast lane" for
paying internet sites. Your job as our government is to protect the people, NOT BIG BUSINESS!!! KEEP THE
INTERNET OPEN, DO NOT TAKE AWAY THE INTERNET AS WE KNOW IT TODAY!!!!!!!!!

------------------------------ Email 3,667 ------------------------------

From: pnolan53
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Pamela Nolan

Edinboro, PA 16412

------------------------------ Email 3,668 ------------------------------

From: mark
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Muldoon
919 Merritt Avr
Oshkosh, WI 54901

------------------------------ Email 3,669 ------------------------------

From: lynnw99
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 7:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
lynn waldron

------------------------------ Email 3,670 ------------------------------

From: glew0017
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To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 7:55
Subject: I support Title II
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I am contacting you because the issue of net neutrality is very dear to me. The idea that cable and internet service
providers may be allowed to throttle my service or raise my prices makes me sick. U.S. citizens are already being held
hostage by these companies; why allow things to get worse? The internet is a public utility and must be treated as such.
You have the power to help the citizens of the United States by classifying broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service. Would you allow an electric company to lower the Kwh to your house because they don't
like what kind of refrigerator you bought? Sounds ridiculous, right? Well don't let the scenario happen to our internet
because we want *insert streaming service* instead of choosing the cable package offered by *insert cable and internet
provider company.* Please do the right thing.

Sincerely,

James Glewwe

------------------------------ Email 3,671 ------------------------------

From: grizzly
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

So much for freedom of access, huh? The internet, without net neytrality, becomes just another toy of the monied, while
 the rest of the country will get the dregs. I presume that's your idea of fair and equal opportunity.

Jim Harkins

MI 48064

------------------------------ Email 3,672 ------------------------------

From: marquoz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Roundhill (  writes:

With all the changes in the way cable companies are operating, especially with the recent Netflix debacle where they
were blackmailed into giving Comcast money, it is about time that the way these companies are governed is changed.
Internet communications should be changed to Title II.  I'm scared that in the future if they are allowed to "fast lane"
certain companies that this will stifle numerous other websites.  What will be left to stop say Time Warner from
throttling each and every Republican website to the point that the average citizen can't view anything concerning them?
Allowing telecommunications companies to run rampant with little to no oversight could have massive implications for
anybody trying to get a message out that they don't like.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,673 ------------------------------

From: lswilkinsonjr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:01
Subject: Please Preserve Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern,

I understand there is now proposed a set of rules allowing for provision of high speed lanes to the internet. I’m sure not
original, but it is not much of a stretch to imagine a tiered environment in which those least able to pay for access (for
example, many non-profit and volunteer organizations) would have access sufficiently reduced as to be non-functional.

The perception is that the internet offers unlimited bandwidth, but this is not true. Increased volumes of data place
increased demand on infrastructure. It would seem fairest to charge both consumers and providers based on usage, and
might help make all more aware of the costs of supporting what has become critical infrastructure.

The wireless companies already provide consumers plans based on consumption, charging higher rates for increased
usage. Why not implement similar metering based on the volume of content a provider places on the internet – in this
way, both high volume producers and high volume consumers would pay for their higher use and demand placed on the
infrastructure.

In addition, and with no criticism directed at the FCC, should the new guideline be enacted, I question its ability to
withstand court challenges in the future – as in this case, FCC rules which some companies find to be not as they would
like will simply go back to the courts, and they have significant funding to sway judgments in their favor.

We depend on the FCC to be the watchdog over all America. I do ask that you revisit the guidelines and seek yet again
another solution which preserves net neutrality.

Respectfully yours,

Larry Wilkinson

Fair Haven, NJ

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,674 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: vze726mk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:06
Subject: Reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service

To: Chairman Wheeler and all the hardworking staff at the FCC,

You know that the FCC - YOU - can and should reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service.  The FCC would
 then have the regulatory ability to stop companies like Verizon and Comcast from abusing their overwhelming market
power.

WE know the FCC has not done so because those same phone and cable companies, along with the Congress they have
purchased, don't want you to.

Who are you there to serve?

Ann Lewis

------------------------------ Email 3,675 ------------------------------

From: purvis1227
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
J. A. Purvis

------------------------------ Email 3,676 ------------------------------

From: cody
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 8:09
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Subject: Net Neutrality Rules, the Comcast-TimeWarner Merger and the  Sprint-TMobile Merger
FCC Commissioners,

Your proposal for allowing "fast-lanes" for those content providers who pay more is a direct threat to the foundation of a
 free and open internet.

ISP's serve one purpose, to transport our internet traffic from point A to point B. If I pay for a 75Mbps/35Mbps
connection, shouldn't I be getting that speed? If your proposed rules go into effect, that may not be the case anymore.
This ruling will also hurt small businesses and startups who can't afford to pay for a fast lane.

You said that you will not allow ISP's to block content outright (as we've see in TV carriage agreements) but that doesn't
 mean they can't intentionally slow access to sites to get them to pay for a fast lane.

Comcast intentionally allowed peering points to saturate so that Netflix would have to pay more to transmit it's content.
Netflix was willing to give Comcast FREE equipment as part of it's OpenConnect Content Delivery Network for
Comcast to place inside it's network. This would ease congestion and allow Comcast subscribers to receive SuperHD
and 3D Netflix streams. Comcast flat out denied this proposal.

If any ISP is claiming that they're struggling to keep up with the demands of video content, ect and that content
providers should pay more then maybe the ISP's shouldn't be selling customers 75Mbps/35Mbps speed packages and
then crying when customers ACTUALLY use their connections for their intended purpose. Wow, what a thought,
customers actually use what their paying for. This idea would be similar to an all you can eat buffet where after 4 plates
they ask you to leave or pay more to keep buying more plates. No one would eat at that restaurant, unfortunately we
don't have choices for broadband and our hand is forced.

1) Your proposal to allow "fast-lanes" threatens the core architecture of a free and open internet. Tell ISP's to stop
selling packages that they can't deliver on, customers and content providers shouldn't have to pay for ISP's
shortcomings.

2) The Comcast-TimeWarner merger should be blocked. A merger between the 2 largest cable companies and ISP's
shouldn't be allowed (even if they don't compete in many markets). Competition should be encouraged in this situation.

3) The Sprint-TMobile merger should be allowed. Both carriers are struggling due to the lack of financial resources
compared to their rivals, AT&T and Verizon. They have continued to show that they are willing to compete on price but
 lack sufficient resources to compete on coverage, speed and reliability. A combined company would allow efficient use
 of spectrum, equipment and personnel. I fear that if you don't allow the merger, one of them will fail and leave 1 weak
carrier and 2 strong carriers which would mean an end for competition. We need lower wireless costs as the U.S. has
some of the highest wireless costs in the world and some of the slowest networks.

Thank You,
Cody M. Goodermote

___________________

Cody M. Goodermote
106 Van Reypen St
2nd Fl
Jersey City, NJ 07306
c: 516•506•1412
e: mailto
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<http://www.twitter.com/codygoodermote> <http://www.codygoodermote.com>
<http://www.facebook.com/goodermote>  <http://www.linkedin.com/in/goodermote>

------------------------------ Email 3,677 ------------------------------

From: lynnedurham
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:10
Subject: Internet as Title II telecommunications service
Good morning, Mr. Wheeler.

I am writing to you to ask that you please reconsider the apparent current direction of FCC regulation and declare that
the Internet is a Title II telecommunications service.

Many businesses that have created billions of dollars of wealth in the United States were built on the concept that -- like
a telephone line -- information, entertainment and other services can be offered to others. Facebook, LinkedIn, Twitter,
Google...none of these organizations could have become the successful businesses they are today if preferential
transmission treatment was given to those who can afford to pay for it.

By classifying the Internet in any way other than as a Title II telecommunications service, the FCC will greatly impact
our technological readiness for innovation and ongoing economic growth.

As it currently stands, the USA already lags behind some of our key economic partners and competitors in key Internet
indicators such as broadband speed. In fact, we even lag in this area behind such small countries as Latvia and Romania.

I urge you to help entrepreneurs retain the ability to create impact by classifying the Internet as a Title II
telecommunications service.

Most respectfully,

Lynne Durham
10006 Cicero Drive
Alpharetta, GA 30022

--

Lynne Durham
Alpharetta, GA  USA

------------------------------ Email 3,678 ------------------------------

From: rgammon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Gammon
4107 Clagett Road
University Park, MD 20782

------------------------------ Email 3,679 ------------------------------

From: therapydon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Donald Austin
15995 hamestring creek road
fayetteville, AR 72704

------------------------------ Email 3,680 ------------------------------

From: adam
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:12
Subject: This is not in the best interest of consumers and American  innovation
Misguided regulations like those the F.C.C. suggests to make regarding net neutrality show the short-sighted and
misinformed position of yet another government agency lying down to bed with the few big corporate bullies who have
been allowed to create monopoly-like conditions in the U.S. telecommunications sector. Moreover, these corporations
are not just internet service providers, and thus catering to them is continued placation of organizations that have been
fighting for less F.C.C. oversight during the last half-century as their technologies become increasingly necessary for
consumers and other businesses to thrive. In short, the F.C.C. would be letting our entire nation become hostage to
shareholders and executive interests of corporations who provide what the F.C.C. has previously admitted should be a
free and open resource to all, crucial to a developing citizenry and their democracy and economy. Chairman Wheeler,
you are squandering yours and the F.C.C.'s respect and authority to protect the United States' people from interests of
those who only care about their bottom line. Comcast's bottom line, Verizon's bottom line, AT&T's bottom line – these
are not your concern. By enacting your proposed new rules, you are neglecting the bottom line of millions of
Americans, and this jeopardizing the future of our nation. Is this example by Netflix how you believe all businesses
should be forced – by a government regulatory body – to do business: http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-
isp-tolls.html?m=0 If you firmly believe that what you are doing would help the consumer, then maybe it's time the
F.C.C. took a different direction under new leadership – one with a better understanding of the modern and future
implications of the greatest public utility of all time. That is, of course, the utility of information and knowledge that the
Internet makes so accessible to so many. And through which great new industries – more essential the rapid
globalization of our world and our dominance in that world – have and will continue to thrive, if the F.C.C. does not
cripple their ability to compete with those companies who have already succeeded. It is not up to the federal government
 to decide who should thrive and who should fail, and this decision would indeed do that, increasingly drastically, for
American generations to come.
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Adam Griffiths
425 Massachusetts Ave NW, Apt 910
Washington, DC 20001
330-524-5430

------------------------------ Email 3,681 ------------------------------

From: 1hall7
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Do NOT stifle net neutrality in favor of large corporations!!

Sieglinde Hall
Newnan, Georgia

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 3,682 ------------------------------

From: kokkinos.alex
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 8:13
Subject: NO to fast lane, YES to Net Neutrality!
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I urge you to stand against "fast lane" rules for Internet Service Providers. The Internet is vital to open and fair
communication, and has become equivalent to and more important than telephone access. Internet access should be
classified as a Title II telecommunications service.

I'm just a regular citizen who is extremely upset that the open and free Internet is under attack. ISPs should have to
provide their best service to ALL web sites and connections without extorting "fast lane" access.

Thanks,
Alex Kokkinos

------------------------------ Email 3,683 ------------------------------

From: sylviahoffmann.spanish
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sylvia  Hoffmann

------------------------------ Email 3,684 ------------------------------

From: bobjuelich
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Juelich

------------------------------ Email 3,685 ------------------------------

From: smallory
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:17
Subject: Net Neutrality and Title II
The FCC should classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service" under the Communications Act.
You have the power.  Use it.

Thank you and have a wonderful day!
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Stephanie Mallory
Director of Operations
Mighty of Virginia
7010 Calmar Drive
Mechanicsville, VA 23111
Phone: (804) 746-9760 x 307
Fax: (804) 789-9414

P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

------------------------------ Email 3,686 ------------------------------

From: kris.krogstad
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:18
Subject: Net Neutrality

I demand that Congress and the FCC protect freedom and openness on the Internet by passing legislation to protect
network neutrality.

The Internet is our most democratic medium.  It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate.  Network neutrality is the guiding principle that has allowed for these advancements.

Now, for-profit interests want to violate the principle of network neutrality in order to increase their own profit margins.
  They must not be allowed to destroy the free and open culture of the web.

I strongly urge you and your colleagues in the FCC and Congress to support robust net neutrality legislation that
prohibits network operators from blocking, impeding or interfering with any lawful Internet traffic or prioritizing any
content or services.

Respectfully submitted;

Jay Krogstad

------------------------------ Email 3,687 ------------------------------

From: lucaslacamara
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:19
Subject: Broadband Classification
My name is Lucas Lacámara from Los Angeles, CA and I urge you to classify broadband access as a title II
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telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 3,688 ------------------------------

From: spriggz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susan Mumpower-Spriggs
2718 Belaire Cir
Atlanta, GA 30340

------------------------------ Email 3,689 ------------------------------

From: arhonick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alan Honick

------------------------------ Email 3,690 ------------------------------

From: roncox
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ronald Cox
126 NE 108 St
Miami Shores, FL 33161

------------------------------ Email 3,691 ------------------------------

From: tony
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 8:25
Subject: Title II telecommunications service
We should classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

I run small websites.  Letting the ISP's give a fast lane only to those who can afford it is detrimental to small businesses
like mine.

--
Tony Lawrence
(774) 213 1199

http://aplawrence.com/Kerio<http://aplawrence.com/Kerio/workspace_at_home.html>

------------------------------ Email 3,692 ------------------------------

From: dwr 39
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dave Reynolds
1656 Walnut
Eugene, OR 97403
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------------------------------ Email 3,693 ------------------------------

From: woodward.lesley3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lesley Woodward

------------------------------ Email 3,694 ------------------------------

From: sean.m.connelly
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:27
Subject: Destroying the web
I thought the FCC was supposed to work FOR THE PEOPLE... not for the corporations that already have
monopolies/duopolies.

Removing net neutrality is a terrible idea, AND YOU KNOW IT.  Stop.  The United States' internet is already terrible
compared to other countries.  Giving Comcast MORE power is NOT the solution.

Does my voice even matter, though?  Probably not.  Even though I am a web developer, and I'm the guy who
ACTUALLY BUILDS the web.

Sean

------------------------------ Email 3,695 ------------------------------

From: acewilmer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Amelia Wilmer
1362 Wyngate pl
Lawrenceville, GA 30043

------------------------------ Email 3,696 ------------------------------

From: daniel.lovins
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:30
Subject: Please save Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler and other FCC officials,

While I understand the demands placed on internet service providers by massive file sharing and live media streaming,
please do not allow the principle of net neutrality to be undermined. The open Web, with undifferentiated uploading and
 downloading speeds provides a remarkably level playing field for entrepreneurs and artists to innovate, collaborate,
create new businesses, publish new ideas; it is an 'engine of ingenuity' that helps maintain the US as a cultural and
economic dynamo.

Thank you for your consideration.

Daniel Lovins
1 Washington Square Village
8J
New York, NY 10012
US

------------------------------ Email 3,697 ------------------------------

From: mrgenebach
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:30
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mat Genebach (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

I write you today in regards to the recent proposal the FCC has made that threatens net neutrality.

I am deeply afraid of a world where the American Internet is at a significant disadvantage when compared to our global
market competitors.

Allowing for so-called paid 'fast lanes' gives incentive to lower the quality of service provided to those without a hefty
bankroll until the Internet in the United States becomes a worldwide joke owned by a small number of businesses with
enough cash to fork over to the ISPs.  Cash which will come from increased costs to we average American consumers.
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Please reconsider your current course of action, it will only lead to disaster.

With respect,

Mat Genebach
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,698 ------------------------------

From: gkl2002
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:30
Subject: Failure or Net Neutrality
Are you guys kidding me?  You guys just killed the internet.  We all know you are a former lobbyist for the cable
companies but you shouldn't of been allowed to take the chair because of that.  All you are protecting is those who are
giving you kick backs.  If you really care about the US customer then you will stand up against them and give us real
Net Neutrality!

------------------------------ Email 3,699 ------------------------------

From: captainrathgar
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Sir,

I believe broadband access is a Title II telecommunication service!

Respectfully,
Richard Stephen Brush

------------------------------ Email 3,700 ------------------------------

From: beingabeautifulmess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:31
Subject: Net Neutrality and Title II
Net neutrality is fundamentally key to the entire design and lifeblood of the

internet as we know it. Allowing preferential treatment of certain traffic will

undermine at minimum, possibly destroy at worst, the concept of the internet as

whole by allowing allow those with more money to squash those with less.  This will make start-up companies and/or
small app developers unable to compete with

the mega corporations.
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A free and open Internet is essential to our democracy. As the Internet has become the

modern town square, nondiscriminatory access to diverse and independent news, information and entertainment sources
on this platform is necessary for the free exchange of ideas.

ISPs like Comcast are using their market power to limit the Internet’s openness by reducing the quality of streaming.
This is detrimental to the entire population.  ISPs must be prohibited from blocking access to legal content, including at
Internet peering or transit points. The no blocking rule must also cover more subtle practices that achieve the goal of
blocking such as throttling, or degrading access to legal content.

I urge the Commission to take action, including Title II reclassification of the

transmission component of Internet service if necessary, to codify net neutrality principles and promote broadband
adoption. Title II classification remains the most appropriate legal category for a quintessential telecommunications
service like Internet access and the most effective way of ensuring the Internet remains a neutral platform for free
speech and economic innovation.

The FCC should classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service" under the Communications Act.
You have the power.  Use it.

------------------------------ Email 3,701 ------------------------------

From: leslyn
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 8:32
Subject: net neutrality
I am a concerned citizen and want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."
Any other option would be detrimental to the people in this country.

Leslyn McNabb
3111 Frazier Walk
Decatur, GA  30033

------------------------------ Email 3,702 ------------------------------

From: dansherman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dan Sherman (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,
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I want the FCC to maintain net neutrality.  You are violating the public trust with your plans. NO faster net for corps
with $$$
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,703 ------------------------------

From: ted_brogen
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 8:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern,

I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." The current proposal is
unacceptable.

Signed,
Displeased Citizen

------------------------------ Email 3,704 ------------------------------

From: tim.johnson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:34
Subject: F-ing Sell Out - Quit and go home now that you've accomplished what  you came to do.  Pathetic!

Tim Johnson

Sr. Analyst, E & P Accounting

IBM Relationship Team

WPX Energy

539-573-5434

37-SW

------------------------------ Email 3,705 ------------------------------

From: pwmason
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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 We want net neutrality.

without net neutrality we will lose a fundamental device to enhance modern democracy!

paul mason
1209 Jenifer st.
madison, WI 53703
US

------------------------------ Email 3,706 ------------------------------

From: beingabeautifulmess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:34
Subject: Net Neutrality and Title II
Net neutrality is fundamentally key to the entire design and lifeblood of the

internet as we know it. Allowing preferential treatment of certain traffic will

undermine at minimum, possibly destroy at worst, the concept of the internet as

whole by allowing allow those with more money to squash those with less.  This will make start-up companies and/or
small app developers unable to compete with

the mega corporations.

A free and open Internet is essential to our democracy. As the Internet has become the

modern town square, nondiscriminatory access to diverse and independent news, information and entertainment sources
on this platform is necessary for the free exchange of ideas.

ISPs like Comcast are using their market power to limit the Internet’s openness by reducing the quality of streaming.
This is detrimental to the entire population.  ISPs must be prohibited from blocking access to legal content, including at
Internet peering or transit points. The no blocking rule must also cover more subtle practices that achieve the goal of
blocking such as throttling, or degrading access to legal content.

I urge the Commission to take action, including Title II reclassification of the

transmission component of Internet service if necessary, to codify net neutrality principles and promote broadband
adoption. Title II classification remains the most appropriate legal category for a quintessential telecommunications
service like Internet access and the most effective way of ensuring the Internet remains a neutral platform for free
speech and economic innovation.
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The FCC should classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service" under the Communications Act.
You have the power.  Use it.

------------------------------ Email 3,707 ------------------------------

From: dillon m hubbell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

This article says it all.  Please support net neutrality.  Charging companies more for better access to Internet, Netflix
needing to pay Comcast to not throttle down speeds, it's not right.  President Obama said it perfectly, "I am a strong
supporter of net neutrality, what you've been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals
through which you're getting information over the internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates
to different websites... And that I think destroys one of the best things about the internet—which is that there is this
incredible equality there."

Nothing else needs said.  PLEASE support net neutrality.  Thank you.

Dillon M. Hubbell

http://kotaku.com/if-we-dont-want-gaming-to-get-more-expensive-we-need-t-1567151895?
utm_campaign=Socialflow_Kotaku_Facebook&utm_source=Kotaku_Facebook&utm_medium=Socialflow

------------------------------ Email 3,708 ------------------------------

From: xyzangle62
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dennis Lange
1992 Rosebud Creek Road
Forsyth, MT 59327
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------------------------------ Email 3,709 ------------------------------

From: mfreeman9
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marjorie Freeman

------------------------------ Email 3,710 ------------------------------

From: smallory
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:42
Subject: Classify the internet as Title II
Net neutrality is fundamentally key to the entire design and lifeblood of the internet as we know it. Allowing
preferential treatment of certain traffic will undermine at minimum, possibly destroy at worst, the concept of the internet
 as a whole by allowing allow those with more money to squash those with less.  This will make start-up companies
and/or small app developers unable to compete with the mega corporations.

A free and open Internet is essential to our democracy. As the Internet has become the modern town square,
nondiscriminatory access to diverse and independent news, information and entertainment sources on this platform is
necessary for the free exchange of ideas.

ISPs like Comcast are using their market power to limit the Internet’s openness by reducing the quality of streaming.
This is detrimental to the entire population.  ISPs must be prohibited from blocking access to legal content, including at
Internet peering or transit points. The no blocking rule must also cover more subtle practices that achieve the goal of
blocking such as throttling, or degrading access to legal content.

I urge the Commission to take action, including Title II reclassification of the transmission component of Internet
service if necessary, to codify net neutrality principles and promote broadband adoption. Title II classification remains
the most appropriate legal category for a quintessential telecommunications service like Internet access and the most
effective way of ensuring the Internet remains a neutral platform for free speech and economic innovation.

The FCC should classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service" under the Communications Act.
You have the power.  Use it.
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Thank you and have a wonderful day!

Stephanie Mallory
Director of Operations
Mighty of Virginia
7010 Calmar Drive
Mechanicsville, VA 23111
Phone: (804) 746-9760 x 307
Fax: (804) 789-9414

P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

------------------------------ Email 3,711 ------------------------------

From: profhnryhiggins
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:44
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Stacy Addison (  writes:

Isn't the FCC's job to protect consumers? Seems as if putting a former lobbyist, who  is showing himself to be in the
back-pocket of the same industries he's supposed to regulate, means the FCC's new direction is simply another corporate
 hand out. This is just another brazen example that big business has more rights and privileges than the American
citizen.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,712 ------------------------------

From: sandyedward8
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want a rule ensuring democratic access, not pay for play.  This will amount to corporate domination of the Internet.
We want net neutrality. And we want it now.

Thank you for your time.
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Sincerely,

Sandra Husband

Sandra Husband
1310 SW 147th St
Burien, WA 98166
US

------------------------------ Email 3,713 ------------------------------

From: rfeury3278
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
I just want to add my voice to the storm of negative commentary about your most recent ruling
regarding Net Neutrality.

To put it simply, the FCC is so terribly wrong in this decision. The internet's greatest feature is
it's neutrality. We claim to live in a democracy. Well, frankly it's fast becoming an oligarchy and
this ruling is only encouraging that change.

If you and you're like minded members on the commission were elected officials, I'd be campaigning
for your defeat in the next election.

But no, you aren't even fair minded government officials. You are the shills of the various entertainment
and communications corporations. You came into government from their ranks and you will return to
their ranks with higher salaries for the work you do in their favor instead of in the favor of the populace
as a whole.

Your rulings on net neutrality and the looming merger of Comcast and Time Warner are disgusting.

I'm old enough to remember when the courts forced the movie studios to give up their theatre chains
because they were considered monopolistic. Now we have one Cable Company (Comcast) that already owns
a major network (NBC) and a major studio (Universal) and is almost certainly going to be allowed to
gobble up another major cable company (Time Warner). My how things have changed in just over
half a century. It seems that you have forgotten that the word Monopoly applies to anything other than
a board game.

Why don't you listen to the people instead of the corporations? Oh, I forgot, they are people too
according to the Supreme Court.

Just give it all away - but be sure it's only goes to the select few.

------------------------------ Email 3,714 ------------------------------

From: d.sm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:47
Subject: net neutrality and broadband competition
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

The Internet is too important to society to be divided into castes.
There should be no "pay for priority".  Please assure that the Internet
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will be as neutral as the air we breathe.

For the future, please look at requiring competition among broadband
providers.  The situation we have today is analagous to the telephone
situation prior to the breakup of AT&T.

Thank you for your kind attention.

- David S. Martin - 

------------------------------ Email 3,715 ------------------------------

From: cmssportplayer1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." Please don't destroy Net
Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 3,716 ------------------------------

From: cmssportplayer1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." Please don't destroy Net
Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 3,717 ------------------------------

From: lauraberchcarpenter
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 8:51
Subject: your recent proposal
Dear Commissioners of the FCC,

Your recent proposal to make the internet pay to play stifles innovation and ruins the best thing about the world wide
web; it's equality. I want to register my whole hearted disapproval that you have brought this up again, after the previous
 outcry. It makes you look as if you are working for people other than the citizens of the united states.

Thank you,

Laura Carpenter Truitt
Registered Independent in Fort Collins, Colorado

------------------------------ Email 3,718 ------------------------------

From: 2006
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:57
Subject: opposed to fast lane proposal
Mr. Wheeler,
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The proposal to allow companies to buy access to internet fast lanes will
be disastrous for U.S. consumers and entrepreneurs. I firmly believe that
these groups of people deserve stronger protection than the large
companies that the proposed rules will benefit. The internet should be
treated as public infrastructure, with equal access for all. Please enact
rules that maintain true net neutrality.
Thank you,
Jeremy Snyder
Delmar, NY

------------------------------ Email 3,719 ------------------------------

From: hmiranda
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 8:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please please PLEASE do not pass the new rules that abolish net neutrality. I work for a small startup that uses web-
based payment applications and were these rules to pass, someone like say Visa could bring out a competing product
and pay ISPs to have their applications run faster than ours. This would crush us.

Please keep the internet open and honest. Enforce a few net neutrality rules as other countries have done with their ISPs.
 The internet has been a revolution in terms of creating new businesses and new markets. Don’t close the door on the
newest frontier.

Thanks,
Hector Miranda
CenPOS
Office 877-630-7960 ext 204
Cell 305-778-3355
Fax 305-260-4553
www.cenpos.com<http://www.cenpos.com>

------------------------------ Email 3,720 ------------------------------

From: gkrusk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:03
Subject: Internet rules
Thanks for ruining the Internet !
Now we will have the corporate internet that runs smoothly but, costs much more.
Then we have the peoples internet that will be slow ,frustrating and irritating.

This is just another indication that we have a corporate friendly government.
   Also a government that is hostile to the  consumer !

Thanks a lot corporate lap dog.

Gerald Rusk

------------------------------ Email 3,721 ------------------------------

From: rjordan
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 9:08
Subject: Open internet rules - #1000
I do not want ISPs [Internet service providers] to pick winners and losers online. This proposed standard allows ISPs to
impose a new price of entry for innovation on the Internet. Please reconsider.

Ryan Jordan

------------------------------ Email 3,722 ------------------------------

From: dawjr2006
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:10
Subject: Open Internet and Net Neutrality
We need an Internet that is free from fast lanes and slow lanes. All data, no matter where it comes from or what is
carried over the pipes should be considered what it is: 0s and 1s.

Whether that is from Netflix, Amazon or Youtube; each video is simply 0s and 1s decoded on our PCs into video. This
is the same with pictures or text based emails.

Large ISPs want nothing more than to cash in on not having to invest in their own networks. Many of these ISPs only
built their high speed networks with Tax Subsidies as it is.

What we need next is a truely competitive market. Not competition at the corporate level - where these large businesses
compete for pricing of content from other large companies. Rather, we as consumers need competition that frees us
from bad service, slow speeds, data caps and high prices. We need to be able to pick up our phones and cancel service
with one ISP and have at least four others to chose from.
Right now, if I cancel with Comcast (25MB) I have AT&T (5MB) to chose from. Both of these have been toying with
Data Caps which will cripple even using the Internet in most forms. I have no other viable options unless I want to goto
McDonalds and eat a nasty Cheese Burger and use their "free" WiFi - which isn't possible as taking a desktop PC with
me probably wouldn't go over well with management.

It's the FCCs duty to protect Public Interest. Allowing these companies to monitor and route data streams is against
public interest. If Netflix gets better quality video to it's members via high priority, their rates increase. We all know that
 Netflix will pass those fees to it's customers. Further, now that Netflix has higher priority, Amazon video now suffers.
In this case, Comcast has chosen Netflix as the winner on their network leaving actual competing businesses at a loss.
If Net Neutrality were law, then no ISP would be able to scour the data and chose who gets to see what and ISPs would
have to invest in their network so that ALL online businesses get the same treatment. - This is similar in a city building
a road. Along that road new businesses open and consumers have their choice on where to shop. If some large company
suddenly was allowed to set up a toll at the road entrance and ask which shop a person was going too, they could
discriminate a fee from anyone not shopping at the store paying a fee to the toll company.

Thank you for your time, please do not fail us in this matter. Do not let our ISPs (the limited options we have) control
our Internet and push us back into the 20th century. When nations like South Korea have ISPs providing 1GB
connections at a fraction of the cost we pay, it makes the US look terrible on the tech front.

David Wilson
Grain Valley MO

------------------------------ Email 3,723 ------------------------------

From: dan.swenson.ds
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To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 9:11
Subject: Dual Lane Internet
Hello,

Just wanted to write a quick note to the incompetents that...well, sold the internet. Or ruined it. Your pick. The process
of regulatory capture by industry marches on, and you all, your agency, and the regulatory-lobbyist complex adds
another layer of insulation against hearing the concerns of regular, hard-working citizens and voters. You're all terrible,
you didn't do your jobs, and you'll be known to history as the people that sold the internet. Another step toward full
oligarchy.

Let me guess - you're going to blame the recent court cases. I don't care. It was your own fault in crafting initial rules
that couldn't withstand inevitable industry litigation. The name for that is 'incompetence', or maybe just unwillingness.

Are you all just ahistorical? Think this hasn't happened before? Look at the railroad
monopoly<http://cs.stanford.edu/people/eroberts/cs181/projects/corporate-monopolies/development_rrmon.html>. Look
 at every instance in which the telephone industry was deregulated (Florida, California) - prices went up, innovation did
not occur. I'm sure you don't care about all that, as the worlds you live in are populated by awful, empty people that step
 across the permeable barrier between the FCC and the companies they are supposed to keep in check.

You're all terrible. Have an awful weekend. Or, if you want to wake up and do the jobs we're paying you to do, have a
great weekend. I have no confidence in that, though.

Daniel Swenson

--

PGP Key<http://pgp.mit.edu:11371/pks/lookup?op=vindex&search=0xB9E962C992141976>

------------------------------ Email 3,724 ------------------------------

From: savings1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:12
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
wayne aschoff (  writes:

Please do not allow the Fast Lane proposal to go through.  It will allow large companies to crust their competition and
totally change internet sccess.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,725 ------------------------------

From: supersuper1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:12
Subject: Reclassify internet providers as common carriers
Dear FCC,
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Your new proposed reals to maintain an “open Internet” are not acceptable. To preserve net neutrality and ensure that
the Internet remains open, equal, and free, you must reclassify Internet providers as common carriers and heavily
regulate the crucial service that they provide to consumers.

Sincerely,
Travis Hallett

------------------------------ Email 3,726 ------------------------------

From: tracy.wisneski
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:12
Subject: New neutrality and internet freedom
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The Internet is perhaps the last frontier of true freedom in so many ways for so many people, especially those who don't
have the money and power to buy what they want (like has been done with too much of our government). Please protect
our freedoms.

Thank you in advance for your kind attention.

Sincerely,

Tracy Wisneski

Editing*Writing*Social Media

------------------------------ Email 3,727 ------------------------------

From: ram
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:13
Subject: New Rulings
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

No matter how you spin your decision, I feel you have taken away some of my freedom of access and given it to big
communications organizations to control.  It does not seem what the issue. the average person like me keeps loosing.  I
am not a nut case out here; I am a moderate to conservative person who feels I have no chance against the media giants.
 The Comcast merger is another one I am sure the little guy is gong to lose because we do not have hundreds of people
lobbying on our behalf.

So I do not think you did me or the country a service with the direction your decision is heading.

James L. Ramsey

506 Q Avenue



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Milford, IA 51351

------------------------------ Email 3,728 ------------------------------

From: sandiegomateo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:14
Subject: Corrupted FCC Decision on Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

The decision by the FCC earlier this year disarming Net Neutrality Laws in concert with the FCC's recent arrogant
decision to "sidestep" net-neutrality laws wreaks of the corruption that it actually is. These FCC decisions are elitist,
discriminatory and exclusionary.

The FCCs actions regarding Net Neutrality are antithetic to the progress and innovation that has separated American
ingenuity and entrepreneurs from the rest of the world, and simply put shall be forever considered stifling and
grotesquely un-American.

The FCC actively seeks to destructively put into motion an unfair set of rules that will benefit only the big corporations.
Your salary has been graciously paid by the American Tax Payers to uphold and protect the rules of fairness. The FCC
has violated that sacred trust egregiously and without apology.

I am outraged by the FCC stacking the deck against smaller content production and distribution companies. I am the
founder of a video centric company that will be directly affected by the FCC's willful and deliberate mishandling of Net
Neutrality that will all but destroy smaller companies abilities to compete in the global market.

Equal justice under the law? The FCC is a rule making body commissioned by the federal government. The FCC is not
the legislative branch of government. The FCC cannot write laws. However the FCC can eliminate competition, save
the privileged few. And that is exactly what the FCC is not only attempting to do, but blatantly doing now and acting
with impunity.

The FCC is eliminating any playing field for innovative small companies like ours. Mr. Wheeler you personally should
be ashamed of yourself and your commission. The FCC will no longer protect Americans from propagandists
manipulating the flow and content of information that will be made available to the public; which the FCC was in large
part originally created to protect the American public from in the first place. The FCC has sold the American public out.

The FCC's blatant disregard for the protection of the American public that includes this palpable "purchased" bias that
the FCC obviously embodies disgusts me. The FCC has apparently been bought off by Verizon Wireless and other
media giants as they have pumped tens of millions of dollars to curry favor; and have succeeded. FCC bought and paid
for. You should license a new name: "The FCC brought to you by Verizon" or the "Verizon Communications
Commission"or maybe just the "VCC".

The actions of the FCC are a clear representation of the egregious and unapologetic corruption that has permeated the
American system of government. (if you can even call it government anymore). Class warfare has made it's way into the
 digital age. Two different systems of justice one for the rich and one for everyone else. Two different prison systems
one for the privileged, and one for the rest of us. Two different sets of discriminatory rules, one for the privileged and
one for everyone else. And now an FCC mandate that creates two internet speeds, one for the wealthy that will permit
free, unfettered, and unrestricted access to misinforming propaganda and the other one for small businesses and
insignificant Americans. The FCC's actions make me sick!
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The FCC is an entity that should exist free of the corrupting money of paid lobbyists. Jesus, is there any government
agency that hasn't been infiltrated and corrupted by the privileged few? Obviously not the FCC now.

FCC officials are not elected officials. I demand to know the names of those accountable for such a miscarriage of
public trust. THE FCC HAS NO BUSINESS DECIDING THE FATE OF COMPANIES LIKE OURS ! These matters
should be put before the voters and not decided under the cloak of secrecy in seedy backroom deal fashion by which the
FCC is currently operating.

I demand that you and/or someone at THE FCC office contact me immediately to explain to me and our company how
these FCC decisions can possibly preserve competition and benefit small businesses much like ours. Please explain to
me how this favoritism can possibly protect Americans, their first amendment rights and do anything to improve our
economy over the long term.

Matthew Steven Melin,
(858)688-6035

------------------------------ Email 3,729 ------------------------------

From: artlyles
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:15
Subject: Neutral Net and Open Internet
The FCC has the fate of the Internet and much of the economic growth of the United States under it's control.  The US
has some of the most expensive Internet Service in the world and the quality of that service is not of the highest
standards.  Internet access is controlled by a few companies that are working to reduce competition and further their
control of who has Internet access.  Internet access might be better controlled as a utility.

I sincerely hope the FCC makes decisions involving the Internet with the country's best interest in mind and not be
influenced by paid lobbyist.

------------------------------ Email 3,730 ------------------------------

From: peaceom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Shanti Brown

------------------------------ Email 3,731 ------------------------------

From: mikerandazzo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:17
Subject: I support Title II telecommunications service
Hello,

I was greatly disappointed to hear recent news on net neutrality, and I want to let you know I support Title II. Telecom
companies should be responsible for moving data, not manipulating it for their profit and control.

Please don't let the wonderful freedom of the internet turn into a model mirroring the cable television industry.

Thank you,

Mike Randazzo
Alexandria, VA

------------------------------ Email 3,732 ------------------------------

From: hdpike34
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Harold Pike

------------------------------ Email 3,733 ------------------------------

From: chrissykaras
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chrissy Karas

------------------------------ Email 3,734 ------------------------------

From: daoge
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Oge (  writes:

Net neutrality, Mr Wheeler. You need to represent the people of this country, not the corporations which stand to profit
immensely from your turnabout.  You must do better than this! Represent the people.  The taxpayer paid for it.  Treat
the Internet like the utility it is!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,735 ------------------------------

From: cavaras
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:25
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kevin Cornet (  writes:

Support true neutrality!! We the people who use the internet want this, the corporate greed wants it to be in their
control..Keep it neutral... Do the right thing Tom... Do the right thing... Don't let your ethics be bought.. What would
your children and grandchildren think about how you let greed take over the free market of the internet.. Do it for them
and the FREE future of the country and world.. Do not let time warner, comaast, etc win.. We will remember..
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,736 ------------------------------

From: keithhoward06
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Keith Howard

------------------------------ Email 3,737 ------------------------------

From: ian.l.meller
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:28
Subject: Do you really have contempt for me, the average American?
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
My name is Ian Meller, I am an average American citizen. What this means is I cannot spend ten million dollars to get a
 face to face meeting with you or offer you a prid quo pro relationship for hearing out my relationship. What I want to
ask you is, have you no shame? If you truly joined the FCC to serve the American people and not just to shore up your
insider credentials then why are you supporting anti-competitive behavior? I am not writing because I was riled up by
inflammatory news articles or commentary from the tv, I am a well educated individual that has done in-depth research
to ensure I have all the facts. What I see is a man that has two options, he can:
A. Truly serve his role as head of the FCC to ensure the American people are provided with the best service possible.
Or
B. Using your position to promote anti-competitive behavior and guarantee yourself a comfortable position after you
leave the FCC all the while thumbing your nose at the millions of Americans including me.
Let me give you an example, I work at a non-profit and earn very little. My fiancee works in a foreign country and the
only way we can stay in touch is through apple’s FaceTime video phone chat and Skype. What happens with this pay to
play spreads to other services that ISPs claim are bandwidth hogs and I am told I must pay extra for access to video
chats? I budget my salary to the bare bone and the rising prices and poor service of internet in New York already
continuously stretches every dollar I make. So if I must pay more so I can talk with the woman I love what am I
supposed to do?
ISPs benefitted from years of public investment yet your new pay to play rule are giving them free reign to continuously
 bleed us dry by finding every excuse necessary to charge more. This rule not only doesn’t stop a future of tiered
internet service, but encourages it.
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So once again, if you truly have no patriotism, sense of loyalty to serve the American public, go ahead and continue on
this path. But do not be surprised when the history books speak unkindly of you. Wealth is temporary but a man’s good
or ill name can last forever.

Sincerely,
Ian Meller

------------------------------ Email 3,738 ------------------------------

From: kajojoh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karin Johnson

------------------------------ Email 3,739 ------------------------------

From: dth
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Harney (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
I completely disagree with your stated position for the FCC on creating "fast lanes" on the internet.  The internet is a
public utility and should be regulated as such, not available to the highest bidder.  Please reconsider your position vis-a-
vis the needs of the country in a highly competitive global economy.  If you sell-out to greed and capital the US will pay
 the price.  You and many others staking out similar positions on a range of today's issues will go down in infamy if you
do not put your country first.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,740 ------------------------------
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From: inattic1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Stewart

------------------------------ Email 3,741 ------------------------------

From: jeremy.smith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:34
Subject: Don't Destroy Net Neutrality!
Hi Tom,

I’m writing to let you know where I and every other sensible American stand on the issue of Net Neutrality.  Let the
internet be Neutral! Why should large ISPs and data companies get to prioritize internet traffic?  It is only in THEIR
best interest – not the consumer, the American or the rest of the world.  The internet is a utility, not a VIP cab service.

America NEEDS the internet to be neutral – please don’t mess this up!

Jeremy Smith

Vandegrift High School - Campus Technology Support Specialist

Help Desk Phone:  Ex. 10566
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Help Desk Email: mailto

Online Help Desk Form:  http://helprequest/

______________________________________________________________________
This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service.
For more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud.com
______________________________________________________________________

------------------------------ Email 3,742 ------------------------------

From: thomasgrenier
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:34
Subject: Stop selling the internet to corporations
Sir,

I am a concerned citizen. The implications of what you are doing are extremely serious. The internet is a utility and
should be treated as such, not as a private highway with tolls for the highest bidder. In effect your reform would greatly
endanger freedom of speech and democracy. By the people, for the people. Not by Comcast, for Comcast.

I urge you to reconsider, if you do not want your name to live on in infamy.

Thomas Grenier.

------------------------------ Email 3,743 ------------------------------

From: w.michael.north
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:35
Subject: Title II, and the future of our country
Surely you are being inundated with emails and phone calls about this issue, but that shouldn’t stop individuals from
adding their voice to the din.  So here I am, telling you the same thing tens of thousands of others are voicing already.

How is broadband not classified as a Title II telecommunications service?  How is letting the people of this country
become victims to YET ANOTHER corporate monster, furthering the greatness of our nation?  We have been allowing
the people of the United States of America to be victimized by Big Business for far too long, and our country is losing
ground on a multitude of fronts directly because of that.  We need to be setting an example to the rest of the world, not
trailing behind them on important issues like this.

Please consider changing the internet over to a Title II service.  I know it’s not the perfect solution, but it’s orders of
magnitude better than the other option on the table.  Don’t allow us to be held hostage by yet another billion dollar
industry.
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=================

W. Michael North

Dominion East Ohio - Project Designer - Replacement

mailto

Phone 330-664-2575

320 Springside Dr. Suite 320, Akron, OH 44333

  _____

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message contains information which may be legally confidential and or
 privileged and does not in any case represent a firm ENERGY COMMODITY bid or offer relating thereto which binds
the sender without an additional express written confirmation to that effect. The information is intended solely for the
individual or entity named above and access by anyone else is unauthorized. If you are not the intended recipient, any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of this information is prohibited and may be unlawful. If you
have received this electronic transmission in error, please reply immediately to the sender that you have received the
message in error, and delete it. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 3,744 ------------------------------

From: brian.m.odonnell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
The Internet has changed drastically over the past ten years but access to all of the content the internet provides has not.
 Allowing ISP's the ability to grant preferential treatment to content providers will disrupt this dynamic and create
service tiers for content providers.

Providing tiers of service will essentially close much of the internet off to start ups and make it harder for them to reach
the consumers they need to succeed.

I realize the new rules would not allow for the blocking of content and the tiers would be subject to FCC regulation.
How does that sound open?  That sounds more like filtering.

The bottom line is technology and the internet is necessary in today's world .  It is as essential as natural gas, electricity
and water.  It is required for education, it is required for many careers, it is an integral part of the society we live in.  The
 Internet is a utility and should be treated as such.

Prices for internet services have perpetually increased while the companies that provide these services continue to see
record profits.  This will only get worse if ISP's are able to give preferential treatment and then the Internet becomes
unaffordable but remains a utility everyone needs.

The Internet is a utility.  It is necessary for society!  The ISP's need to be reclassified as common carriers.  Due to the
ruling by the Supreme Court against Verizon that is the only way to keep the Internet open.

Thank you for your time,
Brian
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------------------------------ Email 3,745 ------------------------------

From: jackvaughan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Tom

You can't honestly be thinking about destroying net neutrality just to get a really good job with Comcast later on. That
pretty unethical.

Jack Vaughan

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 3,746 ------------------------------

From: flanders.chad
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 9:36
Subject: I support Title II and Net Neutrality
Commissioners,

Please listen to your conscience on this issue.  Nothing less than our freedom is at stake.

You all must classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.  I do not want my electrical service
provider manipulating my service based on what brand of appliances I use any more than I want my only option in ISP's
 to manipulate services similarly.

Do the right thing, restore net neutrality.

With utmost sincerity,
-Charlton Flanders

------------------------------ Email 3,747 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
Don't be a shill for corporate greed, Tom.

Call me anytime to discuss.

--

Dan Efram
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917 204 8043

Producer / Manager / Music / Film / TV / Live Events
Tractor Beam<http://www.tractor-beam.com/>
The Apples in stereo<http://applesinstereo.com/>
Here Come The Warm Jets LIVE<http://youtu.be/VcWMiWhnxNk>
Linkedin<http://www.linkedin.com/in/danielefram/>
@tractorbeamnyc<https://twitter.com/tractorbeamnyc>

------------------------------ Email 3,748 ------------------------------

From: carberry.joey
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

 I just thought you might be interested to hear that I, Joey Carberry, a fifteen year-old high school student feel very
strongly about regulations of a free and open Internet. I don't really understand the standpoints of people in favor of an
unequal Internet. I have found a simple solution that will get both parties (concerned citizens and officials against net
neutrality) what they want. The plan is simple:
a.) Allow for companies such as Comcast, Verizon, AT&T, ect. to directly stuff      money into Congressmen and
Congresswomen's mouths. This will cut out the  middle man of lobbying.
b.) Allow for a free and open Internet to be treated like a public utility. All data  is  equal and people are not constrained
by the constricts of arbitrary regulations  created by said companies.

--

Thank you for you consideration,

-Joey Carberry

--

-Joey Carberry

------------------------------ Email 3,749 ------------------------------

From: rachel slocum
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:37
Subject: opposed to new rules
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I have read that the new rules would allow for faster speeds for those who pay.  I am opposed to the establishment of a
two tier system.  We need net neutrality to ensure the internet remains accessible to those with less wealth and income
and to smaller companies.
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Best, Rachel

Rachel Slocum
Assistant Professor
Geography and Earth Sciences
University of Wisconsin La Crosse
www.rslocum.com<http://www.rslocum.com>

------------------------------ Email 3,750 ------------------------------

From: curtis.sumpter
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:38
Subject: My New Startup
Hi FCC,

I have never written to the FCC before but your new Open Internet (or rather closed Internet) standards are really
disturbing.

I just pitched my new startup and am planning to launch this week in a beta test version.  Just my luck that this week the
 FCC decides to allow what in essence will be a tax on the future.  The Internet is the neurological system for society.
By allowing cable companies and telecoms to charge for a fast lane it allows in essence a tax on the future or anyone
that dares to compete with their crazy business combinations which the FCC allowed.  Why would Comcast allow a
service that competes with their Universal programming on a serious level?  Would competitors then be forced to
subsidize their programming which is losing in the competitive marketplace? If someone had a service that offered cell
phone data compression using an algorithm but would clearly cut into Verizon's profit margins do we think Verizon
wouldn't find a way to charge a lot for it?  What about Amazon Web Services?  This service allows tons of startups to
roll out services quickly.  Now you're thinking about allowing Comcast and TWC to merge?

I'm sorry but it seems like whenever something is going well and serving everybody the government steps in to skew the
 playing field.  This feels like, "Here we go again ...".  We are in the capitalistic system trying to change the way things
are done for the benefit of consumers and society.  Consumers all ready pay $100 per month for Internet access.  Please
don't change change the future of innovation now.

--
With regards,

Curtis Sumpter

------------------------------ Email 3,751 ------------------------------

From: manndmd
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 9:39
Subject: Net neutrality
It is reprehensible that the FCC has violated the principal of net neutrality with their recent proposed rules.  Excuses that
 there are safeguards built into the rules are hardly reassuring.  It is clear that the lobbying influences of the big telecom
companies has had their intended effect.  The FCC has reneged on the promises of the Obama administration to
maintain net neutrality.  What else can we expect when a lobbyist for the telecoms is appointed head of the FCC.

Sincerely disgusted,
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David Mann, MD

------------------------------ Email 3,752 ------------------------------

From: joe.billick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:39
Subject: Open Internet Rules Comment
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Thank you for your clear blog post<http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules> that
attempts to "set the record straight" regarding these draft rules.

However, I'd like to state my strong opposition to these proposed regulations. I trust that you and your colleagues (as
well as the entire FCC staff) are all dedicated civil servants and I do thank you for your service. However I simply do
not trust the FCC to be able to both investigate and enforce the "commercially unreasonable" test in a timely fashion. As
 has been shown countless times across various regulatory
agencies<http://www.washingtonmonthly.com/magazine/march_april_2013/features/he_who_makes_the_rules043315.p
hp>, I fear that lobbyists will simply outmaneuver your agency on this test.

Thank you again!

Joe Billick
191 5th Ave, Brooklyn, NY 11217

------------------------------ Email 3,753 ------------------------------

From: daroach
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:40
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Roach (  writes:

Good Morning Chairman Wheeler,

I am contacting you hoping the FCC will reclassify ISPs as common carriers.  Net Neutrality is gone--and ISPs now
wield far to much power (especially with the Comcast Time Warner merger on the horizon).  High Speed Internet
providers operate as a monopoly in most areas and now can throttle speeds for websites they "don't like", in effect,
controlling the information that you can easily access.

Information is crucial in this day and age, and having a giant monopoly organization decide what you can and can't
access is going to hurt business, hurt consumers, and screw up something that the USA does do better than everyone
else--the internet.  An ISP determining what I can and can't access or view at certain speeds is analogous to the power
company deciding they are going to limit my kilowatt hours because they don't like the refrigerator I own.  Its silly, and
I'm counting on you  to reign in this huge power grab from high speed internet providers.  Forget the corporate interests,
 do it for the benefit of the public.

--Dave Roach
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,754 ------------------------------
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From: elkriver50
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:42
Subject: Net neutality
Sir,

The publicized new rules for “net neutrality” represent a massive capitulation to the large providers. U.S. access to the
internet is already worse (and worsening) than much of the world. I pay top dollar for my high speed connection, yet the
 streaming speeds I receive are awful in the evenings because the large companies are throttling the speeds unless that
are paid extra. Why should I pay twice for high speeds?

Large carriers should not discriminate throughput based on the source type of content. Period.

Thank you,

Richard White

---
Richard White
757 291-3410

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,755 ------------------------------

From: eric.rotzoll
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:43
Subject: Net Neutrality

Your new policy, your defense of it show as naive and shiftless as the Roberts court in the face of money politics.  Your
action is a shameful disgrace.

------------------------------ Email 3,756 ------------------------------

From: josh.swanstrom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:47
Subject: Internet
Mr. Wheeler,

I know you are not going to actually read this, otherwise I would go into greater detail on why your idea to kill net
neutrality is horrible. I have been a computer nerd for 25 years and I have a degree in Economics, so I actually do
understand both sides of the debate.

I just wish you would listen to the entire tech community when they tell you it is a bad idea. Among people that really
understand how the Internet works (with the exception of those with a financial interest) this is not even a close debate.
Everyone, even those, like Google, that would probably benefit by increasing the cost of market entry, agree it is a bad
idea. All I ask is that you at least respond to the very logical arguments made by all of the experts with more than, “We
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won’t let them charge too much.”

http://www.google.com/help/netneutrality_letter.html

______________________

Josh Swanstrom

Internal Auditor

mailto:

O 605-978-2926

C 605-323-7082

F 605-978-2840

3010 West 69th Street I Sioux Falls, SD 57108

------------------------------ Email 3,757 ------------------------------

From: eddy.n
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:51
Subject: net
Dear Tom

The American people are outraged and oppose FCC’s new rules because not only would costs rise, but that big
companies with the money to pay large fees to Internet service providers (ISP) would be favored over start-ups with
innovative business models — stifling the birth of the next Facebook, Google or Twitter and hindering innovation
which is critical for the US to beat China. Americans were promised, and deserve, an Internet that is free of toll roads,
fast lanes and censorship — corporate or governmental. We demand FCC to serve the public interest and enforce net
neutrality for everyone by reclassifying broadband as a public utility, which would subject ISPs to much greater
regulation. Obama, you appointed the wrong guy who put corporate interests above the public interest to chair FCC, and
 you must fire him and cancel these corporation-serving rules NOW. The FCC is too parochial and too beholden to
industry to serve even the public interest, let alone the national interest of innovation and competitiveness so our great
nation could stay on top. We demand all FCC commissioners to think beyond themselves and their next gig, and serve
the people while they’re in office with meaningful proposals, policies, and enforcement against corporate malfeasance.
They must also be banned from serving in industry after leaving office to avoid even the appearance of corruption or
conflict of interest, because their federal pension is sufficient, and they could always teach, consult or serve on boards
outside their industry like former defense secretary Bob Gates sitting on the board of Starbucks.

The proposed rules must be rejected because they were written by and for corporations, they destroy net neutrality and
would not protect an open Internet because FCC gets to evaluate on a case-by-case basis whether particular charges by
Internet service providers were fair to consumers and allowed for adequate competition. The trick here is providers
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would have to disclose how they treat all Internet traffic and on what terms they offer more rapid lanes, and would be
required to act “in a commercially reasonable manner.” FCC must kill the proposed rules because they are full of holes,
particularly in seeking to impose the “commercially reasonable” standard. The very essence of a ‘commercial
reasonableness’ standard is discrimination, whereas the core of net neutrality is nondiscrimination. The commission and
courts had acknowledged that it could be commercially reasonable for a broadband provider to charge a content
company higher rates for access to consumers because that company’s service was competitively threatening. This
standard allows Internet service providers to impose a new price of entry for innovation on the Internet, which would
hurt our industrial competitiveness as China and other countries reward innovation and don’t have such moronic
policies.

The proposed rules are still not acceptable even though it will also require Internet service providers to disclose whether
in assigning faster lanes, they have favored their affiliated companies that provide content. FCC commissioners could
look the other way and be rewarded upon leaving office with a nice gig from those they are suppose to regulate. We see
loopholes for Comcast, the nation’s largest provider of high-speed Internet service, because it owns NBCUniversal, and
has hired a former FCC official. FCC and DoJ must deny Comcast permission to take over Time Warner Cable, the
third-largest broadband provider, because expanding its reach as a broadband company will give Comcast more
incentive to favor its own content over that of unaffiliated programmers. The rules must bar Internet service providers
from making deals with services like Amazon or Netflix to allow those companies to pay to stream their products to
viewers through a faster, express lane on the web. The FCC must declare the internet to be a common carrier and
regulate it to serve the public, not media, telecom and cable giants. Failure to do so would leave America behind as
China out-innovate, out-produce and out-compete us in every sector.

When Obama pledged to appoint a FCC chair who was dedicated to protecting net neutrality, we had no reason to doubt
 he’d find the right person for the job. Obama campaigned in 2008 as a strong champion of the open Internet, telling an
audience that he’d “take a back seat to no one in my commitment to net neutrality.” He said that his chair would share
his views on safeguarding the open Internet. Now, Obama is on his second FCC chair, and neither has proven himself
up to the task. The first, Chairman Julius Genachowski, constructed an “Open Internet Rule” that was doomed from the
outset. Built upon a flimsy legal foundation and riddled with telco-friendly loopholes, the Genachowski rule was shot
down by a federal appeals court in January. By then Genachowski had fled the FCC leaving his mess for others to sort
out. No worries, assured Obama earlier this year. “The new commissioner of the FCC, Tom Wheeler, whom I
appointed, I know is a strong supporter of net neutrality.” Obama said the federal appeals court decision, while rejecting
 Genachowski’s scheme, did confirm that FCC could use its powers to protect Internet users from online censorship and
discrimination.

As Obama‘s second FCC chair, Wheeler put a proposal for a new rule and we see this as a betrayal of Obama and of the
 hundreds of millions of people who have called on FCC to put in place strong and enforceable net neutrality
protections. It would allow Internet service providers to charge an extra fee to content companies for preferential
treatment, guaranteeing their content reaches end users ahead of those that do not pay. Giving ISPs the green light to
implement Internet payola schemes will be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday Internet users who cannot
afford these unnecessary tolls. These users will all be pushed onto the Internet dirt road or become road kill, as phone
and cable companies prioritize access to the few online sites and services that can afford the fees.

This is bad news for every American because the Internet marketplace should remain open to all comers. By design, the
Internet’s flat network architecture has allowed anyone to innovate without having to first seek permission from the
service providers that control much of the “last mile” access to Internet users. Under Wheeler’s proposed regime ISPs
won’t just favor the sites that pay up; they’ll also give special preference to their own services. For years they have tried



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

to kill any net neutrality rules that prevent them from protecting their legacy voice, text and video services from the kind
 of competition the open Internet makes possible. The prioritization of data on the Internet is a zero-sum game. Unless
there is continual congestion, no website would pay for priority treatment. This means Wheeler’s proposed rules will
actually produce a strong desire for ISPs to create congestion through artificial scarcity. Americans need the opposite:
an Internet that is fast, open and abundant. Under Wheeler’s corrupt scheme there is no motivation for ISPs to deliver
the next-generation Internet, which is bad for US competitiveness and hence national security as China eats our lunch
and come up with better technology.

In a statement Wheeler lied and indicated that his approach is shaped by the January DC Circuit court decision, but the
federal appeals court gave Wheeler a clear path forward: to protect real net neutrality FCC must reclassify broadband
providers as the common carriers they are. Wheeler instead chose a convoluted prioritization scheme that undercuts the
level playing field that has made the Internet such a powerful engine for opportunity and innovation. A former cable and
 wireless industry lobbyist, the chairman is a longtime Obama loyalist and fundraiser who has never served the public
and his action speaks volumes. Prior to the proposal he has repeatedly declared his commitment to a “free and open
Internet” and public service. “If I am fortunate enough to be confirmed, my client will be the American public and I
hope tha

------------------------------ Email 3,758 ------------------------------

From: aaroncramer92
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 9:53
Subject: Do NOT Agree To Internet Rules!
The internet is the one place everyone on the planet can come together neutrally, do not give in to bribes or your own
personal gain for any matter! Let the internet be! Leave it the way it is and keep the cyber market free!

------------------------------ Email 3,759 ------------------------------

From: ashleyhiggs
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello!

I just read an article that suggests the FCC could be changing their position on net neutrality, and I felt the need to voice
my opinion on the matter to someone who could do something about it. Allowing internet providers to offer a "fast lane"
 for companies willing to pay will ultimately trickle down to customers, resulting in much higher costs to us, and set a
scary precedent.

Thank you for taking the time to read this note, and for your help in keeping the internet, to paraphrase Obama circa
2007, a place of incredible equality.

Respectfully,
Ashley Higginbotham

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 3,760 ------------------------------

From: gspncm
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 9:54
Subject: Internet Neutrality
It is impossible to consider the internet as anything BUT a utility and therefore properly regulated.

Can you imagine any business being conducted without it? Commerce, and communication in general, could better
survive without telephone service than internet service.

Geoff

------------------------------ Email 3,761 ------------------------------

From: crywalt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:54
Subject: Start Doing Your Job

Dear Mr. Wheeler:

To quote Nilay Patel, "The internet is a utility, there is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans,
 all internet providers should be treated equally, and the FCC is doing a miserably ineffective job."

Corporations could never have given us the Internet, and they blew it off for many, many years. And then when it
clearly outclassed them in the mid-1990s, corporations tried to take it over. It didn't work, the Internet was too open, too
free, and consumers had too much control over the delivery devices known as PCs. For the past twenty years
corporations have been working on co-opting the Internet so they could sell it back to us, and I think they may succeed.

The FCC, whose charter expressly charges it with protecting consumers, should be leading the way in promoting a free
and open internet for every American.  That's your job.  Start doing it.

        Sincerely,
        Christopher Rywalt

------------------------------ Email 3,762 ------------------------------

From: ms.jdstaton
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Janiece Staton

------------------------------ Email 3,763 ------------------------------

From: dreagan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:57
Subject: Title II Reclassification For The Internet
Good Morning,

I just want to add my voice to the thousands of others trying to protect the basic freedoms of the Internet. Please take
steps to dismantle and at least partially regulate the consumer-crushing monopoly that Comcast, Verizon, and AT&T
have on the broadband internet market right now. Reclassify broadband internet access as a Title II telecommunications
service.

Thank you,

David Reagan

Production Engineer

Swiss Precision Machining

7550 N. Oak Park Rd.

Niles, IL 60714

P. 847-647-7111

F. 847-647-7110

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,764 ------------------------------

From: jose
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:57
Subject: Regarding the Net Neutrality Proposal
Hello,
     I am writing to voice my opisition to the Net Neautrality proposal you have recently been associated with. Please
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STOP this proposal and ABANDON regulation of the internet. You realize that if something like this is placed into
effect, it will lead younger generations away from supporting this regime/government. DO NOT REGULATE THE
INTERNET.

Regards,
Jose Briseno

------------------------------ Email 3,765 ------------------------------

From: diegareyes.mail
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler,

Keep Net Neutrality. Stop trying to reclassify the internet. People use it to email, video chat, and anything else that
requires communication with anyone around the world. The key word is communication. The fact that you feel that
companies can limit who you communicate with is an infringement on our rights. We the people should have a right to
access all avenues available to us through the internet, without prejudice. How will low-income families cope? By
allowing companies to place limitations and requiring customers to pay more for certain “streaming”, you are making
sure that our American children don’t get access to many educational tools. You are also encouraging unemployment
and censorship. I am sure you are asking how that is possible, right? In today’s time, there are many college students
taking only online classes. Online classes obviously requires the student to have access to certain internet websites.
Also, children today have homework that requires them to go into many websites for research and activities. If the
parent can’t afford to pay the extra money they are being charged, how will this child get equal education to other
children and not be discriminated against because of his or her economic status? Many jobs today only take online
applications from prospective employees and many do interviews through online streaming. How will someone get a
job, if they have no money to pay extra for the access to that particular website? Even the Affordable Care Act takes
application through a website , which is more convenient for the citizens of today. What makes you so sure that
companies won't charge more to access these important websites like HealthCare.gov, HHS.gov or fbi.gov.  If the
internet wasn’t a good source of communication, people wouldn’t use it. As for censorship, we are human beings who
have a right to be well informed. We shouldn’t have a company controlling what we are exposed to. By allowing
companies to limit or excessively charge for certain websites, you are allowing the precedence for future technology to
be abused by companies.

Sincerely,
Diega Reyes
Angry Taxpayer who’s money pays your salaries to look out for me (the consumer) and not them (the companies)

P.S. Stop promoting revolving door politics. I hope to never see your name in the Comcast executive list or lobbyist list
Mr. Wheeler.

------------------------------ Email 3,766 ------------------------------

From: furashgary
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Gary Furash (  writes:

I would ask that you stop the plan to create a 2-speed internet. It is unfair to the country, who has paid for the expanded
internet infrastructure as a whole, and would disadvantage the average consumer, all to ensure lining the pockets of
already rich companies.
------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,767 ------------------------------

From: sardermt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:58
Subject: internet is a essential commodity and true net neutrality critical
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I encourage you and the FCC board to ensure and regulate for true net neutrality on the internet.   The internet is as
critical to the infrastructure of our country.

In the past five years I have lived in Madison, WI, Fishtail, MT and Phoenix, AZ.  The difference in basic access to and
efficiency of the internet from the metropolitan areas and the rural area was stark.

If the FCC allows an additional pay to play component to the internet it will exacerbate the digital divide.

Please represent the people of the United States, not companies and their share holders with well-funded lobbying
groups.

Best regards
Linda Sanders
406-426-1551

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 3,768 ------------------------------

From: darrell.gibsonjr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 9:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would like to encourage Chairman Wheeler to throw support behind net neutrality. I believe the openness of the
internet should be protected by law from the legislated branch of our government. I understand that upgrades to the
network must come from somewhere. I also understand that all costs will be passed on to consumers no matter where
that funding comes from. Let the telecommunication companies with their huge profits and unwieldy cable packages
pay for the upgrades. They continue to provide CEOs and management with pay packages that border on criminal. Let
them partake in conscious capitalism. Capitalism that helps the people that buy the products. Let them pay employees
enough to not be below the poverty line. Let them give the consumers the choice of services they want.

We the United States of America, the greatest country of modern times, pioneered the internet. Now we rank a shameful
 35th in the world in internet speeds. If the telecommunications companies would invest in the long haul. The cost of
upgrading the network today would certainly payoff in the long run. The telecommunications industry needs to be sat in
a chair and see that what they are doing is shameful to America's future.

Please support net neutrality, true net neutrality, for the good of students, families, schools, businesses, and most
importantly for our great country.

Darrell Gibson Jr
mailto:
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Forget yourself for others and others won't forget you.

------------------------------ Email 3,769 ------------------------------

From: mitchellcharlesstehlin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mitchell Stehlin (  writes:

"The FCC is now considering new rules that tear down the fundamental principle of net neutrality."

You've got to be kidding me, Tom Wheeler. You are causing many Americans to become very angry. You, as a corrupt
FCC chairman/cable industry lobbyist, are threatening to destroy the sanctity of the Internet as we know it for reasons I
cannot begin to comprehend. I'm not sure if you've noticed, but our country, and the world; run on the Internet. It is our
lifeblood. The Internet is a protocol, an agreement. THE INTERNET IS A UTILITY. The Internet consists of dumb
pipes. By adding value to the Internet, you are lowering the value of the Internet. Let me introduce you to the 3 virtues
of the Internet, Tom:
1. No one owns it.
2. Everyone can use it.
3. Anyone can improve it.

When you let big corporations prioritize internet traffic, you are destroying the quality of any service that isn't shelling
out the big bucks to good guy Comcast (good guy, that's a joke, Tom. Just so you know). Let me put it in words you
should be able to understand, Tom: Services (Facebook, Netflix, etc.) will have to lobby the ISP's to get fair treatment of
 their users traffic. That's not fair, Tom. That doesn't create competition, Tom. That would make it hard for an ISP to
enter the market, Tom. Sometimes I wonder if we would be in this mess if you weren't a former lobbyist, if you weren't
corrupted by money. Many other countries had no problem adopting net neutrality rules that promote competition and a
high quality of service, why can't we? Oh, that's right, because we have an incompetent, corrupt, technologically
illiterate FCC chairman. Don't you care about the future of our country and the Internet, Tom? Look at what the Internet
has created, we literally can't live without
  it; and up until now, it's worked perfectly with dumb pipes and no traffic prioritization. Why would you screw that up,
Tom? As much as it pains me to say this, America is counting on you, Tom. Please make the right choice. Enforce net
neutrality and in turn: Create competition, Increase quality of service, and Lower prices. You know, FIGHT FOR THE
CONSUMERS BECAUSE IT'S YOUR JOB.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,770 ------------------------------

From: godrex
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gary Drechsel

------------------------------ Email 3,771 ------------------------------

From: croixcrossing
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:00
Subject: Two-tiered internet
I agree with the editorial in the NYTimes, 4/25/2014. Here's the pertinent excerpt, key points in bold:

"They argue that under the “commercially reasonable” standard, the agency will be able to review deals to make sure
phone and cable companies do not abuse their market power (in most markets, there are only one or two service
providers). But the proposal does not meaningfully prevent discrimination; it is largely a capitulation to the broadband
industry.

The commission should move in a wholly different direction. It should decide to classify broadband as a
telecommunications service, which would allow it to prohibit companies like Verizon and Comcast from engaging in
unjust or unreasonable discrimination."

I concur with the position the FCC should "oppose the creation of two-tiered Internet service because it offers no public
benefit, but would squelch innovation."

Peter Verstegen
600 Grandview Dr.
Hudson, Wisconsin 54016

Envoyé de mon iPad, un cadeau de ma femme.

------------------------------ Email 3,772 ------------------------------

From: joedunn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:01
Subject: We need Net Neutrality
Tom,
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Thanks for voting the right way!

Joe Dunn

  _____

TMC

The Mate Company

ISO 9001 : 2008

Joe Dunn

VP Sales & Marketing

T 415.454.5425

F 415.454.5130

E mailto:

tmcscsi.com<http://www.tmcscsi.com/> | datastoragecables.com<http://www.datastoragecables.com/>

------------------------------ Email 3,773 ------------------------------

From: carolekenosha
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Carole Grant-Fogarty (  writes:

The pay to play proposal must not go through!  It provides access for the rich and leaves the smaller, less wealthy "out
in the cold."It takes neutralitiy out of the process.  Stop undermining the democratic process by using your position at
the FCC to further political power to the few and away from the people of this country.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,774 ------------------------------

From: marrscar001
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:02
Subject: In support of Net neutrality
I am writing this message in support of net neutrality. I believe the FCC has been failing recently in its directive to
protect the interest of the consumer, particularly in the area of broadband internet.

I believe that the FCC should classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service," which will allow
internet service providers to be regulated in a way that will be much more fair to the consumer. Large internet provides
are operating in a way that is very monopolistic, and I believe it is unconstitutional. I want there to be fair competition
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in the area of broadband internet service, and I want the United States to be on par with the rest of the developed world
in terms of broadband internet provision.

Carl Marrs

------------------------------ Email 3,775 ------------------------------

From: donaldbradford
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

As far as I can tell your proposed rules for net neutrality is another cave in to big business and a blow to the consumer.
How it can be read otherwise is a mystery to me.

Donald Bradford
Palm Springs, CA

------------------------------ Email 3,776 ------------------------------

From: neoverse
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:03
Subject: Fast lane
I don't have to pay for premium electricity. Why should I have to pay for a fast lane on an essential service? And as a
consumer, I will have to pay as companies jack up their prices to compensate.

How is it that a country like Sweden can offer superior internet service at a quarter of the price without the need for a
fast lane? This is bowing to corporate interests over the needs of the American people.

We already pay internet providers for service. If you think companies like comcast will stop at a fast lane then you are
out of your minds. Frankly, these kinds of changes are a threat to democracy. That you can't take the long view is
disturbing or maybe you do and the American people are a secondary interest. This is the message you are broadcasting
to the American people. It's outrageous that the FCC is acting not on behalf of the American people but that of corporate
 interests. If the FCC has declined into a state of weakness by design then you are doing a hell of a job.

What we do here echoes around the world.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 3,777 ------------------------------

From: tavicoe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
As a website designer, I am always on the lookout for news about net neutrality. However, I do fear at this point that I
will need to shut down my sites because I can not afford to pay for it. In fact, I just announced that I am no longer able
to guarantee that my sites will be up once the proposal was finalized. Now I am not an anti-government, competitor of
the ISP. In fact, the two websites I do is for a local band as well as for a local church. With this new proposal, it really
does feel that it was tailored for the ISPs and not the consumer because I would not feel this way if it was for the
consumer.
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--
Ellison Tavico
Website: www.rocainmovible.com<http://www.rocainmovible.com> |
www.iddpchelsea.org<http://www.iddpchelsea.org>
Email: mailto:
Fax: 1-(270)-913-5910
Cell: 1-(617)-913-5910

------------------------------ Email 3,778 ------------------------------

From: justin.russell.az
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:05
Subject: Please don't allow ISP's to control the content I can access on the  Internet
Good morning,

Please carefully consider any Net Neutrality rulings that would allow Internet Service Providers to discriminate against
content on the internet. The recently proposed changes to Net Neutrality would kill competitiveness and potentially the
start up / small business growth on the internet (one of the largest contributors to the American economy).

Thank you,
Justin Russell

------------------------------ Email 3,779 ------------------------------

From: chris.dildy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:06
Subject: Case-by-case basis for pay-to-play agreements
Mr. Wheeler,

Free speech is not regulated on a case-by-case basis, neither should the internet.  Your agency is effectively driving up
the cost of the internet for the consumer more than the ISP’s already have.  Given the cozy relationship the FCC has
with all the various cable and telecom lobbying groups.  I am not surprised.

The United States of America – A country where the haves rule over the have-nots.  Give us your money have-nots!

R.I.P. – The Free and Open Internet

Christopher Dildy
Telecommunications Specialist
Information Technology Services
Texas Department of Insurance
(512) 804-4984
Email: mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,780 ------------------------------

From: six20five
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:07
Subject: We Must Classify ISPs as Title II Common Carriers
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Dear Mr. Wheeler,

The proposal to let Internet service providers pay for faster service would stifle the free flow of information, lead to
higher prices for consumers and most importantly discourage technological innovation. Our free and open Internet has
made invaluable contributions to democracy both here in the United States and around the world. Whether you are rich,
poor, young or old, the Internet allows all people to seek out information and communicate globally. We must not turn
over our democracy to the highest bidder.

Thank you for your attention.

Cesar Hermoza
New Jersey

------------------------------ Email 3,781 ------------------------------

From: scottestewart0101
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:08
Subject: Open Internet
To: Open Internet Committee
Re: Comments on Open Internet Order
Date: 4/25/2014

I'm writing to you to day regarding the new proposed Open Internet Order rules, and how it will affect every day
consumers. There are multiple points of interest with the new internet order, and what it will mean to the millions of
Americans and visitors to the nation. First, I'd like to give you a brief background of my knowledge with technology and
 it's application to how I interact with the internet.

I grew up in rural Kentucky. I still am a resident of Kentucky. I remember the days that AT&T was busted up and
became BellSouth. Though college, I studied Information Systems and now am a network circuitry designer for an
internet/telephone company. The following comments however are my own.

When the previous FCC introduced the 2010 Open Internet Order, it was at a time when broadband was a dream to
many outside city limits. Bandwidth at 3Mb DSL was still the dream of many who would welcome new development by
 carriers and cable companies offering 5 or 10M connections. At that time, mobile carriers were still building 3G
services to their consumers. The iPhone had been released two years before, and AT&T's network was crippled with
saturated bandwidth. Users could purchase unlimited data plans with their mobile carriers and data caps on wired
broadband did not exist. Online gaming was limited as well, due to poor broadband development and wireline carriers
refusing to build out DSL to consumers beyond city limits. VoiP was still being developed, and only reliable over a
cable connection of 5M or higher. The open internet order was a loosely enforced, regulate yourselves mentality, and
the FCC was a stand by observer. This has been the case in many instances over the years, by the carriers with the most
spectrum and lobbying expenses. Including but not limited to:

AT&T Moblie blocking Skype video calling

AT&T forcing consumers to data capped plans with overage fees to use Facetime

Multiple carriers discriminating against internet tethering

AT&T discriminating against the deaf by blocking competing companies services such as Apple's Facetime

Wireless carrier throttling of traffic by AT&T, Verizon, and T-Mobile
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Messaging rate fixing by AT&T and Verizon by forcing customers into 20$ unlimited texting plans, when text
messaging traffic was moving to OTT data messaging services

Eroded competition in the market, limiting rural citizens to the mobile carrier duopoly of AT&T/Verizon with exactly
the same pricing scheme

Broadband billing meters that have been proven to not work

Fast forward to where we are now. We consumers are now being given a new order, that entirely excludes mobile
carriers from the Open Internet Order. We're being told that we consumers will need to choose which services we decide
 to use that are partnered with a carrier, in order to not be billed outrageous overage fees due to the high cost of
broadband where the ILECs have abandoned development of wireline services. The USF funds are not helping
consumers gain access to wireline broadband, but they're lining the pockets of carriers with public money. Recently it
was found that a southern telephone company bought a Lamborghini with USF money! ??The USF fund has been given
to the wireline carriers for years with broken promises of fiber optic to homes and businesses. Just last week, New
Jersey let Verizon off the hook for their promise to build FiOS to all of the state's residents. Verizon took public money
to do this, and the FCC and PSC's let them steal money from the public? AT&T (Former South Western Bell) promised
the state of Texas fiber to every home back in the 90's!

AT&T is looking to sell off their un-upgraded DSL to the highest bidder, while still taking USF money. AT&T only
wants to be a wireless carrier. The FCC continues to turn a blind eye as the carriers gouge consumers with higher rates,
unchecked metered data overages, longer wait times for repairs to wireline services, and lower quality of reliable
service.

Furthermore, the commission continues to be made up of former lobbyists from the CTIA and NCTA. How is the public
 to trust an agency that writes rules that pander to friends at lobbying firms?

Ignoring mobile internet from the new order will bring a world of trouble to consumers, and the FCC knows this.
Services have been blocked in the past even with the previous order. This is only going to get worse as the commission
ignores the shift of services to mobile. If the carrier mobile networks are so fragile, why are they offering businesses
40Gb plans on cellular to replace their traditonal T1 services? Or as a permanent backup solution?

It makes no sense that the FCC would continue to turn a blind eye to the shift in the markets and not regulate mobile
carriers, and ISPs are Title 2. I urge the commission to re-evaluate the destructive nature of what they are proposing
very soon.

Scott Stewart
230 McGowan Station Rd
Princeton KY, 42445

------------------------------ Email 3,782 ------------------------------

From: moorbey713
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
james harris

------------------------------ Email 3,783 ------------------------------

From: dytarassov
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 10:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
To the FCC Commissioners,

As a proud American, I would like to voice my disagreement with your decision to allow ISP priority internet service.
The internet and it's inherent equity has been a foundation for freedom of speech in the new world.  We have seen
revolutions take place from simple free speech expressed over the internet. This new rule will undoubtedly hinder all the
 progress we have seen in the worldwide push for equality and freedom. I ask that you please reconsider this rule for the
sake of free society and coming generations. It is a dark day for freedom when the greatest tool for free speech is being
fitted for handcuffs.

Regards,
Dennis Tarassov, concerned American citizen

------------------------------ Email 3,784 ------------------------------

From: awilliams222
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:15
Subject: No two speed internet
Your rules will allow the rich to control everything. First they have gained control of the election process. With your
rules they will be able to buy the internet. Keep the internet open so we can have free speech.

We do not need a government by the rich and for the rich.

Arlene Williams

------------------------------ Email 3,785 ------------------------------

From: steve
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:19
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Subject: Opposed to new rules
To the FCC:

I am opposed to the rules proposed by Chairman Wheeler.  I support reclassification of Internet services as utilities.

I have been using the Internet since it was the Darpanet.  I was a software developer in the early days and am now a
lawyer.  I live in a rural area and am completely dependent on the Internet for my business and much of our
entertainment.

I believe strongly in the virtues of the free-market system when it works.  However, it works only when set up in a
manner where there is a reasonably level playing field.  Here in my small, island town, the local grocer has bought all of
 the buildings that could house a grocery store.  He is willing to lease these buildings, but of course not to a competitor.
Consequently we pay a premium for inferior products.

The Internet is dominated by a small number of players most of whom have monopolies.  We have almost no choice in
last-mile providers, and cannot influence how traffic is routed on the Internet.  If our cable company decides to give one
product, say Netflix, an advantage, then other products that I use will suffer.

The Internet is as important to us as electricity and water.  It is a utility in our dependence on it.  It should be regulated
as a utility.  The beauty of the Internet is that, if the infrastructure is regulated as a utility, the providers and consumers
of the information conveyed on that infrastructure will have that all-important level playing field on which to compete.

We consumers will not benefit from the proposed rules.  The new rules will instead create monopolies.  It will allow a
company like Netflix to buy all of the buildings in town in order to squelch competition.  Please do not pass the
proposed rules.

                Stephen A. Brandli

                2397 Turn Point Rd.

                Friday Harbor, WA  98250

                (360) 378-5544

------------------------------ Email 3,786 ------------------------------

From: johnjdavidson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:19
Subject: Net neutrality- against the FCC new policy
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Dear FCC,

I am writing in support of open net neutrality and against the new proposed rules that FCC released on April 24, 2014.
Giving companies the ability to pay or regulate the speed of content/bandwidth over the internet and the cable/fiber lines
 that carry the content will be hurtful for competition, innovation, and raise the cost of use for customers.

The internet and the lines that carry it should be regulated like a utility and the internet should remain an open platform
for all.

John D

--

John Davidson
Associate Director of Development, CU Denver
University of Colorado
t 303315-2094 | c 303-562-4900

------------------------------ Email 3,787 ------------------------------

From: toddc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:19
Subject: open internet
Keeping the internet open is easy! Stop trying to regulate it!!   The idea currently proposed to allow ISP's to charge for
superior service is just another way for the rich to get richer and it promotes the delivery of poor internet service so the
ISP's can upsell to their clients. this will not only  make the internet as a whole much worse but it will put a hindrance
on smaller e-commerce sites that can not afford to pay for preferential treatment. it is essential that we maintain net
neutrality for a fare and open internet!

Thank you
Todd Cannon

------------------------------ Email 3,788 ------------------------------

From: kevin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:19
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality, Please
To Whom it May Concern,

I am writing to ask you to preserve Net Neutrality, and not implement
your proposed new rules allowing a special access, paid, internet fast
lane.

Your proposed new rules will harm the human citizens of America who
depend upon the diverse perspectives afforded by an open internet to be
well informed participants in our democracy.

  The lack of regulation over ISP's or competition between ISP's has
already resulted in high prices and slow service for American citizens
compared with other developed western countries. Furthermore, Comcast's
recent shakedown of Netflix and Netflix subsequent price hike shows what
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is likely to happen if your new rules take effect.

We citizens depend upon the FCC to protect our interests and the ideals
of our Founders, and your new rules harm both.

Separately, as someone who runs two small but culturally significant
websites, your new rules threaten to push the years of work I've done
onto the internet's back burner and into obscurity.

Thank you for your consideration, and again, I ask you to please
preserve net neutrality.

Yours Sincerely,

Kevin Sudeith

------------------------------ Email 3,789 ------------------------------

From: pmwarren
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:20
Subject: net neutrality
FCC COMMISSIONERS.
We should not have pay-to-play routes on the internet.  This proposal should be defeated.
keep net neutrality.
this change to pay-for-preferential speed is odious and should be stopped.
peter m. warren
619 west 38 street
san pedro CA 90731

------------------------------ Email 3,790 ------------------------------

From: bzipprich
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:22
Subject: Please maintain net neutrality
Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing to express my serious concern regarding the FCC’s proposed rules to allow Internet service providers to
charge content providers for “fast lanes” through the Internet. This is no different than placing tolls on the Internet – the
cost of which will ultimately be passed onto consumers and small businesses, who are already paying an arm and a leg
to those same ISPs for broadband internet access.

Beyond being bad for consumers, this is also deeply troubling from an innovation and competition standpoint. Imagine
how much more difficult it will be for the Netflixes and Googles of tomorrow to compete with today’s established
players if, in addition to raising dollars to get their ideas off the ground, they now also need capital to pay Internet tolls
to ensure equally fast connections. This will stifle competition and hurt innovation.
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If the reason the FCC is considering allowing this is because of recent court rulings, then the FCC has a fiduciary
responsibility on behalf of the public to lobby Congress for the authority to regulate and ensure net neutrality.

Finally, what concerns me most about these proposed rules are the corruption they suggest. I have no doubt that if the
FCC ends net neutrality, all of the commissioners who vote in favor can expect lucrative “consulting” roles in the
telecommunications industry afterwards. I sincerely hope that’s not part of the commissioners’ motivation here, even
subconsciously.

Please stand up for the consumers you were appointed to represent and maintain net neutrality.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Bernie Zipprich

172 West 81st Street, Apt. 4a

New York, NY 10024

(914) 224 5193 m

------------------------------ Email 3,791 ------------------------------

From: classicrockfm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:24
Subject: Proposed "Open Internet" Rules
Chairman Wheeler:

Your proposed "Open Internet" rules that allow ISPs to offer a paid "fast lane" to content providers will only favor
companies with the deepest pockets, costs that will be passed onto consumers.  This will create a tiered internet where
either consumers pay more for content and speed or get left behind.  There is nothing neutral about it.  This is
discrimination, not neutrality.

The FCC really needs to rule that ISPs are common carriers. This would easily resolve all issues.

Thank you.

Daniel Kelley
1118 Ontario Street
Lansing, MI 48915

mailto:
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------------------------------ Email 3,792 ------------------------------

From: nickbr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:25
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,
I am writing in the hopes that you can help.  I urge you to do what you can to block the proposed merger between
Comcast and Time Warner Cable.  This merger would mean terrible things for competition and consumers.
Additionally, please help to reclassify these providers as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act
of 1934 so they will be unable to alter data and keep the Internet the great thing that it is.
With much respect I thank you for your time.
Best regards,
Nick

------------------------------ Email 3,793 ------------------------------

From: ecvl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
EDWARD CIACCIO

------------------------------ Email 3,794 ------------------------------

From: dclemmer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:27
Subject: Keep the internet open

------------------------------ Email 3,795 ------------------------------

From: cynnerss
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:28
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cynthia Seman

------------------------------ Email 3,796 ------------------------------

From: kcs
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:28
Subject: Please Preserve Net Neutrality
To Whom it May Concern,

I am writing to ask you to preserve Net Neutrality, and not implement
your proposed new rules allowing a special access, paid, internet fast
lane.

Your proposed new rules will harm the human citizens of America who
depend upon the diverse perspectives afforded by an open internet to be
well informed participants in our democracy.

The lack of regulation over ISP's or competition between ISP's has
already resulted in high prices and slow service for American citizens
compared with other developed western countries. Furthermore, Comcast's
recent shakedown of Netflix and Netflix subsequent price hike shows what
is likely to happen if your new rules take effect.

We citizens depend upon the FCC to protect our interests and the ideals
of our Founders, and your new rules harm both.

Separately, as someone who runs two small but culturally significant
websites, your new rules threaten to push the years of work I've done
onto the Internet’s back burner and into obscurity.

Thank you for your consideration, and again, please preserve net neutrality.

Yours Sincerely,

Kevin Sudeith
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------------------------------ Email 3,797 ------------------------------

From: nyc.womack
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:29
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Judith Womack (  writes:

I am screaming to the top of my lungs! The FCC just carried out one of the biggest Mafia hits seen since the Sopranos.
How in God's name could you sell out regular Internet users, small start-ups and not-for-profits?
The Internet was not invented by TV networks, cablers, Wall Street types. It was a "government" thing…our
government…the one we paid for. If anything, ISPs like Comcast, TWC, Verizon should be forking over money to
taxpayers. The Internet is pumped into our homes like water or electricity. It's not an extravagance like a Porsche or the
Graff Pink diamond.
The FCC should be brought up on charges of malfeasance!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,798 ------------------------------

From: raromii
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ralph dunn

------------------------------ Email 3,799 ------------------------------

From: justin.l.werner
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 10:30
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Subject: Net neutrality
Sirs and Ma'am,

I am writing to state my strong opposition to anything other than full Net Neutrality.  The proposal of allowing ISP's to
monetize prioritization of traffic is not in the public's best interests.   The big ISP's are already awash with money and
power, and allowing them to gain even more at the expense of the American people is not what you were appointed to
do.

ISP's  are utilities.  We should no more tolerate an ISP deciding which network traffic is sent or received - or the
prioritization of it - than we would tolerate a telephone company deciding which phone calls we send or receive.

The Internet has long since become a vital part of the everyday lives of most Americans.  If the big ISP's were not
effectively monopolies, I would be less concerned about proposals currently on the table.  Competition and market
forces could possibly mitigate the negative effects of allowing the ISP's to have such control over traffic.  However, in
the real world, people do not have multiple choices for network service, and we are fully impacted by any control by
them of a utility which is critical to our everyday lives.

Other countries are embracing Net Neutrality.   We should be doing the right thing and embracing it, too.

Justin L Werner

------------------------------ Email 3,800 ------------------------------

From: justin.l.werner
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 10:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Sirs and Ma'am,

I am writing to state my strong opposition to anything other than full Net Neutrality.  The proposal of allowing ISP's to
monetize prioritization of traffic is not in the public's best interests.   The big ISP's are already awash with money and
power, and allowing them to gain even more at the expense of the American people is not what you were appointed to
do.

ISP's  are utilities.  We should no more tolerate an ISP deciding which network traffic is sent or received - or the
prioritization of it - than we would tolerate a telephone company deciding which phone calls we send or receive.

The Internet has long since become a vital part of the everyday lives of most Americans.  If the big ISP's were not
effectively monopolies, I would be less concerned about proposals currently on the table.  Competition and market
forces could possibly mitigate the negative effects of allowing the ISP's to have such control over traffic.  However, in
the real world, people do not have multiple choices for network service, and we are fully impacted by any control by
them of a utility which is critical to our everyday lives.

Other countries are embracing Net Neutrality.   We should be doing the right thing and embracing it, too.

Justin L Werner
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------------------------------ Email 3,801 ------------------------------

From: casorensen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I urge the FCC to preserve net neutrality. There are enough things stacked against the little guy.

Thank you,

Chris Sorensen

------------------------------ Email 3,802 ------------------------------

From: markxm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark King

------------------------------ Email 3,803 ------------------------------

From: rtlegg
To:

Ajit.Pai@fcc.
gov
Date: 4/25/2014 10:33
Subject: Broadband Access as Title II
Commissioners,

The continual steps being taken to undermine net neutrality endanger our prosperity and impose our freedoms.
Broadband access needs to be reclassified as a Title II Telecommunications Service, or providers need to be classified as
 common carriers. It falls to you to prevent the monopolization and limitation of digital speech, please reclassify
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broadband providers to prevent them imposing on our rights.

Robert Legg

------------------------------ Email 3,804 ------------------------------

From: ahoukal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,
I'm sure by now you've received your share of communication regarding the proposed changes to "net neutrality"
guidelines.  I feel compelled to add my voice to the (hopefully ever-expanding) crowd that says:  please don't let
corporate interests run this country.  The idea that all content is equal and that all users should have equal access to this
content is part of what has made the internet such a unique and rapidly changing medium.

How would the new guidelines be beneficial for your average citizen?  By allowing ISPs to charge content providers,
you are sending the wrong message:
(a) that commercial interests should be allowed preferential treatment
(b) that money is more important than content
(c) that corporate america has once again prevailed over the interests of the general public.

I strongly urge you to reconsider what net neutrality means to the future of open content and communication and to the
future of this great nation.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Adam Houkal

------------------------------ Email 3,805 ------------------------------

From: robertwelch75
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Welch
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------------------------------ Email 3,806 ------------------------------

From: aharlib
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amy Harlib

------------------------------ Email 3,807 ------------------------------

From: narzun0ff
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mike Samu

------------------------------ Email 3,808 ------------------------------
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From: mmggbbcc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:39
Subject: Comments on Proposed Internet Access Speed Proposals

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing to comment upon the proposal to allow different access speeds for different content providers.

I am strongly against this.

If you keep the current arrangement the situation would be completely clear and simple - everything and everyone has
equal access and no additional costs accrue to anyone.  The only losers would be the internet providers who would get
less income.

If you move towards a tiered access speed system:

*       You would have to implement a system that would be complex and could not be objective.  This will involve
creating much more bureaucracy, more staff, more reviews, more appeals, greater legal costs and the potential for the
review process to be expanded almost indefinitely
*       You will increase costs to the public as any fees that the internet providers will charge will be passed on to the
users
*       You will stifle competitiveness relative to new companies attempting to compete with established companies that
are paying for faster access to the internet
*       Many people and organizations would be penalized by having to pay fees to the internet companies or pay
increased subscriptions to some providers and the overall access speed on the internet would be reduced.  The only
"winners" would be the internet companies.

Perhaps a useful analogy would be if the public built roads and some people were able to use a high speed lane (if they
pay) while everyone else had to be confined to the "slow" lane.  The internet companies make more than adequate
profits at the moment and cannot show a need for additional income.

I hope that you will maintain the current situation where everyone and every organization is treated equally in terms of
internet access and internet speed.

Regards

Martin

Martin Gollin

610 688 4168

------------------------------ Email 3,809 ------------------------------

From: jf.lichtmalerei
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:40
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeannette Fischer

------------------------------ Email 3,810 ------------------------------

From: michael.j.erdman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:41
Subject: Opposition to Proposed Open Internet Rule
To Whom It May Concern,

Over the years since it became widespread, one of the great benefits of the internet is that the connection to whatever
website you wished to visit was only inhibited by the physicial properties of the connection. The recently proposed rule
to allow ISP's to charge more for certain sites to have "faster" access is a terrible idea and a complete reversal of the
open spirit of the internet. It takes away the power from the consumer to decide which services they would like to use by
 allowing the ISP to charge certain websites for "fast" connections. American ISPs already have a rather pathetic
definition of a "fast" connection, and as the internet evolves and more speed becomes necessary, it will quickly inhibit
new companies and technologies from having unrestricted access to consumers. I urge the FCC to reclassify ISPs as a
Title II entity. My water/electric providers do not get to decide whether to provide water/electricity based on what type
of

faucet/refrigerator I own, why should the internet be any different?

- Mike Erdman

------------------------------ Email 3,811 ------------------------------

From: rosella.tony
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:43
Subject: Title II
I support net neutrality. I support title II
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------------------------------ Email 3,812 ------------------------------

From: dedelman1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:44
Subject: FCC Proposal
Mr. Wheeler,
  I am writing to express my extreme opposition to the FCC's proposal on creating a tiered system of broadband speed.
The vast majority of the public opposes such a proposal, as does President Obama.  Such a system gives broadband
providers too much power over competition and grants them the ability to gain unfair profit over a system built on
significant public investment.

I urge you to reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service.  This would assure consumer fairness in addition to
fostering competition.

Sincerely,
Daniel Edelman

------------------------------ Email 3,813 ------------------------------

From: pete126
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:44
Subject: Keep Net neutrality
I oppose plans that would allow companies to charge for higher speeds for different companies on the Internet.
I believe the principle that all content is equal is of vital importance and should be maintained.

Peter Adams
1170 Gault Way
Sparks, NV 89431

------------------------------ Email 3,814 ------------------------------

From: kstark21
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:46
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
I believe the FCC should take action to preserve net neutrality by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunication
service. There are a dozen reasons why the FCC should act to preserve net neutrality and only one reason why they
shouldn't. You are already aware of why this would be the right choice for consumers and for maintaining innovation in
the IT field so I will not pointlessly list out what you already know. I am an informed voter who pays attention to
technology issues and although your position isn't an elected one, you were appointed by someone who was elected.

Kevin Stark

------------------------------ Email 3,815 ------------------------------

From: dollarel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:47
Subject: I believe in Net Neutrality
I believe in Net Neutrality
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Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 3,816 ------------------------------

From: amor yalegria
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
lindaa hughes

------------------------------ Email 3,817 ------------------------------

From: r.kingcaid
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Renee Kingcaid
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------------------------------ Email 3,818 ------------------------------

From: timothybracken
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 10:48
Subject: Complaint - Net Neutrality rules
I'm writing to object to the proposed rules scheduled for a vote on May 15, 2014.

I object to the proposal that internet service providers would be able to charge certain sites or services for preferential
traffic treatment if the ISPs' discrimination is "commercially reasonable."

I'm also greatly concerned by the fact that Chairman Tom Wheeler is a former lobbyist for the cable and wireless
industry. This is a clear conflict of interest.

Internet access is already way too expensive -- Americans pay more for high-speed internet than places like the UK and
South Korea, where there is competition between ISPs, hence drastically lower cost to consumers in those countries.

I will offer my own situation as an example: I live in Baltimore, MD -- I need access to high-speed internet for the work
that I do, but I can barely afford it, because Comcast is the ONLY option I have for the internet speeds that I require to
get my work done. That is a monopoly, and should not stand. The proposed rules will only make that problem WORSE,
not better, and will affect EVERY consumer -- And I would argue would ultimately affect the overall economy in a
VERY negative way. More people can't afford internet access, more people opt out of buying said services, people can't
work/communicate, unemployment goes up, income inequality grows...It's not difficult to envision the multitude of
negative consequences of the proposed rules, because the examples I've just listed are already happening to some degree
 with current lack of regulations on ISPs -- I find it difficult to believe that the Chairman or any of his colleagues might
not envision these problems getting worse under the proposed new rules.

The internet has reached the point where it is -- indisputably -- a utility. Every person who expects to work and live in
today's society requires some kind of internet connection, and the new rules scheduled to be voted on will not only
continue to make internet access more expensive for everyone, but also make it extremely difficult for new companies
to enter the marketplace -- Hence possibly preventing the next Facebook, Reddit, Instagram, or any other info service
that started from basically nothing.

The American people deserve to have not only competition when it comes to ISPs, but also fair and equal access to the
internet marketplace.

Sincerely,
Tim Bracken

------------------------------ Email 3,819 ------------------------------

From: gordonplocher
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 10:48
Subject: YES on Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman and Commissioners,

Please do not gut Net Neutrality. The US already lags behind much of the developed world in terms of Internet speed
and access. Please do not reduce our already diminished Internet speed and access in favor of giant corporations who
wield power and influence. Our nation is already awash in oligarchic favoritism. If greater Internet speeds fall solely
into the hands of giant corporations then the voices of the many will once again be drowned out by the profit motives of
the few.

What you are considering is reprehensible. And under a Democratic president, no less! Shameful!

I came across the following while perusing this very subject (on what's left of the open access Internet). The decisions
you are making regarding the future of Internet access and speed privileges are every bit as historical and weighty as
what is presented below. Please be mindful that the decisions you make ought to benefit the nation as a whole, and not
just benefit a wealthy few.

o    During the Oklahoma Land Run of 1889, there were no special "carve-outs" for people of wealth.  Every participant
started racing at the sound of the starter's gun.

o    When railroads were built, there were special coaches for first class, but they were part of the same train, going at
the same speed, along the same route, to the same destination.

o    While the rich can buy their own jet aircraft, the Air Traffic Control system that manages all aircraft in the skies
give no special treatment to the jet aircraft, nor the lone pilot in a Piper Cub.

o    When Eisenhower created the Interstate Highway system, he did not mandate special travel lanes for trucks or
limousines; all traffic uses the same routes.

In light of the above you ought to be doing everything in your power to expand net Neutrality and not restrict it. This is
our Information Superhighway. Let's keep it democratized.

Best regards,

-Gordon Plocher

------------------------------ Email 3,820 ------------------------------

From: lagrangepoint
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:49
Subject: open net
Sir:
If Comcast is allowed to control the finances of the internet in the
form of higher charges for data speed and less concern for the small
user such as myself, then I will have to return to "statements in the
mail" from my banks. Statements in the mail for any formal
communication. I am very happy that I did not start filing my tax return
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over the internet. Non-essential communication is all it will be worth
to me. I have even returned to "two disk in the mail" from Netflix. I
see Netflix is already "paying to play" for the high speed. Too bad.

Richard Woodruff
Indian River County, Florida

---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

------------------------------ Email 3,821 ------------------------------

From: jamesfstewartjr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:49
Subject: A Voice AGAINST the Two Tier Internet Proposals
I realize it is a complicated problem with complicated issues to be addressed, but I do not want content providers to be
able to purchase or "afford" higher speed delivery or special preferential handling..

Treat the Internet as the single ubiquitous backbone that it is now and force the ISPs to continue to compete against each
 other in delivering better and better services to their customers.

James Stewart
New York City
917-834-4494

------------------------------ Email 3,822 ------------------------------

From: highwaterz2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:50
Subject: internet "regulation" and censorship
?As you are no doubt aware, internet access in the US is limited and censored, a sad necessity in these 'interesting'
times.

The proposed new rules allowing well-funded companies to buy 'faster' access to their sites while leaving their
competition in the dust is troubling, to say the least.  Corporate interests already interfere with any commerce they deem
 controversial (their competition) by denying those vendors Mastercard, VISA, PayPal and other payment accounts. The
 last bastions of free speech, the internet and US Postal Service, are now being commercialized and privatized, leading
to untold negative consequences.

In a country where any high school student with a $20 bill can access inexpensive heroin and other illegal drugs,
controlling free speech and commerce on the internet seems to be missing any valid purpose.

The internet is well enough regulated by market forces and various data collection agencies.  Allowing any regulation
that does other than force communications companies to even the playing field is counterproductive and downright
scary.

If these issues continue to plague commerce and free speech on the internet, expect more Americans to be questioning
why they don't have full internet access in the first place.

Perhaps it would be better to even the playing field with regulation and back off censorship that is not absolutely
necessary to national security in order to retain the illusion of free trade and free speech.  Only then will the data
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collection agencies be able to operate without public outcry.

John Hilger
03224

------------------------------ Email 3,823 ------------------------------

From: alex
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi there

This is an issue near and dear to my heart as I make my living providing
service delivered through the Internet. Internet service providers are
just that, providers. The business they are in is already extremely
lucrative and it will continue to do so as the Internet has now become a
fundamental tool in everyones lives. They are providing a service but in
no way should they be tampering with or hindering the traffic flowing
through. I would like you to classify broadband Access as a "Title II
telecommunications service.". To quote Harold Feld, "this is like a
telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get
involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

By allowing mega companies to tamper with data flow we are essentially
picking winners and losers in the online content world, stifling the
fundamental concepts of free trade and capitalism. Concepts that have
made the USA the powerhouse it is today. The internet is as necessary
for doing business as the phone was in it's day. I look forward to
hearing your thoughts and hope you will see this through.

The petition is getting rolling here if you are interested ...

https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/maintain-true-net-neutrality-protect-freedom-information-united-
states/9sxxdBgy

Cheers
Alex

------------------------------ Email 3,824 ------------------------------

From: pilotddw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:51
Subject: Internet & Net Neutrality.
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

Do not let these changes pass.

Greed 101. Why allow this choke point system to go into effect? Big money is the answer and in all likelihood it will
happen.

A net neutral internet should be set up as a national treasure like the Grand Canyon or Yellow Stone. Do no harm.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

David Watson
Savannah GA

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 3,825 ------------------------------

From: bobbi.burns
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:51
Subject: Open internet
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Regarding your proposed changes to net neutrality, I have the following comment.

The government sold the public airwaves and rights to the broadband internet to private companies for a relatively small
 amount in comparison to the revenues and profits the cable companies are making.  Therefore, the cable companies
should be required to innovate and build out the networks to support whatever bandwidth needs exist.  The cable
companies are essentially monopolies and are making enormous profits.  You were appointed by President Obama who
said, “One of the best things about the internet is that there’s an incredible equality there, and charging different rates to
different websites would destroy that principle”.   Access to the internet is too important to the public to allow private
companies the ability to charge different amounts to different content providers, as those costs will just be passed on to
the consumer.

Bobbi Burns

------------------------------ Email 3,826 ------------------------------

From: kevinericmccaffrey
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:52
Subject: RE: FCC Establishes New Inbox for Open Internet Comments
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I'm worried. I'm worried that the language you've used in "defending" net neutrality, will ultimately be the open
internet's undoing in these United States. By saying commercial arrangements must be "reasonable," or that a "basic"
level of service must be provided, you invite internet service providers like Comcast and Time Warner Cable to use
their vast resources to take advantage of that vague language.

What is to stop Comcast from deciding that "basic" usage for Netflix should be defined as having the capacity to browse
 its catalog, but not to stream its movies? What is to stop Time Warner from deciding that Netflix will have the "basic"
ability to stream shows in low resolution, but not choose the level of video quality they're paid for (both to Netflix and
their cable provider)?

Basic needs to be defined as use without limitations. A "fast" lane should do exactly that: increase the speed by which
you do things. The implementation of a fast lane should not be able to slow down existing—and new—services. That
stifles innovation.

ISPs have already made up their minds, and they've chosen not to innovate. Even when taxpayers have paid them money
 to do so<http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810_002683.html?ref>. These corporations need to be
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regulated with a heavy hand to ensure an Open Internet stays for generations to come.

As a concerned citizen, I'm worried that if you don't pay respect to the language you've chosen—you're inviting ISPs to
dictate how the internet will be used. An open internet has no need for a dictator.

Sincerely,
Kevin McCaffrey

------------------------------ Email 3,827 ------------------------------

From: downset13
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 10:52
Subject: This week's FCC ruling
The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

- Christopher Klein

--
Christopher D. Klein
Web Developer
540.505.6687

------------------------------ Email 3,828 ------------------------------

From: danc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I'm a concerned US Citizen, Armature Radio license holder (KD0EUA) and
IEEE member.  My concern is that recent news regarding a draft of new
rules governing ISPs has been released stating that ISPs may
ultimately treat network traffic involving certain partners as
preferred.  As currently reported this seems like a rather scary
prospect that may cause harm to the Internet as we know it.

Today content providers can already negotiate with ISPs to place
caching servers in the ISP's data centers.  This is called an edge
cache.  It's a relatively common practice.  ISPs can also buy transit
and connectivity from private peering partners that supply high data
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rate access to other data centers in which popular websites host their
servers.  These agreements are often up to one hundred times more cost
effective than what transit to those data centers would cost through
traditional tier 1 providers.
Additionally such increased connections can actually increase the
resiliency of the Internet.

If these new rules allow for some behavior that isn't afforded in what
currently exists, then I would hope that business case was made
abundantly clear to all concerned parties prior to the landscape
changing.  And if such a stark change were to occur, I would hope that
there would be an opportunity for public involvement.

Thanks for your time,
Dan Christensen

------------------------------ Email 3,829 ------------------------------

From: jason
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:52
Subject: Internet fastlane proposal
Mr. Wheeler

I’m an internet entrepreneur working hard to make the world a better place through my various internet ventures. This
proposal for an “internet fast lane” is unacceptable to me and my industry peers. It would force us to potentially pay
insurmountable fees to maintain adequate speeds for users of new projects and would unquestionably squelch
innovation, growth, competition and the like, while handing easily abused power to already incredibly wealthy
phone/cable companies. It is neither startup friendly, nor consumer friendly, nor democracy friendly. I hope you will
consider this position deeply as you evaluate whether or not to move forward.

Jason White
New York City
CEO, Founder Blocksy.com
(212) 600-1212

------------------------------ Email 3,830 ------------------------------

From: rarodrig6
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:53
Subject: Rumored net neutrality rule changes

Under no circumstances is allowing ISPs the ability to charge companies for preferential treatment a good idea. Its an
awful idea. It is the exact opposite of the very basis of net neutrality. It is the first step on a slippery slope where only
the privileged companies and individuals have access to using/creating the best services. Internet in 2014 is now a
utility, every bit equal to power & water. My laundry should not cost me more than a shower. The sooner you force the
ISPs to understand this the sooner they will be forced to compete on their actual products such as quality of service,
speed, and coverage area instead of monopolizing a market.

That's assuming that there is actual competition for internet in a given area. The reason you should go ahead and put a
stop to this Comcast - Time Warner merger while you're at it..
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Please do all you can to prevent this from happening. The only determiner for prioritization of content should be my
decision of what to consume. I would love to see more competition for my internet spend. Currently, I only have one
option. My understanding is that the purpose of government is to promote infrastructure to increase the speed by which
goods and services can be transmitted and received. I feel allowing corporations the ability to filter and prioritize traffic
will blunt the invisible hand of the market. We already have fallen so far down the ladder on the world rankings of
internet speed<http://www.netindex.com/download/allcountries/>. Please don’t let us continue down this path. This is
my personal opinion and doesn’t reflect that of Airfoil or any of its members.

Thanks,

Tony Onofrio • Airfoil <http://www.airfoilgroup.com/>

P: (248) 304-1464 • F: (248) 304-1401 • C: (248) 225-5566

Connect with Me:  LinkedIn<https://twitter.com/tonyonofrio> - Twitter<https://twitter.com/tonyonofrio>

Connect with Airfoil:  Facebook<http://www.facebook.com/home.php?#/pages/Southfield-MI/Airfoil-Public-
Relations/5748229276?ref=s> - LinkedIn<http://www.linkedin.com/companies/airfoil-public-relations?
goback=%2Ecps_1237230733569_1> - Twitter<http://twitter.com/AirfoilPR>

  _____

All information contained in this document is protected by United States copyright law and is considered the proprietary
 property of Airfoil Public Relations, Inc. Any display, publication, duplication, or distribution without the express
written consent of Airfoil Public Relations, Inc. is strictly prohibited. Copyright Airfoil Public Relations, Inc. 2014. All
Rights reserved.

------------------------------ Email 3,832 ------------------------------

From: carol.figura
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:57
Subject: Net Neutrality Changes
In all due respect Sir.  I am extremely disappointed in your upcoming proposals on internet access.   Then I see that you
were a lobbyist for the cable industry and it all made sense.  As a regular consumer I am appalled and distressed at
reverting back to the model of pay to play.  I am also extremely disillusioned in the President that I voted for electing
you to this position.   Who do you actually work for?  The American people or FOX News?

Carol Figura

------------------------------ Email 3,833 ------------------------------

From: driedlin
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:57
Subject: Open Internet Comments - New Net Neutrality Proposal
I believe that the FCC's new net neutrality rules are too vague and need to be more definitive before making serious
proposals.  I am concerned that you are rushing into something that could have major impacts without sufficient
definition so that neither the public nor the internet providers would know what really will be result of these proposals.
I fear that under the new proposal that when faced with the prospect of an ISP toll, large companies will shell out the
money because they can afford it, while small startups will become marginalized and perhaps even forced out of
business.
I believe that a better proposal would be to stop treating the internet as an Information Service and to treat it to what it
has become: a connection between data, information and apps.  And then it could be regulated under Title II of the
Communications Act — the part of the FCC's congressional charter that lets it apply blanket restrictions on Phone
companies.
A compelling article to this effect has been posted as
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/the-switch/wp/2014/04/21/the-decades-old-idea-that-could-break-the-net-
neutrality-logjam/

Donald Riedlinger
6906 Niles Dr.
Laurel, Md 20707

------------------------------ Email 3,834 ------------------------------

From: minnieev
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Minnie Evelyn McCann

------------------------------ Email 3,835 ------------------------------

From: chaosrn137
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 10:59
Subject: two speed internet
The internet was developed with taxpayer dollars in Arlington Virginia. There is nothing in this proposal that benefits
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the public that funded its creation. This decision only benefits well-funded corporations. This becomes just another way
for big business to prevent innovation, and control what is being seen and used. This is something MircoSoft has done
for years, the difference is that they would either stall with a thousand lawyers or wait and buyout those companies,
(remember "Stacker" ?).
Corporations are not people, they are business concerns, if they are unhappy about something, build a better alternative,
don't legislate it.

What happened to government looking after the "common good" or the "commonwealth?" It's gone with money is
speech and corporations are people.

?L.E> Teatum, RN?

Saru mo ki ochiru

------------------------------ Email 3,836 ------------------------------

From: sakredzi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
noah price

------------------------------ Email 3,837 ------------------------------

From: mvenier35
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:00
Subject: Don't Break the Internet
I think the subject says it all.

--
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Mike Venier
B.S Mechanical Engineering

Binghamton University 2013
mailto:

(631) 219-8393

------------------------------ Email 3,838 ------------------------------

From: gabejones4567
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:00
Subject: Net neutraliality
Hi, I've been hearing alot about the net neutral movment and i support it as an american citizen. I'm just contacting you
to let you know, and hope in the end that the peoples voice actually matters more than the corporations :) I support Title
II Telecommunications service

------------------------------ Email 3,839 ------------------------------

From: red-ork
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would you to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service. This is like a telephone call,
between the people involved, not something you get involved in they  are hired to move the information, not mess with
it.

------------------------------ Email 3,840 ------------------------------

From: powpow1976
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:01
Subject: Real Net Neutrality
The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

John M. Powell

------------------------------ Email 3,841 ------------------------------

From: robert.salino
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

First off I would like to remind you that you work for me. I pay your salary. I pay for your family's current needs.
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Though you will likely retire at a large corporation after the current "two lane" proposal is put into effect, you currently
work for me and if it were up to me I'd have you fired immediately for approving the FCC's recent suggestions.

The proposal, as you know, will harm competition on the internet and hinder technological progress in many ways. Only
 those who have the funding to pay large ISPs will be able to afford to distribute their content.  I'm disgusted by the
FCC's corporate interests, acting as their bodyguard instead of protecting the free flow of information on the internet.
Might I remind you that the FCC is a regulatory entity; it seems you've forgotten who you work for. If these changes are
 made (and they're already beginning with the recent throttling of Netflix by Comcast - so you already have work to do),
 may you go down in history as one of the men who approved the privatization of the internet and someone who helped
destroy yet another resource that belongs to the people.

Sincerely,

Robert Salino, Jr.

------------------------------ Email 3,842 ------------------------------

From: samhbass
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:04
Subject: classify broadband as a telecommunications service
Hi, your idea to regulate broadband as a two-tiered service is bad. I hope you do not cave in to corporate pressure on
this. Classify broadband as a telecommunications service - this is the will of the people of the US, and no matter what
the courts say corporations are not people. Do the right thing. Thanks and God bless.

---Sam

------------------------------ Email 3,843 ------------------------------

From: anaceliaaperez
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anacelia Perez
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------------------------------ Email 3,844 ------------------------------

From: ebright
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:05
Subject: WITHDRAW YOUYR CORRUPT, CRAVEN PROPOSAL TYO END NET NEUITRALITY.   THEN
RESIGN.
Corporate pawn:

Withdraw your corrupt, craven proposal to end net neutrality.  Then resign .  Then crawl under a log and never emerge
again.,

You are an example of everything that is wrong with this country.

RHE

------------------------------ Email 3,845 ------------------------------

From: wchillman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
WALTER HILLMAN (  writes:

So, you are going to "punish" ISPs that unreasonably discriminate? What about Comcast allowing peering points to
saturate and extort money from content providers? You need to do something. Reclassify. Grow some, Wheeler.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,846 ------------------------------

From: blakely.0211
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:06
Subject: Net Neutrality - Title II telecommunications service
Dear Sir or Ma'am,

Recently a plan was approved at the FCC to open a "fast-lane" for large-scale internet providers; as you know, this
would allow content they support to be provided at a faster rate than other non-sponsored content.

In the United States, a great emphasis is placed on freedom - it is a part of our culture and heritage; I have fought for
that privilege as a veteran of the war in Afghanistan.  An unbalanced, "closed", or "non-neutral" internet is a blatant slap
 in the face to what we at home, and our allies abroad believe in and fight for.

Please reconsider your recent proposal to end net neutrality, and instead classify broadband Access as a Title II
telecommunications service.  Thank you.
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--

Respectfully,
D. Blakely Aaronson
(814)312-6764

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,847 ------------------------------

From: rickycancro
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:06
Subject: Please do not kill the internet
Hello,

I'm writing to display my support for net neutrality and my opposition
to your plan to allow ISPs to charge to use certain websites.

In this country our connectivity speeds are already embarrassingly
slow compared to places like South Korea.  However, we still remain at
the forefront of entrepreneurship which brings companies like Google
and Facebook to life.

Crippling the internet will make it harder for small start-ups to gain
the traction they need.  Like the revelations of the NSA, it will
cause foreign companies to think twice before doing business with
American tech companies.

I make my living working with the internet.  A change to the internet
threatens the way I work and support my family.  Please think about
this instead of the profits of a few ISP that are, in my opinion,
already too powerful.

Thank you,
Ricky Cancro
1942 SE Spokane ST
Portland OR 97202

------------------------------ Email 3,848 ------------------------------

From: justihr
To:

Ajit.Pai@fcc.
gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
To the Chairman and Commissioners of the FCC,

As a small business owner and a programmer, I have been immensely concerned by the recent developments concerning
 net neutrality. I rely on my traffic being treated the same as all other traffic and not having to pay a fee for that. With
the current proposal, I worry that unless I am willing to pay each ISP money, my traffic will be treated as second-class.
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Please reclassify broadband providers as common carriers and allow for better regulation of one of the most important
national resources that we have.

--
Justin Heninger

------------------------------ Email 3,849 ------------------------------

From: ddiman
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:10
Subject: Ensure Broadband Access is a Title II Telecommunications Service
Please do not allow lobbyists for large ISPs to win the fight against net neutrality.  Broadband service should be a Title
II telecommunications service.

When I purchase broadband access I am purchasing last-mile telecommunications service for packet data, all of which I
expect to be treated equally by my ISP as it flows to and from my premise.  Large ISPs should not be allowed to shape
traffic for profit, preferring some traffic over other traffic to the detriment of the consumer who is paying for the service.

Losing net neutrality ensures that the american public is put second behind corporate interests.  Please preserve net
neutrality!

Thank you.

Dan Diman
748 Marburn Drive
Columbus, OH 43214

------------------------------ Email 3,850 ------------------------------

From: marc.ragin
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners-

I am writing to ask you to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service".  This classification will
prevent Internet Service Providers (ISPs) from selling faster access to the highest bidding websites.  Failing to classify
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications services will hurt consumers and small businesses.  The current
proposal for net neutrality rules is insufficient.

Large companies (such as Netflix or Amazon) would have to pay ISPs for faster access, and those costs would be passed
 on to the consumer.  Small or startup companies are unlikely to be able to pay fees for fast access due to their already-
tight budgets.  The internet has always been a relatively even playing field for entrepreneurs, and this opportunity may
disappear if ISPs sell broadband speed to the highest bidder.

The only party that benefits from a non-neutral internet are the ISPs, who already have a near-monopoly.  Please help
protect everyone else from the dire consequences of an internet whose access and content is essentially controlled by the
 ISPs, and not the content providers.
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Thank you,
Marc Ragin

------------------------------ Email 3,851 ------------------------------

From: julieshands
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Julie Yudowitch (  writes:

DO THE RIGHT THING AND VOTE AGAINST KILLING NET NEUTRALITY.  If you vote to end neutrality you
know you are wrong and greedy and selfish and doing it for personal gain.  sickening if you can sleep at night.  YOU
work for US.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,852 ------------------------------

From: phyre
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:13
Subject: In favor of Net Neutrality, Common Carrier status for Internet  providers, and against Comcast/Time Warner
merger
To the honorable Commissioners of the FCC:

As stated in my subject header, I am one of the millions of Americans concerned with the future of the Internet in this
country, and am strongly in favor of preventing major ISPs from creating their own regime of profits by rigidly
controlling the information being transmitted over their networks. It is true that America depends upon an open market
and competition to provide the best services to our consumers, however, the current state of affairs is far from a
competitive and open market, with Comcast virtually controlling 19 of the 20 major markets. The current anti-
competitive environment leads Americans to becoming cash cows for major companies, and we now pay incredible
premiums for service which would be sub-standard in many other industrialized nations.

I strongly urge you to take steps to place all broadband and wireless Internet providers in Common Carrier status, and
enforce Net Neutrality rules upon them accordingly. This is necessary because most of the citizenry (whom you
ostensibly represent) believe that the Internet and our data being sent upon it are essential to the level of becoming a
utility (much like water, and electricity, or the Internet's predecessor, plain old telephony). No American citizen looks at
 the Internet as a "specialized service", we look at it as a foundational service upon which all of our other activities
depend- the fact that so many of us use it for banking (and paying bills) should illustrate that. Users are even taking
photos of checks to deposit them in their accounts remotely via cell phone now- another important reason that wireless
providers should be FCC-defined Common Carriers. Nobody should have the power to determine which businesses
(banks or otherwise) will receive preferential service on the Internet, but allowing ISPs to have things their way could
open up that possibility.

I don't need to tell you about the importance of this issue, but I do want to add my voice to the litany of those who
oppose the erosion of American freedoms on the Internet- we depend upon this communications medium for huge
swaths of our economy, and it's important that it's future be determined by the people, and not by the captains of large
corporations, which only become larger through the mergers constantly being proposed.
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I know that you personally are unlikely to read this entire missive, but if you've made it this far, I want to thank you for
your kind attention, and wish you the very best luck in producing the fairest results for the American people.

- Matthew Montero
Richmond, Virginia

--

LLAP

------------------------------ Email 3,853 ------------------------------

From: jasontate
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,
I wanted to write to express my displeasure at the FCCs decision regarding Comcast and Net Neutrality. I want the FCC
 to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service and believe that internet providers (and
specifically Comcast) should not be able to change the level of service provided to a customer.  I feel that the internet
should be treated as a utility, not as a way for internet providers to alter net traffic patterns or decide what content to
deliver/provide.

Thank you,
Jason Tate
Albuquerque, NM

------------------------------ Email 3,854 ------------------------------

From: tim
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:16
Subject: How a "Fast Lane" Will Hurt My Small Media Company
Dear Commissioner,

I write this message with a true sense of dread. I own a small production company called Night Sky Ventures, Inc. For
three years we have been producing a family-friendly, sci-fi comedy feature film in the community where I live. My
wife and I have self-funded the production and the investment has been significant.

Our marketing plan for the film ends with the movie being available for viewing on our website for a small charge. The
future and current direction of content distribution is for content producers to directly distribute their productions to
consumers. This is starting at the top (see Disney). The diversification and popularity of mobile payments will help this
trend along, and it will greatly benefit small content producers, such as Night Sky Ventures. We will no longer be at
mercy of the big media aggregators such as Netflix, Apple and Amazon, who toss us all into a giant, chaotic bin of
thousands of movies, where we have to compete for downloads with $250 million hollywood productions, like "Iron
Man III", and skim off a large profit for each download.

If you proceed with a plan that allows, by any means whatsoever, any imbalance of download speeds between internet
sites, my company and thousands of others will be gravely affected.

Imagine that a consumer goes to our site to check out our film and attempts to watch the trailer. Because we could not
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possibly afford to buy "preferred" download speeds from Comcast, the trailer stutters and hangs. The consumer is used
to Netflix streaming perfectly because they can afford to pay the fees. The consumer gives up on our site and goes back
to Netflix.

Please do not succumb to the cries to allow Comcast and the like to charge content providers additional fees because
they stream a lot of content. Comcast will say that they promise only to charge the fees, not change the relative speed of
the content provider's streaming. This is impossible, because there must be a penalty should a provider refuse to pay the
extra fees. What is the penalty? Denial of service or a *slow down* in service! Do not get into a game of whack-a-mole
with Comcast and the others. It is a certainty that if there is a way to extract fees for speed and (even indirectly) slow
down the non-payers, they will do it. Additionally, if Netflix is paying huge sums for their streaming, they will carefully
 monitor the performance of their servers into the ISP and apply enormous pressure to make sure that they are getting
their money's worth. This is a form of special access that most hosts will not have that will inevitably mean they will run
 slower than Netflix.

One more scenario to be concerned about: on almost a daily basis, something on the internet gets famous and generates
millions of hits. How can anyone predict which host will produce the content? The host will certainly not have paid the
extra fees for fast content to Comcast, and therefore will be automatically slowed down as the penalty. This will have an
 automatic damping effect on small producers who have big ideas that people are excited to see, and greatly limit the
number of people who can see them. This a future for the internet that no one wants to see.

Finally, I would like to attack one argument from Comcast for charging providers, i.e., because they are taking up a lot
of bandwidth. This is ridiculous, because the consumer pays for an internet connection with a cap on speed, such as
12Mb/s. It is up to the consumer to choose what she clogs up her bandwidth with, not Comcast. Comcast is already
getting extra money for large data consumers, because they have a tiered cost structure based on internet speed. If
Comcast cannot provide the 12Mb/s to the consumer, than they should not be offering the service. It is up to Comcast to
 provide the service it is charging for. If there was competition between ISP's, the price for a given speed would be
determined by how much it cost the ISP to provide it. The ISP's network infrastructure would be designed to handle the
total bandwidth required by the consumers. If Comcast needs more money to provide the consumer with the 12Mb/s,
then they should charge her more. The content provides are not anywhere in this equation, nor should they be.

Please make the new rules simple - equal speed for all hosts with no exceptions. Period.

Sincerely,

-Tim J. Erskine
 Producer

The Emissary Movie<http://www.theemissarymovie.com>
___________
Night Sky Ventures, Inc.
http://www.nightskyventures.com
P.O. Box 196
Sister Bay, WI 54234
920-854-2529
______________________________

------------------------------ Email 3,855 ------------------------------

From: ordoynec
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:16
Subject: Another vote to preserve net neutrality
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Commissioners -

I know you've heard many a comment on this subject, so I'll spare you a lengthy email and I just ask that you count me
as one of many concerned citizens who strongly support net neutrality and are calling for internet services to be
reclassified as telecommunications services so that the FCC can ensure all internet traffic is subject to exactly the same
rules, speeds, and treatment.  Given that all forms of communication, news, and information transfer of any kind are
now moving over the internet, not phone or TV lines, there couldn't be any stronger rationale to classify internet
connections as a telecommunications service.

Thank you for your service,
Calley Ordoyne

------------------------------ Email 3,856 ------------------------------

From: badigians
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:18
Subject: regarding net neutrality
Gentleman and Ladies,
I urge you to maintain net neutrality. I believe that certain things should be above commercial interests. Should we
create a different road system for those with expensive cars that have the ability to go faster? If such a thing would
happen, the common interest of maintaining a highway and road system would fall apart, quickly making the slower
roads degrade in quality. If we give over every single area to commercial interests, where those with the money to pay
enjoy a different and better experience, we can abandon hope of a democratic country where everyone has a chance to
succeed. So many protections for the average person have already fallen away. Income inequality exists to an
unprecedented degree in the U.S. now. We're not the country we used to be in many regards. Please maintain net
neutrality, because it is certain that without it, the internet will change in character greatly, once again, favoring those
with more money. Once this is allowed, it is just a hop, skip and a jump to a situation where information is controlled by
 just a few, those with the money to pay. Such a monumental change can happen by small degrees, and eradicating net
neutrality is the first step in the wrong direction. The FCC is the watchdog for fairness, I thought. Please do not lower
your standards and erode the free internet!
Best regards,
Martha Badigian

mailto

------------------------------ Email 3,857 ------------------------------

From: rekochett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:18
Subject: Thank you for what you're doing!
Honestly, thank you. If it comes down to the Internet literally having to be "shut down" or whatever, I'm game. I
couldn't imagine all the issues with allowed ISP's to continue this bullshit.

Think about it. First it's "Oh, you like watching YouTube? That's 5$ more a month", then it's "Sorry you couldn't check
your bank account, you didn't select that option when you signed up". THEN IT'S "We don't like this page because it's
issuing mass propaganda against the USA or US" (when really it's probably just pointing out a real and needs-to-be-
fixed- issue, such as Net Neutrality) etc. But only in they're big fancy legal speak so that can look smart, and sound
important.

So not only is it a bullshit thing to do, it could also lead to massive CENSORSHIP. And in my eyes, Censorship is the
lowest of the low a government or any sort of power house can do. 100% cheap.

Anywho, thank you!
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------------------------------ Email 3,858 ------------------------------

From: kgriffon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kevin griffen

------------------------------ Email 3,859 ------------------------------

From: mr_man
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
PLEASE reconsider the new FCC rules that would effectively end Net
Neutrality. I understand the ideas behind the new rules, but it is not
worth the unintended side effects. Reconsider these rules and restore
Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 3,860 ------------------------------

From: eredfern
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:21
Subject: Net neutrality comments
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am sure you are inundated with emails about the recent announcement of the FCC to alter its stance on net neutrality.
I recognize the uphill battle that is hampered by court decisions limiting the scope of the FCC is regulating Internet
service providers but this is a fight worth continuing.
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Throughout this ordeal one thing has been overlooked, the FCC, a government entity, has been the vanguard of
promoting free market access and safeguarding an important technology that is changing the world.  That is an
important fight and one that should not be abandoned.  What has become today known as the Internet was initially
funded by the Advanced Research Projects Agency (ARPA, later DARPA) within the U.S. Department of Defense for
use by its projects at universities and research laboratories in the US. The packet switching of the ARPANET, together
with TCP/IP, would form the backbone of how the Internet works.  This was all funded by U.S. taxpayers.  It was the
U.S. taxpayers that brought about the possibility of the Internet and as such the FCC should be allowed to safeguard this
 public investment.

Information is power and those that control it are the masters.  Allowing one group preferential delivery of information
is not sound public policy.

In absence of an Open Internet there must be limited on ISPs being bandwidth provider and content providers.  Comcast
 could influence public policy by promoting their agenda within their content provider arm of NBCUniversal.

Do not abandon this fight.  It is too important to all of us and the U.S. taxpayer investment must be safeguarded from
pure greed.  What would have happened if rather than having an Open Internet the U.S. charged royalties for using a
technology publically funded.  We would probably not have the Internet as we know it today and if so, the U.S. deficit
would be a surplus.   I am not a “gamer” that see his entertainment experience being compromised.  I am a 58 year old
U.S. citizen that see this course change as horrible public policy.

I wish you well in your fight.

------------------------------ Email 3,861 ------------------------------

From: conmac
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
Where do you idiots get off? What so comcast bankrolls you and you feel it is ok to shaft the 300 million residents of
this country? This government used to look out for the common man. Remember when the feds made the phone
companies service EVERY city and town equally? Yeah, you assholes just spit n the face of those wonderful people.
Aren't we an equal country? Everybody has the right to freedom of expression and freedom of speech? How is that
possible on the internet without net neutrality? What are smaller websites going to do? How will they be able to pay the
premiums that these companies are going to want? Better question, in 20 years when this is proven to be a bad fucking
decision on your part, how are you going to live with yourselves? Oh wait, you sold out, i forgot.

Thanks, you really made this country proud. Way to add on to the tradition of American excellence.

Go fuck yourselves

------------------------------ Email 3,862 ------------------------------

From: matt.faw
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

I feel compelled to write this email after the latest decision the FCC has made regarding Net Neutrality in the US
market. Unrestricted, unfiltered internet access has been a cornerstone of the modern web, and losing it would be a
grievous error and disservice to those who engineered this technical marvel. An unrestricted internet, as we have known
it to exist thus far, has led to the creation and distribution of untold petabytes of data. This data is everything from the
world’s largest encyclopedia (Wikipedia) to untold billions of dollars in economic development through companies like
Netflix, Google, Amazon, and many others.

However, the biggest losers in your current changes will not be the huge players that have profited from the
development and ubiquity of the modern web. Having reaped the financial rewards already, they will have the funds to
pay “commercially reasonable” fees and enjoy competitive service for the foreseeable future. The losers will be small
and medium-sized businesses who rely on the web for the majority of their income. These businesses have had to
struggle through years of recession and economic downturn, and few if any have the extra resources needed to secure
high bandwidth peering and priority connections. I have worked in this industry and know firsthand how devastating
internet connectivity issues can be.

I’m writing this letter to implore you to reconsider your decision. Give net neutrality it’s proper dues. The internet has
passed the age where it was a commercial service. It is now a vital necessity for businesses and individuals alike.  Please
 make the national ISP’s and federal government aware of this fact by classifying broadband access as a Title II
communications service.

Every US citizen and company should be able to purchase broadband access with the knowledge that any service they
access, from Google to the pizza joint down the street, will be delivered to the them under the same routing schemes and
 given the same bandwidth priority.

Sincerely,

Matt Faw, a concerned resident of Charlotte, North Carolina.

------------------------------ Email 3,863 ------------------------------

From: chris.elly
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:23
Subject: My thoughts and concerns about the new proposal
Hello, I would like to talk about my thoughts and concerns regarding the new rules that you are considering.

I am a software developer, lifetime computer advocate, and early internet pioneer. More importantly, I am an extremely
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concerned citizen who depends on the internet to live my life. I am one of the many people who believe the internet is
already a utility, and we are lacking the support from our government to make the legal changes necessary to protect the
 future of the internet.

We are seeing the broadband providers trying to sell priority access to companies who have built their entire business
model on the open internet, which allows anyone with internet access the same expected internet connectivity with their
business no matter where they are in the world. This equal footing of the open internet is what empowers competition
and innovation. With this new additional cost for priority access, it ends up costing the consumer even more, and it will
continue to halter growth and prevent future innovation. My belief is simple, we need to change the path we are headed
by officially reclassifying broadband as a utility, in order to protect consumers and businesses who thrive because of the
 open internet. Many others share this same belief, some without even realizing it.

I started using internet in the early 1990s by buying dial-in access to internet connected computer terminals (or shell
access as we used to call it). Ever since those early days I recognized the vision that early ISPs had for the future of the
open access internet that they wanted to bring to their customers. Everyone who used the internet back in this early
golden age (and even today) understands this vision pretty clearly.

In those early days we had a massive amount of options to choose from for who we would use as our ISP. Because it
used telephone lines (a public utility), anyone with a modem could connect to any ISP (in their area code) without
additional fees from the telephone company, no matter how much they used it. We were still paying the telephone
company for the line, but the telephone companies were not allowed to change that access by blocking certain ISPs from
 their phone network. Everyone was protected and this prevented the telephone companies from hurting the foundation
of the open internet. The telephone companies could not charge extra just because you use a certain ISP or make use of
certain services that are accessible on the internet.

During this time and for a long time after, there was a huge boom on the internet. We got all sorts of amazing
technologies, the economy reached new peaks, and more importantly we had gained an incredibly powerful utility for
bettering every day life. Again, this couldn’t have happened without the early open access provided by phone networks,
to allow anyone to dial any ISP they wanted to use. Suddenly every day life was tied to the internet. The daily needs of
everyday citizens depended internet access. Our economy became hugely tied to the successful commerce and business
transactions that the internet can bring to the people. This is the true power of a public utility and the open internet, it
empowers the world of business and consumers equally, something that I believe the FCC has interest in protecting. The
 United States had set this model early on, and many other countries have the same approach, so we are hurting our
position in the global space by not following this.

Now we are in the age of broadband, and the open internet that allowed anyone to pick their ISP is mostly gone.
“Internet service providers” are actually multi-media conglomerates which have ceased most of the power and control
(via local deals, and lobbying) to try to prevent equal competition in the marketplace. This keeps their own self interests
at heart, while hurting anyone who may be a competitor. The idea that someone can choose their internet access
provider is mostly a joke at the expense of the consumer. For most people there is only one, maybe two choices, and the
“competition” is really close to an oligopoly with too many shared interests. They have absolutely nothing to lose by
raising prices, or seeking priority access deals, since everyday life now requires internet access, the consumer is forced
to pay whatever it takes.

The world isn’t going to stop using the internet no matter how much it costs them, because the world requires it, it is
already seen as a utility by billions of people. Almost all of the technological innovation we have had in this country in
the last 20 years is thanks to the power of the open internet model, and even the fear of it going away is costing us a
valuable future.

We need to change the path we have been headed in. We need to return to the path we were originally going down so
long ago, the one where a utility (telephones) allowed the power of choice and the power of true competition. By
making broadband a utility, we can allow broadband providers to sell access to their “pipes” at standardized rates, and
allow the freedom to choose your ISP. The freedom for that ISP to provide the open internet access that everyone's
future depends on.
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I realize there is a lot of forces that are preventing this from happening, but I am afraid the old model is dying or is
already dead. The more we avoid reclassification, the more only a small number of companies thrive, and oligopolies
continue to occur.

I know this is difficult, and I am not a lawyer or someone who knows too much about the legal details, but I do know a
lot about computers and networks. I have been an early adapter of almost all technology all my life. I have seen what
happens when companies have too much control and when they are regulated to allow competition and empower the
people. Please don’t let the internet go into the dark ages.

We need reform now, and I still believe in the power that the FCC has to protect business and consumers equally. Please
 consider that power now, and please put us back on the right path.

Thank you so much for you time,

-Christopher Elly

------------------------------ Email 3,864 ------------------------------

From: alexichapinsmith
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:23
Subject: Consumers and businesses need real net neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I am writing to express my dismay at the new regulations you have proposed for Internet Service Providers (ISPs).
Internet is a public utility, and it should be regulated as such. As common carriers, ISPs need to provide their customers
access to the internet without discrimination among content sources.

Internet service providers in the US already charge higher rates than in other countries, and fail to invest their large
profits in expanding broadband to outlying areas. Now they wish to extort rents from content providers. Consumers pay
for access to the internet, and that's what they should get-- this new rule would create a conflict of interest in which it is
unclear whether it is consumers or large content providers like YouTube who are the ISP's real customers. Consumers
do not have meaningful choices among internet providers because, like other utilities, they are a natural monopoly (at
best, an oligopoly in some markets). Utilities are widely recognized as a classic example where markets fail to self-
regulate. Consumers are not free to choose another provider to punish those who make content providers pay, so
regulation is necessary.

These new rules will be a drag on the economy and will suppress competition and innovation. Large companies will be
paying rents to the ISPs that they could have invested in productive economic activity, while small companies will face
larger barriers to entry into the market.

I urge you to re-consider these proposed rules, regulate ISPs as public utilities, and enforce true net neutrality for the
good of American consumers and businesses.

Thank you,
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Alexi Chapin-Smith

------------------------------ Email 3,865 ------------------------------

From: davereese7
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:23
Subject: Net Neutrality is the way it should be
I am very upset about the proposal to kill Net Neutrality. By doing this you are giving more power to the powerful. I
really hope that some day this country will be run by good and honest men and women not driven by money and greed.

I am very upset and I hope that you reconsider what you are doing.

Dave Reese

------------------------------ Email 3,866 ------------------------------

From: neilcoo
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:23
Subject: Net neutrality
This morning, I read with astonishment and great disappointment about the FCC's plans to encourage a tiered rather than
 neutral internet.

I am professional software developer and have been working in the computer industry for over 35 years. I am writing to
register my deep malcontent at this incredibly clueless decision.

I am hoping that by writing, my voice will be added to the already large movement of people that will continue to
pressure the FCC into prioritizing common sense and the common good over corporate greed and extra profit for a few
already rich megacorps.

The FCC need to reverse this incredibly stupid decision immediately, before we irretrievably lose an incredibly
beneficial and unique public service forever.
Tiered internet is a poisonous road we must avoid at all costs, not only for the common good but also for the well being
of the whole technology economy in the US. Once started, the tiered internet road will be almost impossible to reverse,
so the commitment to enforce net neutrality must be made and followed through on NOW.

Neil Cooper.

------------------------------ Email 3,867 ------------------------------

From: kfmcopley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:24
Subject: Internet highway rule proposal
I am not in favor of this proposal.  I use the internet daily and already pay my cable provider an exhorbitant fee for the
"opportunity to use".  If my rates go up, I am much more likely to just shut it down all together and go back to the old
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days.

It seems that once again us regular citizens will be left to the mercy of whatever "Big Money and Business" wants and
we will be the ones who pay the price and suffer for it.

------------------------------ Email 3,868 ------------------------------

From: zburghed
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:24
Subject: corrupt jerk
Why are you destroying the world? Just leave everyone alone you jerk. You're harming existence by selling the internet
to scumbags like comcast and verizon. You reap what you sow.

------------------------------ Email 3,869 ------------------------------

From: rebehrendt
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Sirs,

I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." Under the Communications
Act,  telephone calls are between the people involved, not something the carriers get involved in.  That is why they are
called “carriers” and not "content filters".  They are hired to move the information, not mess with it.

I support Title II. We need the internet declared a Title II telecom. Or treated like a public utility. You wouldn't let the
electric company lower the Kwh to your house because they don't like what kind of refrigerator you bought.

Thank you,

Rebecca Behrendt

------------------------------ Email 3,870 ------------------------------

From: ecomzm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Martin Melkonian

------------------------------ Email 3,871 ------------------------------

From: abrothers
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman,

As a lifelong digital media and Internet professional, some who has earned a living his entire life based on digital media
and Internet-enabled capabilities, I must voice my disapproval for your two tiered network proposal which I believe to
be perhaps the worst policy decision in the tech and media sector since the DMCA.

There are a number of reasons for this:

1) Consumers already pay high prices for relatively slow network speeds compared to many other developed countries.
The fully loaded cost of broadband should decrease and not increase over time, however your proposal will certainly
create additional pricing pressure on consumers as large media and tech players cut deals and recoup those investments
from consumers.

2) A consumer who has paid for network access should be entitled to unfettered network access.  Period.  The carriers
were granted geographic monopolies or duopolies to provide this service and already enjoy the economic benefits of it.
Enabling them to effectively censor content by discriminating between content streams is not part of that agreement and
should not be.

3) Job growth and economic vitality do not flow from the activities of large corporations who benefit from your
proposal.  The interests of the American people and the U.S. economy are in stimulating the growth of small businesses,
 virtually all of which will lose competitive position if your proposal is approved.

I understand that you are under pressure from lobbying and big corporate dollars and that in the age of cash-and-carry
politics fueled by unlimited corporate dollars in government, this may seem like a small favor to the broadband industry,
 but it is not.  This policy can only serve the interests of a narrow group of corporations and can only harm the interests
of the consumers and innovators that actually make our economy function and drove the US to it's global leadership
position in tech.

The broadband carriers have a business strategy choice to make.  If they wish to block services like Netflix from their
networks, they can, but they need to disclose it to their customers as a formal policy and live the economic losses that
come from such a decision.  They can peer with any networks that they want and if they want to deter Netflix from their
network, they should peer with subpar networks where scarce capacity will limit the flow.  The carriers can also decide
that the business is just too tough, exit the business and sell off their networks to companies that are interested in
competing on the basis of value rather than a gerrymandered regulatory environment.

Without the shroud of your proposal cloaking the motives of the broadband carriers, customers will eventually see this
policy for what it truly is and vote with their feet if they have an alternative, if no alternative is available they will be
stuck but with a clear understanding of the limited, subpar service that is costing so much of their hard earned income.

Your proposal protects the carriers from this accountability and represents a government-mandated customer-funded
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subsidy for the broadband industry.  This is wrong, ill-timed and counter to the interests of all Americans and our
national interest over the long term.  Bad regulation is worse than no regulation in this case.

I urge you to reconsider this proposal and to assert the fundamental American principal of a level playing field and open
 markets above the interests of the broadband lobby.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Adam Brothers
Hoboken, NJ

------------------------------ Email 3,872 ------------------------------

From: spleenbomb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ernest Capeci

------------------------------ Email 3,873 ------------------------------

From: boogiepopdragon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:28
Subject: The internet needs to be Title II!
I am writing this to demand that you reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II

Telecommunications Services under the Communications act.

The UN has already declared that internet access is a basic human right, and allowing our ISPs to interfere with our data
 transmitting across the internet is an internationally illegal allowance of internet censorship.  Many Americans today
have very little choice in who their internet carrier will be, such as myself who will likely be forced to use Comcast if
their Time Warner merger goes through, and ISPs are using their monopoly status to price gouge their beholden
consumers.  There is no choice in internet access, so in accordance with international human rights, there should be no
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ability for ISPs to have tiered pricing structures for internet data.  You, as a leader in the FEC, has the ability to actually
do something right, and help real Americans by reclassifying the internet.  Make the right call, reclassify the internet as
Title II.

Sincerely,

Sarah Preston

------------------------------ Email 3,874 ------------------------------

From: zbogen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

You wouldn't let the electric company lower the Kwh to your house because they don't like what kind of refrigerator
you bought, right? This email is to urge you to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. For
the sake of free and open electronic communications I support Title II and hope you will too.

Thanks,

 <http://i61.photobucket.com/albums/h64/zbogen/sign-2.jpg>
mailto:

   615.631.9936

------------------------------ Email 3,875 ------------------------------

From: soundfx4+fcc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:29
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
John J. Meise, Jr. (soundfx4+  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

We need net neutrality. Protect internet users from monopolistic ISPs and don't let companies censor, slow down, or
block websites while requiring other sites to pay for faster service. Please stand up for all Internet users and our right to
communicate.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,876 ------------------------------

From: wdmichtom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:29
Subject: Internet for all
The Internet is the essence of a common carrier and the FCC must establish clear rules guaranteeing that all have equal
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access to it.

Your current position will allow discrimination by content, user, platform, and any other criteria a private company
cares to establish.

Right now, you must create rules for the Internet that are the same as the Communications Act of 1934 and protect this
unique resource from being stolen from the public for the profits of the few.

Bill Michtom
731 SW Salmon St., #505
Portland, OR, 97205<tel:97205>
503 975-1529<tel:5039751529>

------------------------------ Email 3,877 ------------------------------

From: twalkup
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:30
Subject: Reclassification of broadband as a Title II telecommunication  service
Sirs,

As someone who has been using the internet since 1988, I have been deeply disappointed by the new proposed rules for
broadband providers which would allow "tiered" service. I believe the rules as proposed is a direct attack on one of the
greatest strengths of the internet - it's neutrality has allowed for a great number of startups to thrive and grow, and to
disrupt existing monopolies that have, in contravention of the free market ideals of Adam Smith, utilized their dominant
position to drive rent seeking behavior.

You have a tool in your toolbox which would solve this - declare broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service. Please utilize this tool. I recognize that there are many groups that are lobbying against this, but if you do not
wish your names to be written in history as the people who reinvented the Ma Bell monopoly, then strike your proposed
rules and reclassify broadband as a Title II telecommunication service.

I am also writing my legislators and the president on this issue.

Regards,
Thane Walkup

------------------------------ Email 3,878 ------------------------------

From: sloane.michael
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
The Internet still holds the promise of being one of the last relatively fair, equal and open aspects of life in the United
States.

Virtually everywhere we look, the concerns of the few (who have the money to make their voices heard) are considered,
 while the needs and wants of the vast numbers of citizens without the means to buy access to power are ignored.

In their name and mine, in the name of an open and truly democratic Internet, and in the name of fairness, I'm asking the
 FCC to hold fast to its long-held principle of ensuring equal access to Internet content for all.
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Sincerely,
Michael Sloane

812 Green St.
Glendale, CA. 91205

------------------------------ Email 3,879 ------------------------------

From: dcable7630
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:32
Subject: My broadband internet provider
Mr Wheeler,

We need to classify all such entities as Title II telecommunications services. My ability to go where I want and when I
want on the internet and get the service I'm paying them for without the interference of my provider is paramount to me.
 I don't let my electric power generating company decide to restrict my KWh of service based on their choice of my
electric appliances and I don't let my telephone provider choose the QOS on my telephone line based on whom I'm
calling. Why should my broadband internet supplier be any different?

Daniel M. Cable

------------------------------ Email 3,880 ------------------------------

From: sonymc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:33
Subject: Comments on open internet access
Dear Sir,

This is in reference to your request for comments on the Open Internet.

It is understandable that the FCC is proposing new rules to accommodate recent court rulings. The concern that I have
as a consumer is as follows -

If there needs to be a 'fast' lane wherein content providers pay for faster access for their content that is OK, but the same
type of access is not available to consumers. What I mean by this is that, as a consumer, I cannot pick the broadband
internet provider that serves my content. This means that, I am tied in to the content (speed) limitations that my
broadband provider decides is in their best interest. If my local company decides that Netflix traffic should be
prioritized, but my small content company's data should not, I cannot switch services to a company that prioritizes my
small content company's data. I am effectively stuck, which means that broadband providers will now decide my
experience on the internet with no other alternatives.

Therefore, either the broadband providers should allow competitors to provide services on their infrastructure (much
like utilities) or all traffic should be treated equally and let the user decide which service they want to subscribe to.

By restricting this power to choose and giving broadband carriers greater power, the end user is harmed and whatever
choice they had is being taken away to appease the interest of businesses.
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There are negative ramifications for new startups, but that is something I cannot speak to as a consumer.

Sincerely,
Sony C.

------------------------------ Email 3,881 ------------------------------

From: davstre3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Street

------------------------------ Email 3,882 ------------------------------

From: jillagiese
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:34
Subject: Internet Speed - Keep it level
Mr. Wheeler:

As a retiree in an age that allows me to use technology, I find it increasingly scary that the one way that those with
limited outside contact (the internet) can stay up with the rest of the world might become less affordable.  This is not
only in relation to the proposed "tier" system where costs might determine whether I can get adequate service. Charging
different rates for different websites simply doesn't ring true to the spirit of the internet. We in the US already pay more
for poorer service than most other developed (and many developed) countries.

Changes that will negatively impact the options for the public — while enriching the very profitable broadband industry
 — should be carefully considered.

I encourage you to rule to keep the internet as open and free and evenly balanced for all users as possible.

Jill Giese
Orlando Florida
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------------------------------ Email 3,883 ------------------------------

From: sankethy2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sank (  writes:

If I could meet you right now, I'd simply say Fuck you.

The internet is potentially one of humanities greatest equalizers, and you and your co workers just took a big step
towards fucking it up.

Yes, I'm sure I don't know enough about your world, which is likely filled with corruption and bullshit, but I do know
this: Unless your life is in danger over a deal like this, do the right thing for humanity.

Also, don't throw bones to some of the worst companies in the country. The ones that were too stupid to change their
shittily designed remote, and cable box UI's for 15 years. Along with horrid customer satisfaction. They make billions
while not being able to keep up with anyone else in the world that isn't completely poor. They are literally slowing the
progress of humanity. Literally. If we had faster reliable access, I don't think you understand the potential of how much
things can change. This isn't just kids download game of thrones really fast....this is OS's, tools, apps all becoming
instantly available no matter where you are or how cheap and inexpensive your input is. It can bring wonderful things to
 the poor, or hell, everyone.

I'm sorry for the rant, I usually just stay out of politics altogether but...COME ON MAN. Re-assess what your doing
here.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,884 ------------------------------

From: estepahead
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:35
Subject: Internet "fast lane".
Mr. Tom Wheeler,

As a concerned citizen I find it alarming that the FCC will be introducing regulations that will erode and possibly
destroy "net neutrality". I understand that recent court rulings have been hampering your intended plans, but please do
not cave to pressure and doom the American citizens (who already pay too much for internet compared to other
countries) to a system that will reduce freedom and increase prices. These regulations will affect multiple industries
including: Netflix (or any streaming service), the gaming industry, and small business, just to name a few. Many of the
large internet providers already have virtual monopolies in many places, please do not give them anymore power.
America was built on the ideas of capitalism, freedom, and competition. Please do not forsake the ideals and values that
had carried this country, and while many government agencies and individuals have destroyed the faith of its citizens
please do not be counted as one of them. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Andrew Estep

------------------------------ Email 3,885 ------------------------------
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From: elegant92
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
G J

------------------------------ Email 3,886 ------------------------------

From: tomcobra
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tommy Cobretti

------------------------------ Email 3,887 ------------------------------

From: devorah.zealot
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 11:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Devorah Soodak

------------------------------ Email 3,888 ------------------------------

From: agranchelli27
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please restore net neutrality.   The internet should have a free flow of information that should not be divided by ISPs.
The only way to guarantee this does not happen is to keep  net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 3,889 ------------------------------

From: vrl243
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Victoria Loudis

------------------------------ Email 3,890 ------------------------------

From: theobstruction
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 11:44
Subject: Actual Net Neutrality is vital to the American people.
More and more countries throughout the world are making laws enforcing Net Neutrality and privacy laws.  The fact
that this movement is not being led by the USA is strange, considering our history as a world leader, both of
technological innovation and of championing people's individual rights.  I understand that your agency does not have
much direct control over the privacy issues, as it is also largely a national security issue, but it does have a lot of control
over the Net Neutrality debate.  It would seem that, if current trends towards "cloud computing" and corporate
consolidation and lobbying continue, the American public would end up having more and more need for the internet,
and less and less access to it, likely at an increasingly steep price.  This would result in Americans falling increasingly
behind the rest of the world in regards to access to information.  It would also result in stagnation of network-provided
commercial development in the US, as why develop these things if no one can access them anyway?

Many other nations throughout the world are developing strong national and international economies, and I feel that this
 can be a great thing for the US.  They are also deciding that they want a technological future that is open to everyone,
both to access and to innovate.  On the other hand, we seem to be constantly fighting off corporate cabals that want us to
 pay additional tolls to use roads we already pay to use, while making businesses pay more for the right to be accessible
from the roads even though the roads themselves would be nearly useless without those businesses in the first place.

I understand that different data has different network requirements, as obviously streaming services need some sort of
priority over email or text.  On the other hand, without an open internet, there would likely have been no streaming
services, no cloud computing, no Kindles or iPads, no Facebooks or Googles, no real innovation because arbitrary limits
 wouldn't have left room for it.

Please support real, meaningful Network Neutrality legislation.  It would allow for economic growth, new businesses,
new innovations, better education, and so much more.  Without it, all of these things would end up happening in other
countries that do support these things.

Thank you for your time.

Paul Guy
12210 239th Ave NW
Elk River, MN 55330

(Ironically, even though I have a fiber-optic trunk line less than a half mile from my home, and all surrounding
neighborhoods have broadband, the best my street can get is 28.8 dial-up.  I am writing this having with my phone USB
tethered to my computer!  At least Sprint is cool about it.  Just an ironic anecdote.)

------------------------------ Email 3,891 ------------------------------

From: ccomer.1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,
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Net Neutrality is something that should stay in place, there shouldn't be a fast lane for companies that pay more. The
internet is a place for open information for those who want it.

You probably won't read this,

Thanks,

C.F. Comer

------------------------------ Email 3,892 ------------------------------

From: dougald
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Please do not destroy the internet by allowing a two tiered system that favors wealthy broadband providers. The internet
 was developed with taxpayer dollars. This proposal does nothing to benefit the public that funded its creation and only
benefits the well funded backers.

Please drop this proposal now.

Dougald Scott
116 Allegro Drive, Santa Cruz CA 95060

------------------------------ Email 3,893 ------------------------------

From: auroramarquez
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
aurora marquez

------------------------------ Email 3,894 ------------------------------
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From: matt.faw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

I feel compelled to write this email after the latest decision the FCC has made regarding Net Neutrality in the US
market. Unrestricted, unfiltered internet access has been a cornerstone of the modern web, and losing it would be a
grievous error and disservice to those who engineered this technical marvel. An unrestricted internet, as we have known
it to exist thus far, has led to the creation and distribution of untold petabytes of data. This data is everything from the
world’s largest encyclopedia (Wikipedia) to untold billions of dollars in economic development through companies like
Netflix, Google, Amazon, and many others.

However, the biggest losers in your current changes will not be the huge players that have profited from the
development and ubiquity of the modern web. Having reaped the financial rewards already, they will have the funds to
pay “commercially reasonable” fees and enjoy competitive service for the foreseeable future. The losers will be small
and medium-sized businesses who rely on the web for the majority of their income. These businesses have had to
struggle through years of recession and economic downturn, and few if any have the extra resources needed to secure
high bandwidth peering and priority connections. I have worked in this industry and know firsthand how devastating
internet connectivity issues can be.

I’m writing this letter to implore you to reconsider your decision. Give net neutrality it’s proper dues. The internet has
passed the age where it was a commercial service. It is now a vital necessity for businesses and individuals alike.  Please
 make the national ISP’s and federal government aware of this fact by classifying broadband access as a Title II
communications service.

Every US citizen and company should be able to purchase broadband access with the knowledge that any service they
access, from Google to the pizza joint down the street, will be delivered to the them under the same routing schemes and
 given the same bandwidth priority.

Sincerely,

Matt Faw, a concerned resident of Charlotte, North Carolina.

------------------------------ Email 3,895 ------------------------------

From: nitroblasterfool91
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:48
Subject: Hello!
Just writing to inform you that the people of America believe that bet neutrality is truly of the utmost importance for
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keeping the free exchange of ideas open and in censored.  Your mafia - like agency has one by one censored every type
of communication other than the internet.  "Fuck" is never heard on the television, radio, or public ads and signs.  Some
ancient Christian value system that has been embedded into the censorship process blatantly shows it's presence with
almost every move the FCC pushes to censor anything.

If you are uninformed, or have not learned from your history classes, censorship doesn't work and has only ever been
used to control people for the benefit of some higher authoritative power.  Why on earth would you want to place some
sort of control over the people of America? What are you gaining? Some cash in your pocket? Did that cash buy you
happiness? If so please share how because I have yet to see that direct correlation with anyone anywhere.

But I digress; net neutrality is beyond the issue of censorship.  Net neutrality prevents control over what should be an
open source for of communication forever.  It is the necessary "evil" (if you will) for the prevention of any type of
dictatorship, monarchy, or oligarchy (what we are currently fighting to get rid of in America utilizing the internet) from
rising in "democratic" countries around the world.  Allowing private companies to monopolize control the flow of data
and the end cost for use will only lead to abuse of the system.  I have no idea why history is so easily forgotten, but have
 we not learned from past monopolization and what the consequences of that are?  Such information is always a simple
google search away.

If you have not taken it upon yourself to read 1984 by George Orwell I would highly suggest doing so.  I think that the
most important message of that book is that even though the elitists controlled the people they wanted to, they
eventually drowned themselves in their own logical fallacies.  Nobody was free, there was no choice, and you are
helping to lay the groundwork for such a society to erupt.

Thank you for taking the time and please do not take the accusatory statements too seriously.  They were meant for
emphasis and not for the sake of pointing fingers.  We are all equally to blame for the current societal status and net
neutrality is something that can help re-align the modern world.  Please take the time to re evaluate whatever priorities
you may currently have for your organization and position.

Remember that you are human just like me.

Jake

------------------------------ Email 3,896 ------------------------------

From: alexaddley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:49
Subject: No fast lanes, no commercially reasonable exceptions. Just Open  Internet
This is the largest decision that the FCC has ever needed to make, and it's important that the FCC stands firmly for an
open internet. No favoritism, for anyone, at anytime, and certainly not on an easily challenged individual basis. Why
would you open your own rules to a legal quagmire that way? Make the open internet rules simple, secure, and
pervasive. If they are challenged in court again, then redo it again, for as long as it takes to make the open internet stick.
If companies such as Comcast and Verizon are not angry with the result, then you are not doing it right. Your duty is not
 to compromise or keep everyone happy, it is to safeguard an important civic and economic freedom. Keep the internet
open in every single way possible.

Alex Addley

------------------------------ Email 3,897 ------------------------------

From: wcur33
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:50
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ward Curry

------------------------------ Email 3,898 ------------------------------

From: rlrhett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I have read with alarm your proposed new rules that sacrifice net neutrality for the false compromise of requiring
"commercial reasonableness". Net neutrality is the engine of innovation for our economy. Forget public dissent, forget
political censorship, forget the silencing of open discourse. Even if you don't care about democracy, net neutrality is an
economic imperative.

YouTube did not originate with Google. It was thought up by a bunch of young engineers that wanted to share videos of
 a wedding. What would have happened if their site had stuttered, unable to send videos because they could not have
paid for a fat pipe to the world? Remember, we are not talking about the end consumer's connection to the internet.
Early adopters could have had the fastest in the world, and still YouTube videos would have been choppy and low
resolution. YouTube would never have survived. People would have switched it off.

Neither would NetFlix, neither would Facebook. All depended on open access to the Internet well before they became
billion dollar companies. We aren't the world's leading innovators on the Internet because we somehow are inherently
better than others. We did it because the Internet was available to all of us, without restrictions. 300 Million minds
dreaming about making the next big thing.

Choke access to start-ups, dreamers, and innovators and we will loose any competitive advantage we have. For what?
What do we achieve by crippling the brightest economic engine this nation's economy has had for 30 years? Comcast to
pay its CEO an extra $1Million a month?

I understand that you live in a craven world where "profit" means more than "patriotism", but please think of the future
of this nation first.  Honor your mission of, in your own words, "Supporting the nation's economy by ensuring an
appropriate competitive framework for the unfolding of the communications revolution."  The solution is simple, and
suggested to you by the Federal Court.  The Internet is as vital to our economy as the electric grid, the interstate
highway system, or rural telephone access.  It is time to treat it as such.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Please rethink your proposal and work for your country's future, not against it.

------------------------------ Email 3,899 ------------------------------

From: peterwilliams54
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Peter Williams

------------------------------ Email 3,900 ------------------------------

From: davidjlatt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

As a consumer, I strongly ask you to drop your rumored revisions of the net neutrality provision. I am an Emmy Award
winning producer who has watched the consolidation of the production business because the Networks convinced your
predecessors that they would not move into the production business. Trust us, they said. Then they crushed all the
independent competition.

Your rumored proposal relies on “case by case review” and “what is reasonable business arrangements.” To quote Jon
Stewart, “Really?” That is a non-standard for oversight.

Net Neutrality keeps the internet as the one place where there is a level playing field for innovation. Please do not
destroy that.

With all kind regards,
David Latt

------------------------------ Email 3,901 ------------------------------

From: lfoley2
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 11:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lucy Foley (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,
It has come to my attention that the big companies are trying pass a law allowing them to buy faster internet access.
Please don't let this happen!! We are losing our democracy to big money and we must maintain Net Neutrality in the
face of this travesty.
thank you.
Lucy Foley
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,902 ------------------------------

From: piersbrown
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:56
Subject: Net Neutrality is Just That Neutral NO EXCEPTIONS
I urge all members to reject this new proposal (by the newest member recently appointed by Obama, who used to lobby
for the very industry he is now supposedly going to regulate)  which would allow massive internet service providers to
create a fast lane for giant content providers that they choose, thereby cutting out start ups and smaller content
providers; relegating them to a second class status because they in essence don't pay to play like the big boys. This is
truly not net neutrality, even though this newly appointed member of the FCC says that it is. That is simply double
speak and has no place in a democratic society. To not classify the internet, and the monopolies that provide us with the
mean to connect to it, as tele-communications companies is absurd. It is time for all the commissioners of the FCC to
grow a pair, and stop being afraid of industry lobbyist, and congressman that might balk at you as commissioners doing
doing what it is you are appointed to do which is look out for the interest of we the people, who by the way own those
airwaves you are charged with regulating.

------------------------------ Email 3,903 ------------------------------

From: ken2tom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
kenny thomas

------------------------------ Email 3,904 ------------------------------

From: slharmer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 11:57
Subject: preserve net neutraily
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to express my displeasure with the proposed plan to allow broadband providers to charge different rates for
 delivering data at different speeds.  I believe that this would stifle competition and create inequalities in internet access,
 with long-term negative effects for the market and our society.

Instead, I urge you to classify broadband as a telecommunications service rather than as an information service.  This
would reflect how many people use and relay upon the internet, and would allow you to directly prohibit companies
from engaging in unjust or unreasonable discrimination.

Regards,
Stacey Harmer

Stacey Harmer
Professor
Department of Plant Biology
1002 Life Sciences
One Shields Ave.
University of California
Davis, CA 95616

voice: (530) 752-8101
fax:   (530) 752-5410

mailto

------------------------------ Email 3,905 ------------------------------

From: fastparradidel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:08
Subject: Comment on open internet rules - where are the rules?
I would like to actually read the rules.  However, there is nothing easily accessible on the website.  Can you please send
a link of where I can read the rules?  Where is the notice.  If this is truely about open internet it should be easily
accessible notice.

I understand there is a lot of money at stake here and the customers are probably going to get the short end of most of
this.  However, the most important thing I would hope you consider is if customers pay for a specific speed, they should
receive the speed for any and all content.  This will drive prices up for consumers to consume content from the internet
over time.  Personally I think you should re-classify internet service providers as common carriers and regulate those
entities accordingly.

Thank you for your time.  If you could send me a link to the actual rules I would appreciate it.
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Ryan Holl

------------------------------ Email 3,906 ------------------------------

From: phil
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 12:08
Subject: Do Not Destroy Network Neutrality

Do not go forward with the proposed "special, faster lanes" for online content.
Have you considered what ths will do to small businesses?  By doing this you will unfarily discriminate against
companies that could not or are unwilling to pay.

This will hurt consumers and companies alike. The United States used to stand for equality and democracy. That is
slowly eroding away. Please do not constrain the internet in the same way.

Thank you,

Phil Dixon

------------------------------ Email 3,907 ------------------------------

From: linda mosca
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:10
Subject:
The internet was developed with taxpayer dollars in Arlington Virginia. There is nothing in this proposal that benefits
the public that funded its creation. This decision only benefits well-funded corporations and should be voted down.

Linda Mosca
www.InstructionsWriter.com<http://www.instructionswriter.com/>

------------------------------ Email 3,908 ------------------------------

From: thenutritioncoach
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:13
Subject: Future of the Internet
I got a hint of what you want to do with making the internet more favorable to corporations. This is a major concern and
 I'm thinking you will get a huge backlash from the 99%.  But like most gov't decisions, thought into how to decrease
the gap between the rich and poor will not be a factor in how you move forward on making the internet a form of free
speech but a form of a way to buy off politicians in the interest of CORPRATISM.

Good Luck

Larry Cleveland, RD, LD, LMT

------------------------------ Email 3,909 ------------------------------

From: tex.arcana.666
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 12:15
Subject: Thanks for selling us out!

We really appreciate it when you sell our free voices to corporate corruption! NOT!

Have you forgotten for whom you work??  Who ACTUALLY pays your salaries?? Who granted you the powers you are
 at the mkment ABUSING??

That's right: WE, THE PEOPLE enabled you to sit in your cushy little office and make those decisions that attempt to
silence us. To sit there and take bribes to corporatize the Internet--which you well know is and should be classified as an
 open communication medium.

You need to resign. Immediately. Your interests do not lie with the American people. And as long as you have sold
yourself and the entire FCC to corporations, you really should be sitting in a jail cell, next to the robber bankers that
stole $850 billion of American taxpayer dollars.

You should be ashamed of yourself. Your mother should be ashamed, as well.

Sincerely,

An American who pays your salary and enabled your misbegotten "career".

------------------------------ Email 3,910 ------------------------------

From: erin.weathers
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:15
Subject: Demand that the FCC abandon proposed rules to end Net Neutrality.
Hello,

My name is Erin Weathers and I demand that the FCC abandon these proposed rules that effectively put an end to net
neutrality, or the idea that all web traffic should be treated equally, and classify broadband service providers as
"Common Carriers".

These rules do not fit in the consumers best interest and can limit access that I don’t believe that the FCC has taken in
account (or the FCC doesn’t care) Education sites, innovation, and communication is at risk here. Why create
ANOTHER avenue where big business can buy their advantage over the individual consumer?

Thank you,

Erin Weathers

------------------------------ Email 3,911 ------------------------------

From: mrhughes2
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 12:16
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not allow innovation to die--killing net neutrality will add to the economic woes of this nation--the ability of
smaller companies to innovate has allowed this nation to grow--monopolies that control the flow of information will kill
 that innovation.

Sincerely,

Mike Hughes

--

What are the stars but points in the body of God where we insert the healing needles of our terror and longing?
--Thomas Pynchon--Gravity's Rainbow, V699

------------------------------ Email 3,912 ------------------------------

From: eric
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:17
Subject: AGAINST PAY FOR FASTER ACCESS - KEEP THE INTERNET NEUTRAL
Keep the internet neutral.

Keep the internet neutral.

Keep the internet neutral.

Keep the internet neutral.

Keep the internet neutral.

For once in your life, don't sell out.

For once in your life, stand up for ordinary people, not the extremely wealthy.

Are you appointed to represent the public, or Comcast?

The public wants net neutrality. period. By huge numbers. This is unambiguous.  President Obama has stated on the
record that he supports net neutrality. So why don't you?

Eric J Salisbury
Bayville NJ USA

------------------------------ Email 3,913 ------------------------------

From: davereese7
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 12:17
Subject: Net Neutrality is best for everyone.
I am very upset about what you are doing to the internet and creativity in the US. By killing Net Neutrality you are
killing the creativity and dreams of so many people out there. By letting the ISP's control where consumers are allowed
to go freely you are inhibiting the next Twitter, the next Facebook, the next... we may never know because your new
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policy will not allow new ideas to be seen.These new companies will not be able to pay the enormous charge to have
there product or idea viewed equally by everyone. You are dooming the creative future of this country.

I really hope you think long and hard about what you are doing to the country.

I hope one day this country will be full of people not driven my money and greed.

Dave Reese

------------------------------ Email 3,914 ------------------------------

From: r
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 12:19
Subject: Please classify broadband as a Title II telecommunications service
Dear Commissioners,
I am deeply concerned about Chairman Wheeler's proposed rules, which will decimate Internet freedom and stifle
innovation.

Our nation's future success hinges on the ability of its citizens to innovate, create and use an open Internet. The
proposed rules will prove disastrous for entrepreneurs, nonprofits and individual users. Chairman Wheeler's proposal is
not Net Neutrality. It is a blatant choice to award profit to giant corporations at the expense of American citizens who
have extremely limited choice when it comes to ISPs.

As one of millions of Americans who rely on a free and open Internet for my work, I urge you to reject Chairman
Wheeler's proposal and classify broadband as a Title II telecommunications service.

Thank you for your consideration, and for your service to the American people.

Rebekah Monson
19505 SW 128 Ave.
Miami, FL 33177

------------------------------ Email 3,915 ------------------------------

From: vclopez
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:25
Subject: Comment on Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Your proposed rules on net neutrality is the exact opposite of net neutrality.  The only thing that would ensure net
neutrality is to reclassify broadband as a regulated, common-carrier service.

Our speeds in this country are abysmal.  These proposed rules would only hold America back.  Business that might start
here in the US will be forced to seek our better infrastructure.  Internet speeds are now a deciding factor in many
business decisions, add to that the fact that you might have to pay a toll to have access to better speeds on top of what



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

you pay to have the service in the first place in double dipping and only a way for service providers to raise profits.

This rules will only succeed in setting up a barrier for lower income citizens as the price of doing business will be
passed on to the consumer.

Thank You,

Victor Cesar Lopez

Technology Coordinator

Lopez Health Systems, Inc.

------------------------------ Email 3,916 ------------------------------

From: dipittaway
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:29
Subject: classify broadband access providers as Title II Telecommunications  Services
I support classifying broadband access providers (e.g., internet
service providers) as Title II Telecommunications Services.

They should have been classified as Title II a long time ago.

------------------------------ Email 3,917 ------------------------------

From: donaldbradford
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:35
Subject: Net neutrality
My understanding of your proposed rules for an open internet is very disheartening. It is vague and smacks of
capitulation to the big carriers which will suppress competition and increase rates. Look what has happened to the cable
industry. Unbelievable that you even consider this.

I see our future as bleak if this goes through.

Donald Bradford
Palm Springs, CA

------------------------------ Email 3,918 ------------------------------

From: jwechsler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:36
Subject: Opposed to commercial shaping of internet traffic
I am very concerned about the new FCC rules that would allow commercial shaping of traffic over the internet.  This
new model has no possible benefits for the general populace, and only commercial downsides for enterprises that aren’t
cable and internet providers.

As this is a reversal of long-held statements of support for net neutrality, I feel that this is a bizarrely oligarchic reversal.
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  Why would the FCC have any interest in doing this to the general populace?

As a special bonus, this would further commercialize and stress an infrastructure that we are currently being surpassed
in around Europe and the rest of the developed world. Please don’t cripple the most powerful and enabling technology
the human race has yet developed in the interest of a few lobbyists from Comcast and their ilk.  You must consider the
future longer term.

Best,

Jeremy Wechsler
Chicago, Illinois

------------------------------ Email 3,919 ------------------------------

From: justjish
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:38
Subject: You Net Nuetrality Proposal is Anti-Consumer
I dont know when the government was truly run by corporations, but with these net neutrality guidelines, it becomes
clear it is. By allowing the already monopoly driven internet providers to charge faster access for companies able to pay
you are creating a HUGE bottleneck for new start ups.

I am currenting an undergraduate in the computer science program at Rutgers, and if you move forward with these
proposals, then I know my aspirations towards starting a new technology company will end. I would have to devote too
much initial capital to pay Verizon, Comcast, AT&T and TWC to get on the "faster" track.

These guidelines are anti-consumer. Comcast is making close to a billion dollars a quarter on the service they already
offer, why can't they just reinvest into their company to provide better support across the board for all web services? Its
all about more money and your policy is making the internet providers rich and more powerful, while at the same time
reduces the huge surge of new tech startups.

Please revise your policy.

-Sujish Patel

------------------------------ Email 3,920 ------------------------------

From: jkodish
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:40
Subject: Don't gut Net Neutrality

This is what you get when you put a cable company lobbyist in charge of the FCC:
a plan to enrich big broadband and and be "terrible for consumers," according to Troy Wolverton of the San Jose
Mercury News.

Reclassify ISP's as common carriers.

Janet Kodish
Oakland, CA

------------------------------ Email 3,921 ------------------------------

From: chris.verdon
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:42
Subject: Tom Wheeler's take on net neutrality
The first amendment to the constitution was made explicitly because of the importance that free communication has to
the democratic process. In no way can a pay-to-play internet sustain this standard, and is therefore a threat to democracy
 everywhere. I understand that the United States of America is physically one of the largest single countries in the
world, and maintaining a communications infrastructure in it is a daunting job to undertake. If the communications
carriers in America (and they are common carriers, regardless of what they try to sell themselves as) can't maintain these
 systems as they currently stand then that's a problem we need to address. Selling out the voice of the American people
is not an acceptable solution, and acting like it is is frankly short sighted and lazy thinking.

------------------------------ Email 3,922 ------------------------------

From: jessicagoodrich
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler and etc.,

I am a librarian.  Every day I help people find information they need to advance their knowledge.  Much of this
information is found on a computer.  If that information is limited, with only part of the access open, part of it to favor
whatever certain companies pay for, with the internet having a high cost of entry, it's limiting everything the internet is
about.  It kills everything the internet stands for.

The ways the rules are wrote do not work.  I understand how much the world is about making a profit, for good or for
bad.  I understand there are large lobbyist groups pushing for the "right" to charge companies to deliver some content
before other content.  This is not in the best interest of the American citizen.  The government needs to represent the
common interest.  With that in mind, reclassify broadband.  Keep the knowledge found online fair and open and on
equal footing.

Thank you,
Jessica Goodrich
1004 Britten Ave.
Lansing, MI 48910

------------------------------ Email 3,923 ------------------------------

From: wiseman.jim
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:57
Subject: Strongly Against Tiered Internet Restructuring and Mergers
To whom it may Concern:

I am writing as a small high tech business owner who depends on the internet for the success of his business. I see the
tiered pricing/service structure not only as a direct threat to my business, but to free speech and competition in the
United States. In short, a sell out to the large communications companies and ISPs who stand to profit greatly from
tiered service. This is definitely putting the fox in charge of the hen house, especially with cable companies providing
the lions share of access to the internet, which is the life blood of their competition in delivery of entertainment and
other services that detract from their core business.
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Remember, the people are watching what you do and will remember how you individually voted.

Do the right thing and side with ordinary citizens.

Thank you for your service.

Manjeet Randhawa

------------------------------ Email 3,925 ------------------------------

From: nicolas.bickford
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 12:58
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners,
I'm writing to urge you to support actual net neutrality, and to classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service. The internet needs to be treated like a public utility. Would you let an electric company
lower Kwh to a person's house just because they didn't like the refrigerator they bought? This is a simple analogy that
brings this issue to light. And I hope you see the correlations.

Please support net neutrality.

Sincerely,
Nicolas Bickford

------------------------------ Email 3,926 ------------------------------

From: lealcharonnat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 12:58
Subject: Open and equal Internet - Discard the "fees for speed" proposal
ATTN:  Tom Wheeler, Chairman

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As a professional architect who uses the internet on a daily for business basis, I am wholly against your proposal to
create a 'two tier' internet.

Instead - you must catagoize internet traffic as telecommunication - not just 'information' and regulate it appropriately.

Thank you.

leal charonnat
Charonnat Architect
1 - 5th Avenue #1-9
Oakland, CA  94606
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(510) 436-3466<tel:%28510%29%20436-3466>

www.charonnatdesign.com<http://www.charonnatdesign.com/>

------------------------------ Email 3,927 ------------------------------

From: ernestnathan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:00
Subject: Two Lane Internet

Commisioners,

The web was started with Government money for the benefit of all citizens. Don't succumb to Comcast and Verizon
money. Keep it open the way it's supposed to be. For once do the right thing for the American public.

Ernie Nathan
San Jose CA
408-703-5200

------------------------------ Email 3,928 ------------------------------

From: cag3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:00
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Following the appeals court decision, the Federal Communications Commission has the power to stop Internet providers
 from selling bandwidth to the highest bidder. Reclassify broadband Internet access as a telecommunications service and
 preserve net neutrality before it's too late.

Thank you,
Cathy Gruber
Oakton, VA

------------------------------ Email 3,929 ------------------------------

From: chasfred
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:01
Subject: Chairman Wheeler, open internet means net neutrality
Why is "net neutrality" important? One word. Time. What the current internet provides is access to information in a
manner undreamed of a few decades ago, making possible the interconnection of interests worldwide. What the
proposed rules would allow is the breaking of that access, such that this vast educational platform is brought to serve
only the interests of those with currently deep pockets in the United States for their short term commercial gain,
shunting us, our entire country, into the slow lane of future development. Due to the lack of regulation over internet
service providers as telecom service providers, we in this country already 'enjoy' slower speeds at greater cost with a
lack of penetration to our more rural communities, than is available in the other advanced nations of Western Europe,
Brazil, Japan, and Korea. In  exacerbating the de-democratization of the US internet, these rules will serve to stifle
innovation and make US entrepreneurs less competitive in the global market, certainly a great loss for our country.
Forcing the ISPs to disclose to the public that they are all adopting the same rules to create a pay to play system, that
creates an unequal platform allowing for high speeds and even slower speeds than currently exist, is a far cry from "an
open internet." In your current position you are responsible for serving the entire American public, not just the wishes of
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 a few large cable companies. I strongly urge you to rethink this issue, and scrap the proposed rules, and use the power
of the FCC to reclassify the ISPs as telecom providers so that true content neutrality on the internet can be preserved.

Charles Fredricks
Santa Monica

------------------------------ Email 3,930 ------------------------------

From: dacubsrule
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 13:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net neutrality is at the core of what makes the internet the internet.  For 45 years, we have had it, and its been good.
The internet has grown from a tool of scientists and researchers to something everyone can use thanks to net neutrality.
But thanks to you, that is about to end.  By ending net neutrality, or by opening the door that will lead to its end, you are
 making the internet a tool that can be used only by the rich.  It will be something companies and the wealthiest
individuals can afford, but not the rest of us.  Soon, we will all have to pay extra just so we can get our content in a
timely manner, the same thing we are getting now.  When that comes to pass, it hurts us all.  It is in the best interest of
the people of the United States, as well as the rest of the world, to ensure the internet remains neutral.  I tell you this not
only as a concerned citizen, but also as a stockholder of one of the companies that stands to gain by the elimination of
net neutrality.  We need net neutrality, and anyone who tells you otherwise is just greedy and is out for their own
personal gain.  Please reverse your recent decision and do what is necessary to ensure net neutrality for decades to
come.

Mark Antunes

------------------------------ Email 3,931 ------------------------------

From: amgohari
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Masud Gohari
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------------------------------ Email 3,932 ------------------------------

From: andreaselia
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 13:01
Subject: An email from a United Kingdom citizen
Hello,

My name is Andreas Elia, I would like to tell you why the internet should be left alone, open and free.

Because I say it should be.

Leave the internet alone you cunts, thanks!

------------------------------ Email 3,933 ------------------------------

From: jamb61251
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jared Mabie

------------------------------ Email 3,934 ------------------------------

From: brucewc7
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bruce Chapman

------------------------------ Email 3,935 ------------------------------

From: me
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ryan Evans (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

I'm writing to express my disappointment and opposition to the plans of allowing paid-for preferential treatment for
bandwidth across ISP lines. As a small busienss owner who works in technology and entertainment, these rules will put
me at a distinct disadvantage relative to bigger companies who can afford this preferential treatment - making it harder
for me to compete and grow my small business.

I sincerely hope you reconsider this course of action, and recommit to a truly open internet for the benefit of all.

Sincerely,
Ryan Evans
Davis, CA
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,936 ------------------------------

From: psmith15
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:03
Subject: Internet Openness
Good morning -

I am very concerned about the possibility that the FCC will allow internet service providers to allow content providers
to pay for special treatment. The great benefit of the internet is that specialized content - vital to a small number of
people, and irrelevant to the majority - is as accessible as the dominant commercial content. The value of the internet is
not in that it gives us access to CNN.com or ABC.com, but that it gives us equal access to content created by people you
 and I have never heard of.

I'm aware that the "two speed Internet" is not about restricting access, but history strongly suggests that tying any part of
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 access to commercial viability of the content inevitably leads to a loss of access to that content that is not commercially
viable. This would be a tragedy, leaving the Internet as a whole about as meaningful as a typical cable television
channel. I strongly urge the FCC to resist the request to allow content providers to pay for special access, and instead
declare internet service to be a telecommunications service, as suggested in today's NYTimes editorial.

I'm quite sure that the large providers are able to convince themselves that their mission is to deliver the big-name
content as quickly as possible. But without equal access to the individual, specialized content, the Internet is
uninteresting. Please do not make this rule change.

Dr. Paul C. Smith
Bay View, WI

--

------------------------------------
Until one has loved an animal, a part of one's soul remains unawakened.

- Anatole France

------------------------------ Email 3,937 ------------------------------

From: maryannvanhoomissen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
maryann vanhoomissen

------------------------------ Email 3,938 ------------------------------

From: 7602209224
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:05
Subject:
We need to save our Internet We do not need any fast lane for the rich All lanes should be open to everybody as it is I
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pay more and get less internet service

------------------------------ Email 3,939 ------------------------------

From: james.j.prendergast
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:06
Subject: Proposed Rule Changes
I would like to strongly voice my opposition to the proposed rule changes regarding the internet before the FCC.  Under
these rules internet Service providers will be able to charge for preferential treatment.  This is not an open internet.  It is
an internet controlled by a few gatekeepers that answers to money and special interest NOT the public welfare.  Instead
the FCC should re-classify broadband as a telecommunications service with all of the regulatory protections in place to
insure an open internet. THIS WILL INSURE  NET NEUTRALITY!

Peace,

Jim

847-398-7973 H
847-848-6850 C
"Show by your good life that your works are done with gentleness born of wisdom." (James 3:13b)

------------------------------ Email 3,940 ------------------------------

From: witchfire
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:07
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
Very rarely do I send an email to anyone outside of school. When I went to gameinformer.com and read the article
about the net neutrality rules I was disgusted with what I had read. All the government is doing is giving the rich people
more breaks and screwing over those that are barely making ends as is. As a college student internet access is a must in
order to do anything for any class. Not only will these neutrality rules screw over low class people but will force more
people to drop out of college as is. College students already have to deal with the decrease in financial aid from the
government but now this. Not everyone is living the life of the rich and famous. I know you personally will not feel the
effect of what would happen when this go through but think of everyone else. All this net neutrality shit will do is once
again is force a greater divide in the already huge line between the rich and the poor. Thanks to you at the FCC and all
of your associates even more people are going to be in even more debt. It is no wonder people are moving out of the US
and that the US Haas lost it's seat as the strongest country. When the government does not care at all for the people they
are suppose to serve then why the hell are you guys even in the government. Just one question, how can you sleep with
yourself at night?

------------------------------ Email 3,941 ------------------------------

From: thisisjace
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:07
Subject: Please support Net Neutrality
I'm writing to encourage the chairman of the FCC to support net neutrality rules and keep the internet open and free
from preferential treatment.

Only those who can afford to pay will be able to innovate and this will stifle the internet and discourage new
technologies and developments.

PLEASE DO NOT GIVE COMCAST THE RIGHT TO CHARGE FOR SPECIAL, FASTER ACCESS TO THE
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INTERNET.

Thank you.
Jace Sheppard
Colchester, Vermont

Jace Sheppard
802.310.4160

mailto:
jacesheppard.com<http://jacesheppard.com>

Facebook<http://facebook.com/thisisjace> Google Plus<https://plus.google.com/109916436322756008960/posts>
Twitter<http://twitter.com/thisisjace>

 <https://wisestamp.appspot.com/pixview.gif?p=chrome&v=3.31.0&t=1398445546572&u=7b8e56f31afea6a4>

------------------------------ Email 3,942 ------------------------------

From: journey57
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:08
Subject: Open internet
Who do you believe you are fooling Mr. Wheeler. How much did you or will you get paid? Anyone looking at this
scenario can not but see it as the carriers wanting a bigger bite out of the successful content providers profits. That bite
will be passed on to consumers. In the end the consumers loose. God , this country is being sold of to the highest bidder
by the people that we pay to protect our interest. Your actions are comparable to that of a traitor. You have betrayed the
individual citizens of this country for the sake of a select few that can better afford to persuade you than we can come
even close to. Enjoy your ill gotten gains. You must lack a good conscience.
                                               Nicolas G. Tavenner
registered democrat        271 Howe Street                  East Brookfield, Massachusetts

------------------------------ Email 3,943 ------------------------------

From: pati2u
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:09
Subject: proposed net neutrality rules
Mr. Wheeler,

I believe the best way to preserve fair competition and equal access to all internet service providers
is for the FCC to declare ISP's as "common carriers".  That way, the largest and richest providers
will not grow into monopolistic entities who can control access and therefore, content, due to a provider's
ability to pay.

Capitalism is great, but only promotes competition and democracy if it is thoughtfully and carefully
regulated to protect the interests of all of the people, not just the rich.

Thank you.

Pat W.

------------------------------ Email 3,944 ------------------------------
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From: mike
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:09
Subject: Net neutrality
How do I file a complaint against you, the FCC?

You have failed your country.

Do what you are supposed to do - look after the citizens interests.

MIKE ROSENTHAL PHOTOGRAPHY|FILM
+1 310 980 9624 | www.mikerosenthal.net<http://www.mikerosenthal.net>
http://mikerosenthal.blogspot.com
@mrmikerosenthal

Photography:
1+1 Mgmt
+1 212 255 3325
Marco Maida

1plus1mgmt.com<mailto: 1plus1mgmt.com>
Rob Newbould

1plus1mgmt.com<mailto: 1plus1mgmt.com>

Music Videos/Commercials:
Lark Creative
Jamie Rabineau

mailto:

Syndication:
The Licensing Project
+1 212 343 8600
Stefanie Breslin

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,945 ------------------------------

From: bisco1915
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:10
Subject: Net Neutrality, Equal for all!
Mr. Tom Wheeler,

By killing Net Neutrality, I feel it's equal to killing free speech.  Please don't give the big companies what they want.
By making internet pages PAY to get their pages to download faster (if at all) via the internet providers, it will kill the
open forum that the internet has become.

The internet providers already make enough money via subscription fees.  Don't let them 'double down' by getting
money from the people with the subscriptions AND the internet pages.

Please don't do it.  Give the people back their power, internet, and voice.
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Sincerely,
Colleen Lubisco

------------------------------ Email 3,946 ------------------------------

From: tspsailor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:11
Subject: New rules
Sir,

Its time to stand up for the consumer . The big business has taken over our government . Please , do not allow it to
happen in your commission , unrestricted uncensored access is necessary for a free country .

The ability to profit at the expense of free access , is not what the people deserve . If real control is not taken now , it
never will be .

Terry Phillips

------------------------------ Email 3,947 ------------------------------

From: ezjono34
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:12
Subject: On Net Neutrality
Stand up for a better world Mr. Wheeler.

Yours sincerely,

Jonathon Wragg

Tel: (+44) (0) 777637 8407

Email: mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,948 ------------------------------

From: pauran
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:13
Subject: Maintain TRUE Net Neutrality

Maintain true net neutrality to protect the freedom of information in the United States.

True net neutrality means the free exchange of information between people and organizations. Information is key to a
society's well being. One of the most effective tactics of an invading military is to inhibit the flow of information in a
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population; this includes which information is shared and by who. Today we see this war being waged on American
citizens. Recently the FCC has moved to redefine "net neutrality" to mean that corporations and organizations can pay
to have their information heard, or worse, the message of their competitors silenced. We as a nation must settle for
nothing less than complete neutrality in our communication channels. This is not a request, but a demand by the citizens
 of this nation. No bandwidth modifications of information based on content or its source.

This is the petition at whitehouse.gov.  I signed that petition and also am sending it to the FCC directly.  I demand
TRUE net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 3,949 ------------------------------

From: csspiral
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:15
Subject: If net neutrality dies, so does the economy.
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

The Internet has been free and open for the past 45 years of its existence.  The Internet is only somewhat decentralized.
In fact, such a large portion of the internet is run by American companies.  This has helped the American economy, as
well as the world economy, in countless ways.  But one thing made the Internet so successful: Treating all traffic
equally.  This gave everyone a fair chance.  But if net neutrality dies, what we have been working so long on may be
destroyed.  Companies will relocate to other countries, where they may save costs by not being charged ridiculous
amounts for faster pipes.

One argument that people have brought up is that the ISPs may pass on the saving to the customer.  But have they ever
done that before?  No.  Other countries continue to have faster speeds than ours at much lower prices.  In fact, our bills
keep rising, but our speeds barely do.

Another fair point to bring up is that most major tech companies other than the ISPs support net neutrality.  This will be
a difficult battle, and so you must make difficult choices.  Right now you are choosing the easy way out.  Keep going on
 the path you are going on right now, and people will despise you as the man who helped destroy the internet as we
know it.   Make the push to reclassify ISPs as common carriers, and people will look back at you as the man who helped
 save the internet.

Make the choice that will be right for the USA and the world.

-- Caleb-Josiah Szalacinski

------------------------------ Email 3,950 ------------------------------

From: jgnobile
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
If the commissioner of the FCC is an Obama appointee, then how does the administration reconcile this -
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- "Would you make it a priority in your first year of office to reinstate net neutrality as the law of the land? And would
you pledge to only appoint FCC commissioners that support open internet principles like net neutrality?"

- "The answer is yes, I am a strong supporter of net neutrality.....What you've been seeing is some lobbying that says
that the servers and the various portals through which you're getting information over the Internet should be able to be
gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different Web sites…. And that I think destroys one of the best things about
the Internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there."

2007, Barack Obama

Huh, so you’re going to do the exact opposite of what was promised. Goood times

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 3,951 ------------------------------

From: madmaxh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Max Hutchinson

------------------------------ Email 3,952 ------------------------------

From: mail
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:17
Subject: open internet
Dear FCC,

I urge you to maintain the internet as an open and equal space. Please do not allow the sale to the highest bidder of high
speed data transfer capabilities.
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Mark O'Connell

mailto:
www.markoconnell.org

------------------------------ Email 3,953 ------------------------------

From: roberts.anthony
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC Commissioners,

The FCC is proposing new rules that will end Net Neutrality.

Giving carriers the ability to artificially limit the speed and quality of some content is an open license to effectively
sensor the internet.  Anything in the slow lane will be at a competitive disadvantage, giving only the wealthiest content
providers the ability to meet consumer demand.

This is really bad for small businesses and start-ups. This will give companies like Comcast and Time Warner Cable the
ability to pick winners and loosers.

Broadband Internet should be regulated under Title 2 of the Communications Act as necessary to protect consumers and
 the public interest.

I urge you to support Net Neutrality and work to preserve America's right to a free and unfettered internet.

Thank you,

Anthony Roberts

------------------------------ Email 3,954 ------------------------------

From: blahjovic
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Tom, read your blog post.  I'm concerned about the language you are using regarding internet neutrality.  You seem
like you are not going to classify internet providers and just make some " ? "  rules.
Please classify internet carries as common carriers.
Follow the lead they have set in Europe.
Internet providers are a utility.  I am already paying them for their service.
Please don't give into lobby / interest groups who are just looking for more money and power.
I know you are from the industry.. but now you work for us.
Please listen to the people, not the companies.

Thanks,

Jacob Johnson

------------------------------ Email 3,955 ------------------------------

From: scottr01
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
The FCC's current plan to allow internet service providers to charge for
preferential treatment is a lot of crap. Chairman Wheeler needs to
reclassify broadband as telecommunications service instead.

Scott Reynolds

PS. I tried calling Chairman Wheeler's line directly to speak about this
matter but instead was referred to the FCC.gov website. I can only
assume that this is because he has gotten so many irate phone calls
about the FCC wanting to kill net neutrality that he couldn't get any
other work done.

------------------------------ Email 3,956 ------------------------------

From: penni006
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:20
Subject: Net neutrality
It is my opinion, and the opinion of everyone I know, that net neutrality is the most democratic method of regulating the
 web.

The future of preferential treatment, and a subsequent linear sequence of events, will have ISPs charging for websites
like cable channels.
(for example http://nofilmschool.com/2014/04/fccs-new-proposal-mean-net-neutrality-content-creators/?
awt_l=MCpR_&awt_m=3ZSpww7PN.BjwS7)

That is absurd and unfair to the American people and another example (to me and others like me) of government
policies being aligned with corporate interests.
This makes me less proud to be an American:
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/the-switch/wp/2014/02/23/comcasts-deal-with-netflix-makes-network-neutrality-
obsolete/

Thanks for your time. Best,

--

Cory R. Pennington
(256) 810-0749

mailto

mailto:

 <http://www.technicolor.com/sites/all/themes/technicolor/logo.png>

------------------------------ Email 3,957 ------------------------------

From: matthew.colby
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:20
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Subject: A Concerned Citizen Writing on Tiered Broadband
Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to express my extreme concern at the recent moves by the commission to provide rules for tiered Internet
speeds and access to services by broadband providers.

I am of the strong opinion that the public trust is not served by allowing a tiered Internet that caters best to a select
group of consumers and content providers.

Proposed regulations treat the Internet much like cable television in allowing service providers to dictate access to and
control the pricing of individual content. The rules seem to be written in this fashion, which is completely not in keeping
 of the nature of the Internet.

The Internet is not merely a means of communication as is television or radio. It is an avenue for commerce, a platform
for vital services, and an open and free means of communal expression. To allow a small cartel of service providers
such control over such a large segment of our modern digital society is both irresponsible and against the public interest.

The health of our society and indeed our democracy is dependent on equal access to information and basic services. The
 United Nations Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression
declared in 2011 broadband access to be a universal human right. I grew up with the Internet since I have been a child
and this idea of unfettered access as a human right fits with the world that I experience.

It is also clear from the appalling state of broadband infrastructure in the United States, that service providers will not
raise speeds and provide better services while they can profit from offering an inferior product. The lack of competition
with ISP's will only increase with this new regulation and the US will fall even further behind the rest of the developed
world's technology.

Innovation and commerce will also be greatly stifled as new businesses with innovative products will not be able to
bring them to market without paying the extortion prices of the trolls that guard the bridges of the information
superhighway.

The proposed new rules offer 'disclosure' of deals made by ISP's with content providers as a protection. Forcing
disclosure of unjust business practices is not regulation.

I have an interesting question to pose to you. Could ISP's under new rules simply limit the access to their own public
disclosure web pages? They of course would have to disclose this.

I ask you as a taxpayer, citizen, and denizen of the web to reconsider allowing tiered access to what is truly one of the
great innovations for democracy and humanity of our age.

Warmest Regards,
Matthew Colby

1364 Decatur St. Apt 2R
Brooklyn, NY 11237
703-994-3228

------------------------------ Email 3,958 ------------------------------

From: reaper6971
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
This article puts what I feel needs to happen with Net Neutrality in a very concise format:
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http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

Essentially:
The internet is a utility, define it as such and regulate it as such.

-Dan

------------------------------ Email 3,959 ------------------------------

From: smcutler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:21
Subject: Keep the Internet Democratic
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I’m extremely distressed by your statements indicating you would allow Internet providers to pay for faster service. In
the tech age, I cannot imagine a more devastating blow to democracy, not to mention an affront to consumers and
innovators of web-based platforms and businesses.

I beg you, do not let this happen.

thank you,
Steve Cutler
New York, NY.

Steve Cutler
212.316.4915

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,960 ------------------------------

From: rareevesmd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:22
Subject: internet pricing
Dear Sirs,
What I pay for internet access should be based on the bandwidth I use.  Period.

Please scrap any ideas that will allow Comcast (a dreadful provider I have to tolerate, having no other realistic option) to
 get between me and, eg, Netflix (which I don't use, but might want to someday).

Thank you,

Richard Reeves, MD
just a citizen of the US

------------------------------ Email 3,961 ------------------------------

From: j9feline
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:28
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Hello Tom,
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I am concerned about the recent talk of the plan to do away with internet neutrality. I hope that you will stand up for the
freedom of the internet and prevent the world from going down the wrong path at this crucial crossroads in history. We
need an internet Constitution see:
http://rt.com/news/154168-brazil-internet-freedom-law-conference/

It loks like Brazil is bypassing us when it comes to forward thinking. These big corporations like Netflix and Comcast
only think about their bonuses and big paychecks. This is small minded thinking. We should be thinking towards the
future and what infinite possibilities complete internet neutrality will afford the USA as a whole, that is if we wish to
remain ahead of the heard.

 What this recent chatter is showing the world is that we are not willing to allocate the money to build proper
infrastructure for the future but we will only offer this option to the big companies who can afford to pay for it and make
 money off of it. This is a disgrace. Europeans already have WAY faster service and pay WAY less for every aspect of
their communications services. To think that the richest country in the world will not make the investment to do things
the right way and run the most current technology across this country and instead is considering ceding to the greed of
these telecommunications companies is a disgrace and an embarrassment.

In addition, it is not widely known that parts of Europe use fiber optics for wifi that travels on a light wave. This is the
future. We should be doing the same thing across the entire country instead of implementing things like smart meters
that use a microwave pulse which is toxic and damaging to our environment. Who is isn charge of this? Going the cheap
 route by handing out contracts to companies who want to make a fast buck instead of do things the proper way is not
the way to set an example to the world. We can run these meters on fiber optic cables, as you well know. Idaho is doing
it as well as Italy and Japan.

America is counting on you to bypass payoffs and do what is right to bring us up to speed(no pun intended) with the rest
 of the civilized world and perhaps lead the way into the future.

We are all looking to you to make sure this divisive option is squashed and thrown into the trash.

Thank you,
Janine Ferguson

------------------------------ Email 3,962 ------------------------------

From: smcutler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:30
Subject: Re: Keep the Internet Democratic
Mr. Wheeler, et al,

I just realized, in my previous email I said “pay for faster service.” Of course, I meant “charge for faster service.”

And again, please do not let this happen.

Steve Cutler

On Apr 25, 2014, at 1:21 PM, Steven Cutler < mailto:  wrote:

   Dear Chairman Wheeler,

   I’m extremely distressed by your statements indicating you would allow Internet providers to pay for faster service. In
 the tech age, I cannot imagine a more devastating blow to democracy, not to mention an affront to consumers and
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innovators of web-based platforms and businesses.

   I beg you, do not let this happen.

   thank you,
   Steve Cutler
   New York, NY.

   Steve Cutler
   212.316.4915

mailto:

   Steve Cutler
   212.316.4915

mailto:
   www.stevecutlerwriter.com<http://www.stevecutlerwriter.com>

------------------------------ Email 3,963 ------------------------------

From: blcosby
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
Just a note to let you know that I believe that net neutrality needs to be maintained and should not be boughten by the
deepest pockets.   Neutrality is what the people want and should get.  We in middle america are tired of being screwed
by the federal government at every turn and we are tired of it.   Digital tv is great if you live in a market to receive it
although people in the fringe area is left out.
Leave the Net alone.

Bill Cosby
507 Adair St
Bevier MO 63532

------------------------------ Email 3,964 ------------------------------

From: kerryjk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,
I am very concerned about the turn things have taken, regarding net neutrality.

Internet communication should be included in the telecommunications category.
Society is becoming more polarized, in terms of the wealthy and the poor.  The internet has been a somewhat equal
playing field.  This has allowed small startups, non-profits, academics, etc. access to the internet.  This is a good thing
for society overall. In a world that is increasing skewed in favor of the powerful, it would be a travesty to sell internet
access only to the highest bidders.
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Please forgive my outpour of passion to follow:

I want to be very clear.

The FCC must classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." the internet must NEVER be
throttled or controlled in the proposed "rules".

I cannot believe it has come this far, I am so disgusted, the internet is one of the last bastions of Freedom of Speech left.

But now even the internet is being "controlled" by special interest groups, this has gone too far! The internet is NOT for
sale. Pay to play is unacceptable.

Hell, treat it like a utility company, should the power company be able to turn down the wattage on your house cause
they don't like what you ate for breakfast? This is the reality the FCC is ALLOWING to take place, congress gave the
FCC the power to classify the internet. DO NOT give the power to the corporations. DO give the power to the people,
for WE are the internet.

There is no excuse for this behavior.

Sincerely,

EXTREMELY concerned & disgusted citizen,

David A. Standard

------------------------------ Email 3,967 ------------------------------

From: quinbus
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler:

It's probably come to your attention that many Americans disagree with your "fast lanes" proposal (as reported here:
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-neutrality-rules.html).  I'm among those who consider it
anything but a plan for "net neutrality."  Please discard this strategy.

I'm aware that the official plan and the window for public comments won't arrive until next month.  I hope you'll use
that time to reconsider your decision.

Leslie Hancock
50 Old San Marcos Trail
Santa Fe, NM 87508

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,968 ------------------------------

From: jhoolefashion
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:37
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
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The Internet today is a great place for innovation and the open market. If we destroy net neutrality, it will be just another
 thing ensuring an oligarchic society where upward mobility is nearly impossible.

If net neutrality is destroyed, it can truly impede on the progress of the human race. Let's ensure that 2014 does not
become 1984....

--

Executive Director
www.jhoole.org<http://www.jhoole.org>

------------------------------ Email 3,969 ------------------------------

From: george
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:40
Subject: Bring back Net Neutrality
I am in favor of Net Neutrality.

Categorize the cable companies as a utility, make them common carrier, and (re-)establish net neutrality.

It shouldn't matter if a packet comes from NetFlix or my blog, both should be treated the same by Comcast and other
ISPs.

Think about what life would be like today if the Power Company could charge more the electrons used to power your
toaster or microwave than for the electrons used to power your TV.

How much of a mess would it be if we were forced into buying "air conditioning bundles" just so we could cool our
house down in the summer?

Just like the power company, whose main purpose is the manufacture and distribution of electrons, the cable companie's
 responsibility is to transport packets of data.

Frankly, the fact that ISPs aren't treated as common carriers today speaks more to the lobbyists and how much the FCC
has been bought by lobbyists than it reflects reality.

I'm a consumer.

Who's gonna be my lobbyist?

Oh wait, that's YOUR job.

------------------------------ Email 3,970 ------------------------------

From: rob
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:40
Subject: Humanitarian.com...
Mr. Wheeler,
    Please do not allow "fast lanes" to be created by ISP's. We really need to keep the internet a level playing field. We
can not allow the Internet Service Providers control how fast sites load for users. This is not how the free market works
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and it will lead to suppressed sites being pushed down to a slower lane because they can not afford to pay the fees for
these so called "fast lanes".

Please, please do not allow the ISPs to control the speed and give preferential treatment to big players, which will hurt
small business across the country.

The best solution would be for the F.C.C. to reclassify internet access as a telecommunication service.
--
Thanks,
Robert Gillen
1-800-339-2383

Humanitarian.com
Accepting every human being for just being another human, ignoring and abolishing biased social views, prejudice, and
racism.
http://www.humanitarian.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE - This e-mail transmission, and any documents,
files or previous e-mail messages attached to it, may contain information that
is confidential or proprietary.  If you are not the intended recipient, or a person
responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you must not read this transmission. The information contained in
or attached to this transmission is for the recipients only.

Any disclosure, copying, printing, distribution or use of any of the information
without written permission is strictly prohibited.

------------------------------ Email 3,971 ------------------------------

From: markdemi773
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:43
Subject: Proposed Internet "Speed" Rules Change
Sirs,
I by FAR prefer a regulated internet where small and large content providers compete equally, based on the quality of
their content rather than their financial clout and ability to buy faster transmission deals with ISP’s. I by FAR prefer that
 to a deregulated content universe where the bigger and richer a company is the more prominence it is given.

The free market is difficult enough right now for smaller web providers without stacking the deck further against them
by letting larger, better financed firms push out the competition by letting them buy access. We DO NOT need a further
stratified web. Please keep the growing effect of money buying influence out of the web as much as possible (just look
what unlimited money is doing to our democracy now!).

Sincerely,
Mark Demianew
Las Vegas, Nevada

------------------------------ Email 3,972 ------------------------------

From: kelly.haskins
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:43
Subject: Net Neutrality - I stand for an Open Internet
I am very concerned about the plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment, and I'd like to
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 urge Chairman Wheeler to scrap those plans.

Please do the right thing!

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
common carrrier/telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

Thank you for listening,

Kelly Haskins

Peoria, AZ

------------------------------ Email 3,973 ------------------------------

From: greengirlpdx
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:44
Subject: No fast lane!
Mr. Wheeler:

As a consumer, not a content provider, I strongly urge you NOT to create a two-lane internet by permitting faster
service for some content providers. Service would become much more expensive--there's no way providers wouldn't
take advantage of the chance to raise fees significantly. Consumers will pay dearly and phone/internet service is already
expensive. Broadband should be regulated like a telecommunications service and its critical role in the conduct of our
daily life should be protected. It also supports a healthy economy in a major way and should be open to everyone--not
just those who can afford high rates.

Linda Reedijk

------------------------------ Email 3,974 ------------------------------

From: dp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:46
Subject: Net neutrality is imperative to maintaining a open and free  democratic society.
Dear FCC Commission:

As a American citizen and tax payer I’m urging Chairman Wheeler to reassess the FCC's plan to allow Internet service
providers to charge for preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality as we know it. I urge the chairman to dismiss these rules and instead reclassify
 broadband as a telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality and maintain a open and
free democratic society. Allowing equal access to information for all.

Sincerely yours,

Raul  X. Garcia
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Director/Producer

IFC Short Film of the Month Winner

http://raulxgarcia.com

(626) 278-4479

------------------------------ Email 3,975 ------------------------------

From: mjbshaw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:50
Subject: Newly Proposed Rules and Common Carriers
Hi,

I'm a software developer and avid Internet user, and I've got some concerns regarding the new proposal that the FCC is
touting as "net neutrality" (despite the fact that it blatantly goes agains what real net neutrality is, and what the FCC was
 promoting before the recent court case). I think the FCC's proposal is missing the point: that the Internet should be
treated like most other public services (i.e. telephone services), and that ISPs should be declared common carriers.
Especially since telephony services are moving to the Internet, like with VoIP. Of all the things that should be declared
common carriers, ISPs are the most obvious.

So why not drop the current proposal, and draft up one that makes ISPs common carriers? Otherwise, you're missing the
 forest for the trees.

Sincerely,

Michael Bradshaw

------------------------------ Email 3,976 ------------------------------

From: oldcuster
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 13:53
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Hi,
I'm writing in regards to the new Net Neutrality rules the FCC is proposing, as reported in a recent Wall Street Journal
article ( http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702304518704579519963416350296 ).  I urge you to NOT
 allow internet service providers to charge content providers for "fast lane" access to the internet.  Doing so would be
anti-competitive and prevent the invention of the next Twitter, Facebook, or Netflix, among other services that
Americans have enjoyed.  By allowing ISPs to charge for preferential access, the cost increase will be passed on to the
American consumer.  To allow ISPs to effectively end Net Neutrality would be just another thing putting the squeeze on
 the middle class and prevent future job creators from growing the American economy.  Don't cave into the internet
service providers, don't allow this to happen.
Thank you,
Sean Russell
P.S. You're really allowing Time Warner and Comcast to merge? That's the biggest blunder you've made since these
new proposed net neutrality rules.

------------------------------ Email 3,977 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: michaelstewart
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:55
Subject: The Internet is now a utility like wireline voice
In fact, the Internet is more critical to Americans than wireline phone service.

Treat it as such and regulate the Internet Carriers as you would any other “common carrier” telecom company.

Don’t hamstring the entire American Economy for the benefit of a few Internet Carriers.

Michael Stewart
mailto

7072 156th Pl NE, Redmond, WA 98052
206.387.1460

------------------------------ Email 3,978 ------------------------------

From: lizamsden
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I was shocked when you were nominated and you have proven my worst fears justified.

The internet IS free speech.  By allowing corporate interests to control access you take away that right.

Net neutrality means open to all, free to all. NOT as divvied up by corporate interests for their personal profit.

In April 2008 during his presidential campaign, Barack Obama said: “The most important thing we can probably do is
to preserve the diversity that’s emerging through the Internet…something called net neutrality. I will take a backseat to
no one in my commitment to network neutrality.”

HOW dare you act to reverse freedom of access to the internet!

What you are proposing benefits NO-ONE.  Why are you doing it?  It’s clear it benefits CORPORATE interests...

And what’s YOUR background?

From 1979 to 1984, you headed the National Cable Television Association followed by 8 years working in the
telecommunications industry, then headed the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association from 1992 to 2005.

You are a Washington insider, out of touch with the rest of the country and in the pockets of lobbyists and the corporate
interests they represent.
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Please remove this appalling attack on the rights of Americans and recuse yourself from any further actions against net
neutrality!

Sincerely,

Liz Amsden

Los Angeles, CA

------------------------------ Email 3,979 ------------------------------

From: bayareapools
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Tyler gillespie ( gmail .com) writes:

You are a traitor. You are exactly what is wrong with this country. Show some courage and quit being a spineless yes
man. You have breached you duties and you will go down in history as sycophant. Resign to save your historical legacy.
 The ability to communicate freely and to distribute information is what makes us free. Open a history book sometime.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 3,980 ------------------------------

From: rwstarrett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 13:58
Subject: Internet neutrality
The FCC's proposal is clearly going to result in an uneven playing field with major benefits for the current big players
(Comcast) and long term, a serious anti-competitive effect on the internet market place, stifling competition.  Please
don't be so responsive to the industry's giant players.  This country needs to catch up with the Brits and the French and
ensure that we have a neutral internet , available equally to all.

--

Richard Starrett
www.starrettimages.com<http://www.starrettimages.com/>

------------------------------ Email 3,981 ------------------------------

From: robertjg60
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:04
Subject: Net Neutrality.
To whom it may concern.

There's no such thing as a "fast lane" on the internet.

The ISPs will not build faster backbones to be used by those content providers who pay extra, they will simply throttle



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

those who don't.

You will be allowing the unwise defacto metering of the internet.

Remember when congress tried to regulate "Basic Cable?"

The cable companies took the local channels, PBS, and govt access channels and called THAT basic cable and renamed
what WAS basic cable to something else.

If you allow "fast lanes," you need to ensure that they ARE fast lanes, ie NEW and FASTER lanes that the content
providers pay EXTRA for and not simply existing bandwidth denied to those who don't pay extra.

Bottom Line:  I pay for a certain amount of bandwidth and I have a right to receive my chosen content at that speed.

Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 3,982 ------------------------------

From: john.p.webber
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
4/25/'14

Federal Communications Commission

Chairman Wheelerl -

Please do all you can to defend "net neutrality", which is the basis of affordable internet service and an environment
where innovators and minority voices can be hear.  The FCC is contemplating rules allowing ISPs and others to charge
more to some content providers than to others for necessary speed and capacity.  What should happen - by FCC action
or legislation is that we reclassify broadband Internet access as a telecommunications service that can be regulated in the
 public interest.

I am unaware of specific legislation.

Thanks.  Please reply.

John Webber

12727 - 12th Ave NE

Seattle, Washington 98125-4012

PH   206-365-0741, land line

mailto

------------------------------ Email 3,983 ------------------------------

From: miabrownell
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Thank you,
Allison Morrow
Long Beach, California

------------------------------ Email 3,988 ------------------------------

From: tduplantis
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 14:13
Subject: putting your nose where it doesn't belong
Why are you trying to destroy net neutrality?  Who are you to make this decision for the American people?  You put this
 to a vote and stop trying to line your pockets by abusing your position of power.

------------------------------ Email 3,989 ------------------------------

From: jdg1883
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:14
Subject: OPEN Internet / Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing in support of keeping the internet open and neutral.  There is an ongoing trend, it seems, in continuing to
give those with the most money, the most power.

By allowing a 'fast lane' for companies that can afford to pay for better delivery to the consumer, it thereby diminishes
the capability of smaller companies, and especially budding, new companies.  I see this fast lane idea as a way that will
inadvertently stifle the possibilities for the next Twitter, Facebook, etc to have a chance to truly flourish.

Please reconsider and keep the Internet open for all.

Thank you for your time.

- Daniel Geddis
San Diego, CA

------------------------------ Email 3,990 ------------------------------

From: robert.niemczyk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:15
Subject: Open Internet Opposition Comment
Hello,

This is not a form letter – that’s too easy.

I am extremely opposed to any proposal that would allow any organization to purchase its way into a “better” position
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through internet access.

This will crush innovation, lock out “small” players (as defined by “big” players), and perpetuate the notion that if you
have enough money, you can do whatever you please.

This will result in remarkably higher costs to me and my fellow Americans for the same service we (almost) enjoy
today.

This will further solidify the regional monopolies of internet providers that are already in place.  This will result in a
further decline in already atrocious customer service and satisfaction in addition to the higher costs.

Eventually, the government will find itself in such a self-manufactured mess that it will feel compelled to apply a “Ma
Bell” anti-monopoly fix in the future.  This is entirely preventable – by you.

There are extremely successful internet regulatory models that exist (sadly only outside of the United States).  Instead of
 once again applying a poorly thought-out “I think this might work” set of regulations, please step back and research
what is out there and already working.  Listen to the experts instead of the dollars.

Do not pass any regulations that allow any organization to purchase a better position on the internet.

Regards,

Bob Niemczyk
Volvo Group Trucks Technology

Principal Engineer
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Senior Technology Specialist – Electronic Architecture & Communication

Heavy Duty Conventional Segment Architect
System and Architectural Engineering Group
Dept BF73827, TC2-29
7900 National Service Road

Greensboro, NC  27409

'         +1 336 291 5671

: mailto:

------------------------------ Email 3,991 ------------------------------

From: mkelly55555
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:16
Subject: net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I strongly object to changes in FCC rules for ISP providers to provide fast lanes for big business and cow paths for the
rest of us.

The internet is the most important tool for education, information and democracy since the Gutenberg press. It would be
 unimaginable if the New York Public Library provided only popular magazines and the New York Times best sellers to
 the general public, while the rest of its holdings were available only to clients who could afford to purchase annual
unlimited access passes.  Unthinkable. The internet is so much more than a public library.

American citizens pay taxes, as do corporations. Why would the FCC make rules that favor corporations at the expense
of human taxpayers? Unthinkable.

Sincerely,
Micheal Kelly

------------------------------ Email 3,992 ------------------------------

From: sendmessageshere
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:18
Subject: Public Comment - Proposed rules to protect an Open Internet
I live in Alaska. Logistics and availability of information and goods are an issue for residents and can mean the
difference between life and death. The internet is our tether, our conduit, and our mechanism by which we participate in
work, education, and life.

The Executive Summary of the Federal Communications Commission’ (FCC) National Broadband Plan
(http://www.broadband.gov/plan/) states, “Like electricity a century ago, broadband is a foundation for economic
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growth, job creation, global competitiveness and a better way of life. It is enabling entire new industries and unlocking
vast new possibilities for existing ones. It is changing how we educate children, deliver health care, manage energy,
ensure public safety, engage government, and access, organize and disseminate knowledge.”  Per the FCC's own report
and admission, the internet has become a UTILITY, intricately and irrevocably interwoven into the daily life of
Americans, and Alaskans. As such, it should be declared, managed, and regulated like a public utility. America cannot
gamble its future and wellbeing on the “pay to play” strategy that is being set forth in proposed FCC regulations.

Like electricity, timely access to information or even just access to information is a necessity across this country and not
 a luxury or a potential economic cash cow, which the FCC's proposed regulations appear to support. The internet,
especially in rural areas, is a lifeline. The 2013 Alaska Broadband Task Force Report
(http://www.alaska.edu/files/oit/bbtaskforce/2013-08-AK-Broadband-Task-Force-Report%7CA-Blueprint-for-
Alaska%27s-Broadband-Future.pdf) states, “Alaska ranks near the bottom of all states within the United states in some
important broadband categories. It is among the lowest-ranked of all states in terms of high speed broadband internet
access…” The Task Force cited geography, economics of build out, lack of a comprehensive strategy, and competing
demands on public resources for infrastructure projects as contributing factors, especially in the vast rural areas of
Alaska. As a state, Alaska is still struggling with the deployment of this basic utility – the internet – a necessity for all
facets of life where travel is not an immediate option, which in Alaska is often. America too has work to do in other
states for internet access to available and open.
If the FCC allows for tiered delivery of commercial content the likely result will be reduced internet content, reduced
availability of internet content, discouragement of educational discovery, and hindrance of start-up or experimental
development that has resulted in companies that have become or are potentially becoming economic and social staples
such as Amazon, Ebay, Facebook, Google, Yahoo, YouTube, Twitter, Square, and Instagram, to name a few. As a
country, are those ground-breaking companies enough, or do we want to continue to cultivate an environment that
produced the technological innovation that results from simple, yet brilliant home grown ideas which can continue to
shape how global interaction takes place with new companies? The FCC’s proposed regulations would heavily impact
the ability of new companies to gain traction in a similar fashion as those mentioned above.
Throughout Alaska, internet access supports education, healthcare, community, commerce, government, and innovation.
 Included in the Alaska Broadband Task Force’s recommendations were that every household and business in Alaska
should have access to 100Mps connectivity by 2020 and that funding would be the largest challenge. As mentioned
before, a long road exists to fully deliver this basic UTILITY to all Alaskans and all Americans.
I encourage the FCC to take a step back and re-examine their proposed regulations. The internet is a UTILITY, a basic
one, and many households (and some businesses) across the country still do not have access. The FCC’s focus should be
 on equal access for all Americans instead of increased revenue for a handful of companies and a “fast pass” type of
access for those who can afford to pay. The proposed FCC regulations certainly appear to support the bottom line of a
few instead of the access for all.

------------------------------ Email 3,993 ------------------------------

From: swilliams
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:22
Subject: Small business FOR net neutrality
Hi,

I own a small online business that employs 3 full-time and 2 part-time employees. It's already challenging enough to
compete against giants like Amazon... and now I shudder to think that government regulation influenced by special
interest groups could swing the pendulum even further in their favor.

I view the internet to be a utility with equal access available to everyone. A friend said, "We don't give large, powerful
companies special lanes on the highway to travel faster than the rest of us, so why should we give them special "lanes"
on the internet?"
Regards,

Spencer Williams
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Gumball.com<http://www.Gumball.com>
1-800-260-0010

Our solid color gumballs by the pound<http://bit.ly/1cwpJ6x> are a great way to spice up a party or event!
<http://bit.ly/1cwpJ6x>

Follow us for Deals on Twitter<https://twitter.com/GumballMachines>
Follow us for Deals on Facebook<http://www.facebook.com/gumballcom>
Follow us for Deals on Google+<https://plus.google.com/112597059611485067076>

------------------------------ Email 3,994 ------------------------------

From: eaba
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:23
Subject: Regarding Proposed FCC Rules
It is with great indignation that I express my concerns over the FCC's proposed rules for allowing Internet Service
Providers to offer priority service for the delivery of content. These companies may own the transmission lines; but the
consumer decides on what content is streamed over them. We live in the Information Age. Allowing corporations to sell
 priority services squeezes out any and all web services, archives, products, etc. that cannot afford a transmission speed
boost. This effectively privatizes communication, archiving, merchandising, and so many of the other services
conducted and offered online.

It's especially heinous because with content expanding exponentially everyday (video streaming, gaming, etc),
consumers are already upgrading their connection speeds and paying ISPs even more money (including the federally
mandated fees and the nondescript surcharges that companies themselves apply). Basically, telecomm corporations are
already profiting greatly from the free and open Internet that we have now; and they are the only parties that stand to
gain if net neutrality is not permanently enacted.

Net neutrality needs to be a point of constitutional law, an amendment much in the vein of the First. The internet is a
manifestation of our right to free speech and our right to a free, competitive marketplace as Americans in a capitalist
society. Therefore it is the consumer who has the right to control what services prosper (via their consumption of its
services/products), not businesses. It is imperative that our federal government remembers and agrees with this point.
Thank you for the time you've taken to read my comments and I do hope you will consider them by taking a stand
against the FCC's new rules. Have an enjoyable day.

Sincerely,

Etaba Assigana
Carnegie Mellon University
Master of Entertainment Technology '15

------------------------------ Email 3,995 ------------------------------

From: tj
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 14:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
You guys should probably read up….
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http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Net_neutrality

Stop messing with the internet!

Kthx,

T.J. Shreffler

Summit Pet Product Distributors

4600 Wedgewood Blvd. Suite U

Frederick, MD 21703

P: 240-415-7100

F: 240-415-7103

Email:

This electronic mail message is intended exclusively for the individual or entity to which it is addressed. This message,
together with any attachment, may contain Summit Pet confidential and privileged information. The recipient is hereby
put on notice to treat the information as confidential and privileged and to not disclose or use the information except as
authorized by Summit Pet. Any unauthorized review, printing, retention, copying, disclosure, distribution,
retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or
entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this message in error, please immediately contact
the sender by reply email and delete all copies of the material from any computer. Thank you for your cooperation.

------------------------------ Email 3,996 ------------------------------

From: tj
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 14:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
You guys should probably read up….

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Net_neutrality
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Stop messing with the internet!

Kthx,

T.J. Shreffler

Summit Pet Product Distributors

4600 Wedgewood Blvd. Suite U

Frederick, MD 21703

P: 240-415-7100

F: 240-415-7103

Email:

This electronic mail message is intended exclusively for the individual or entity to which it is addressed. This message,
together with any attachment, may contain Summit Pet confidential and privileged information. The recipient is hereby
put on notice to treat the information as confidential and privileged and to not disclose or use the information except as
authorized by Summit Pet. Any unauthorized review, printing, retention, copying, disclosure, distribution,
retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or
entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this message in error, please immediately contact
the sender by reply email and delete all copies of the material from any computer. Thank you for your cooperation.

------------------------------ Email 3,997 ------------------------------

From: pm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:25
Subject: Reconsider
Commissioner

The internet is how I make my living. My company relies on fair and equitable access to its customers and our
customers rely on access to our services to be successful. The internet is how I pay my bills, do my banking, educate my
 children, watch movies, play games, share life with my friends. It is an essential service to my success as a parent and
worker, and to the success of the United States.

The proposed rules allowing ISPs to charge for access to content providers is antithetical to how successful
asynchronous networks operate. Your proposed rules allow an ISP to reduce or limit access to all content except those
willing to pay an access fee to gain access to their customers. America already has some of the slowest speeds/price for
Internet access.
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These proposed rules will further endanger our competitiveness. I urge you to reconsider.

P.M.

------------------------------ Email 3,998 ------------------------------

From: charley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:27
Subject: Net Neutrality is imperative
Hi - I was horrified to read yesterday that the FCC is planning to allow
the so-called 'fast lane' for internet providers to prioritize traffic
(and thereby slow down everyone else)

Internet access is far more important than telephone service, and should
be regulated at least as stringently. It is my expectation that if I pay
for access to the internet, I am paying for access to the _whole_
internet, not the segments of it that my isp manages to extort money out
of. Seeing as internet access is already a near-monopoly (in my area
only Comcast and Verizon are options) it needs tight regulation to make
sure these predatory companies are not violating our basic rights.

Please don't give in to the providers - your job should be to serve the
public, and there is no public interest to be served by allowing
providers to pick and choose which limited piece of the internet they
make available to their subscribers. Please protect us!

------------------------------ Email 3,999 ------------------------------

From: chrishalmo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr Wheeler,

The internet is a utility. Please protect the basic fundamental rights of people to communicate and do business on a level
 playing field. There can always be premium services added within this umbrella - such as businesses that need to
upload large files can pay a higher rate for those uploads - but to allow corporate interests to monopolize bandwidth is
unconscionable and shortsighted.

To consider and truly understand how radically and swiftly the world has changed for the better because of the internet
and net neutrality is to see a further horizon than that of short term corporate profits. But this is conditioned on the
protection of Net Neutrality. In my opinion, these new legal wranglings by service providers represents the government
choosing corporate profits over human evolution. Think of how much further the world collectively would have
advanced had Tesla's ideas become part of our world the way he intended, or if the ancient library of Alexandria had not
 been destroyed, or if the wisdom of Native Americans was utilized and shared with European technology instead of
decimated. The creation of the internet is on the same historic level of scientific, social, and economic evolution as
space travel, the printing press, and fire. Do you really want to be on the side of limiting collective human evolution in
order to manufacture profits for a small few?
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The misguided philosophy of our current society would lead us to create a cure for cancer then price it in such a way
that the majority of people would continue dying from it. Is not the point of our evolution to better our health, our
minds, our spirits, and our collective ability to prosper? Instead every time we take a step forward with a new invention,
we find a way to undercut the effects of it with greed and shortsightedness.

Please fight for the right vision. Please look to the further horizon. The return will be much greater.

Sincerely,

--

Christopher Halmo
Casa Giallo Films

754 1/2 Brooks Ave.

Venice, CA 90291

310.994.7100

Website: www.casagiallofilms.com<http://www.casagiallofilms.com>
Vimeo: www.vimeo.com/casagiallofilms<https://vimeo.com/casagiallofilms>
LinkedIn: www.linkedin.com/in/christopherhalmo<http://www.linkedin.com/pub/christopher-halmo/3/b75/844/>
Facebook: www.facebook.com/chrishalmo<http://www.facebook.com/chrishalmo>

------------------------------ Email 4,000 ------------------------------

From: nash.al
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 14:29
Subject: I Support Title II
I am writing to urge you to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. Please don't allow the
cable corporations take control of the most important means of information that we have.

Please do what's right and restore net neutrality.

Alex Nash
(484)802-7306

------------------------------ Email 4,001 ------------------------------

From: vicbuh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
Do not end Net Neutrality!

------------------------------ Email 4,002 ------------------------------

From: gwennstewart
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7 Deer Run
Fremont, NH 03044
603-339-2793

------------------------------ Email 4,004 ------------------------------

From: people1922
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
michael karns

------------------------------ Email 4,005 ------------------------------

From: karolenab
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please protect the Internet and treat it as the utility that all Americans rely so heavily on. Do not all the lobbies of large
(and larger) Telecomms like Comcast/TWC to bully us into an Internet that is no longer free and open. We're counting
on you!

Best regards,
Karolena Bielecki
Austin, TX

------------------------------ Email 4,006 ------------------------------

From: noscam398
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:38
Subject: net neutrality
You are regulating commerce by giving large companies better internet service.  Small companies will have trouble
competing and will lose money.  Please reconsider your decision on net neutrality. Sincerely yours, Ron Barker
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Subject: Feedback on Proposed Changes to Net Neutrality
I believe strongly in the value of an open Internet.  Allowing Internet Service Providers to charge access fees, no matter
how “commercially reasonable”, will stifle innovation and crush competition within the technology sector.  In addition,
access fees would significantly increase the costs of offering applications, content, and services, which would
fundamentally change the environment of innovation and free speech on the Internet.  Finally, I believe that access
charges would disproportionally affect “start-up” companies, as they would be placed in an competitive disadvantage
relative to established companies.

Therefore, I urge the FCC to reclassify Internet service as a telecommunications service and adopt network neutrality
rules under Title II of the Telecommunications Act.

Regards,

Andrew Cutting

------------------------------ Email 4,010 ------------------------------

From: mattsjohnson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:40
Subject: Open Internet - keep it fair
Chairman Wheeler -

The recent "fast lane" proposal that has surfaced is a bad idea from the get-go with the current internet service provider
landscape.

By default, prioritizing some content means other content gets de-prioritizing other traffic to the "slow lane". When I, as
 an end-user, pay for internet service, I'm sure that my usage is not the same as my neighbor's (or yours) and arbitrary
agreements in the background to prioritize certain traffic is just as likely to harm my experience as help it.

This "fast-lane" proposal may be OK if I had a choice in ISPs and I could choose the ones that had agreements for
content that I wanted, but that is not the case today.

Again, I urge you to not institutionalize a fast lane and keep the internet playing field flat and fair.

Thanks for your time,
Matt Johnson
Portland, OR

------------------------------ Email 4,011 ------------------------------

From: pat osborn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:40
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pat Osborn

------------------------------ Email 4,012 ------------------------------

From: prydzynski
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Peter Rydzynski (  writes:

Please stop trying to exploit the freedoms given to us as Americans.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,013 ------------------------------

From: orlobennett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
orlo bennett

------------------------------ Email 4,014 ------------------------------

From: baddaddydex
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Sirs and Madams,

I'm deeply disappointed in your recent decision to allow the buying of bandwidth and access - thus destroying the reality
 of net neutrality

Whatever group of lobbyists who promoted this idea of changing this working system have sold (or bought) you a bill
of goods.
This ruling gives advantage to those with money and power and diminishes the power of "the small guy" - the very
people you are supposed to champion.
The FCC has allowed the contraction of media companies to a handful and with that the exclusion  of new and different
voices and the economic effects of this have been devastating to the people working in the industry - and your recent
ruling will do the same. HUGE media companies will of course benefit; and clearly these are the only voices that matter
 to you.

Shame on you.

www.devilyouknowmusical.com
        a rhythm & blues story

------------------------------ Email 4,015 ------------------------------

From: laura.e.vandyke
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:48
Subject: Section 706 is weak; must reclassify
Dear FCC,

I appreciate the hard work that you have done over the years to try to preserve an open internet, but I am deeply
concerned by the proposal to allow "fast lanes." I urge you to instead reclassify internet service providers as common
carries under Title II.

Only targeting "anticompetitve" or consumer-harming actions is not sufficient regulation to preserve free expression on
the internet. As you rightly stated in 2010, only targeting anticompetitive or consumer-harming actions "could allow
discriminatory conduct that is contrary to the public interest. The broad purposes of this rule—to encourage competition
 and remove impediments to infrastructure investment while protecting consumer choice, free expression, end-user
control, and the ability to innovate without permission—cannot be achieved by preventing only those practices that are
demonstrably anticompetitive or harmful to consumers. Rather, the rule rests on the general proposition that broadband
providers should not pick winners and losers on the Internet—even for reasons that may be independent of providers’
competitive interests or that may not immediately or demonstrably cause substantial consumer harm."
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Very well said FCC! Please stick to the principles that you laid out in 2010. Net neutrality is crucial for our democracy.
I know the rule was overturned in court, but the court even pointed you to a solution: reclassification. Reclassifying the
ISPs as common carriers will allow you to regulate them properly.

If you establish strong net neutrality, we will be behind you 100%!

Thank you,
Laura Van Dyke

------------------------------ Email 4,016 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:48
Subject: Proposed Internet Legislation
Chariman Wheeler,

I'm emailing to urge you to scrap the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment
of their data transmissions.

As a member of your constituency, I believe these rules would destroy Net Neutrality and further erode the public's faith
 in a government, and Internet, of the people, by the people and for the people. In addition, I believe this proposed
preferential treatment would go against a commitment our Commander in Chief made to the American people on
October 29, 2007, during his campaign.

As a man in your position can understand, one does not ascend through the ranks by speaking in half truths.

I appreciate your time and consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,
Ben Tucker

------------------------------ Email 4,017 ------------------------------

From: gjohnson.pcpro
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:49
Subject: Net Neutrality - FCC
Dear FCC,

It's time the government put their foot down on behalf of the citizens of the United States instead of pandering to
corporate interests.  Throw the lobbyists out of the discussion and do the right thing in regards to Net Neutrality.

Net neutrality is important.  If ISP's are given the power to reduce (or increase) network speeds based on who's paying
them the most, then it closes the door for smaller competitors and startups who cannot afford to pay fees like big
corporations can. This would stunt innovation and provide no incentive for streaming / internet services to keep prices
down for consumers.  The type of deal that Netflix and Comcast agreed to should be strictly forbidden going forward.

Do the right thing for the people of America and institute strict Net Neutrality laws without loopholes for the ISPs to
exploit.  Now's your chance.

Thank you.
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------------------------------ Email 4,018 ------------------------------

From: mmwwnn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:50
Subject: Keep the Internet fair
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please don't allow "Pay to Play" to pass. It's really important that the Internet, as the "public square of our time," stay
equally accessible to everybody!

Thank you for reading my request.

Sincerely,

Marcy Woodwell Neilson
Jackson, Idaho 83350

------------------------------ Email 4,019 ------------------------------

From: eforevelyn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good afternoon, Sir.

My name is Eve Silva and I am strongly in favor of net neutrality. To allow big business to have their way with the net
would benefit no one but the grotesquely bloated shares of self-serving business men. The net is the last hold of the
downtrodden and the depressed. It remains one of the very few places where someone with an $8.50 hourly wage can
afford to start her own business. A broadly ignorant consumerist society and the economics of self-serving businesses
have made it almost impossible for craftsmen and artists, allowing corporations to decide who pays what by bribery will
 crush small businesses that could otherwise be a positive contribution to the world. Please support net neutrality,
normal
people can't afford to lose it.

Eve Silva

------------------------------ Email 4,020 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:51
Subject: Open internet rules
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The recent rewriting of the open internet rules by the FCC following the decision in January from the Federal Appeals
Court is terrible.  The free access of information needs to be preserved and the new rules, with their standard of
"commercially reasonable" behavior by broadband providers, are not sufficient to protect the interests of consumers.  I
stronlgly urge the FCC to move to classify Broadband providers as common carriers and to regulate them as such.  I
further urge the FCC to abandon its recent change of course in allowing one set of internet traffic practical preferential
treatment over other types of traffic based on financial incentives.  The FCC should work for the good of the American
public, not for the financial interests of a few deep pocketed ISPs.
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 Thank you,

John Klukas

2107 Steinway Street

Astoria, NY 11105

P:917-803-0464

http://www.45houses.com

------------------------------ Email 4,021 ------------------------------

From: douglas.l.hummer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
Greetings,

My name is Doug Hummer, I'm emailing in regards to Net Neutrality. I have been following this topic very closely in
the news lately and am very sickened by the discussions that are coming from these talks.

I am a College student studying Digital Technology and Culture at Washington State University in Pullman and live on
a tight nit budget and use services like Netflix to unwind after having to work and study. The politics that goes on with
the internet take away from the net neutrality idea.

Big companies like Comcast need to be stopped from pushing their agenda into politics as well as onto the American
People. I am very disappointed in this and feel like their needs to be regulation for number of companies in a region. I
am limited to Time Warner and Frontier here in Pullman. These two companies are the only options and Time Warner is
 the only reliable since Time Warner sweeps up Frontier's customer base because of the length at which Time Warner
has infrastructure in Pullman.

I apologize for my ranting, I am very passionate about the internet as a whole and what the American people are able to
do with the resources the internet provides. As well my future will be involved and dependent heavily on the internet
and the future of net neutrality and the freedom of internet for the American People.

I wish you very well in your Political career.
Thank you for your time,

-Doug Hummer

------------------------------ Email 4,022 ------------------------------

From: dfburrow50
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
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My wife and I are senior citizens living in Florida.  We are frustrated that the FCC would even consider changing the
current Net Neutrality rules.  As citizens, as voters, as consumers on a fixed income we strongly request you reject any
change to  Net Neutrality.
Sincerely,
Daryl & Gloria Burrow
2302 Baldwin Run
The Villages, Florida
337-280-0233

------------------------------ Email 4,023 ------------------------------

From: pjd003
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 14:58
Subject: I am totally against your proposed change to allow "Pay for play!"
It disgusts me that the President and you have decided to go back on your promise to support net neutrality. DO NOT
GO THROUGH WITH YOUR PAYOLA SCHEME!
PJ Desolier

------------------------------ Email 4,024 ------------------------------

From: dan.walter
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:04
Subject: Rewrite the Open Internet Rule
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

It is profoundly disappointing to read that the country that created the Internet would be the one that would inevitably
thwart its vast and never ending potential--the open Internet rules proposed this week by the FCC need to be withdrawn
and rewritten to support net neutrality.

Internet service providers (ISPs) in the United States already have a stranglehold on the market. Never mind that
Internet access and speeds here in the US are more costly and slower than those of many other industrialized nations
without our wealth or intellectual capital; this rule would only put a vice on who can create on the Internet, how the
Internet can be used, and how and where innovation might occur.

The European Union just this month voted to support net neutrality and defend the ability of anyone to create content or
an Internet-based service that can compete on an open platform. The payola scheme currently devised by the FCC
would put innovators without significant capital at extraordinary market disadvantage. The arguments that this rule is
needed are specious at best; technology has proven time and time again that it will continue to innovate to meet the
market demand for Internet-based content and services (see: Google Fiber).

As we move constantly toward an increasingly connected world, this rule would only benefit those who own the
technological infrastructure. There are other ways--including the significantly high fees most of us who subscribe to
ISPs pay--of obtaining the capital that is supposedly needed to support that infrastructure. And as it appears, Comcast
did just fine last quarter.

This is a profoundly important issue and the FCC's actions will have vast impacts far beyond what movies are watched
on Netflix. It is well past the time for the FCC to classify the Internet as a "common carrier" service, which it self-
evidently is.

Sincerely,

Dan Walter
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Chicago, IL

------------------------------ Email 4,025 ------------------------------

From: brchastain
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:10
Subject: Do not destroy Net Neutrality
?Net Neutrality is of the utmost importance as a vital, bipartisan civil issue. Losing net neutrality would solidify the
market leads of big companies that can pay for "fast lanes," which is doublespeak for preferential treatment. It's a threat
to free speech and equal economic opportunity.

Net neutrality is what allowed facebook to beat myspace, Google to beat AltaVista & Lycos & Yahoo, WhatsApp to
challenge SMS fees levied by carriers in two-thirds world countries, and Amazon to beat everyone. To take it away will
mean to solidify the current top players and hinder any disruptive newcomers because they can't afford to pay for
"faster" service.

A bit is a bit is a bit. Anything anyone posts should be as valuable as something posted by CNN, Google, or Amazon.?

Do not pass the regulations proposed by Tom Wheeler. They will be destructive to the US economy.

Blake Chastain

------------------------------ Email 4,026 ------------------------------

From: yarmock
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Classify ISP as common carriers. Problem solved. Stop taking kick backs and letting lobbyists ruin this country. Stop
being greedy and make Comcast use the $19.1 billion in profits towards building a better network.

Seriously how hard is that? I make 5% of what you do and I just solved the entire issue.

------------------------------ Email 4,027 ------------------------------

From: ash25.icon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Mr.Wheeler

I would like to express my concern on FCC's upcoming net neutrality
proposal. I feel the new rules are inadequate, especially allowing
companies who strike deals amongst one another to have preferential
internet traffic.

In the US, most locations have one or at the most 2 main options for
Internet/broadband service providers. My internet access to online
services is hence limited to these one or two providers, and this
increases my chance of being stuck with a provider who might slow down
access to the services on the internet I use. As a consumer I do not
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have any say in the deals being negotiated, and hence I should not
have any say in accessing the services unhindered. My options of
switching to another ISP also become really limited considering in an
already limited number of options available depending on my location.

Another possible side-effect is my ISP might charge me more to get an
unhindered access to the service I use, just because the ISP has
negotiated a deal with a company who provides access to a competitor's
service than the one I'm interested in.

I would really like you to re-consider and possibly not pass a rule
which allows companies striking deals to allow preferential internet
access.

Thank you.

Ashwin

------------------------------ Email 4,028 ------------------------------

From: jdaves
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:16
Subject: No data discrimination!
Tom Wheeler is a cable industry shill and the proposed net neutrality draft is a disgrace.   Data should not be
discriminated,  and no one should be able to charge to prioritize one set of data over another.

The Internet should be treated as a common carrier class,  and regulated like a utility.   Carriers shouldn't care what data
they are transmitting,  for who,  or to where.   As it currently stands,  most US citizens have one or two high speed
Internet options,  which are over priced and slow compared to other developed nations.   Instead of trying to solve that,
the FCC is trying to allow those with money to buy priority.

It's time to stand up for citizens and not corporations.

Joel Daves
11334 Marshall Ct
Westminster CO 80020

------------------------------ Email 4,029 ------------------------------

From: mmullane
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:16
Subject: "Open Internet"
Please. That's right up there with "War is Peace".

Wheeler's (and the rest of the commission's) plans for a tiered internet are nothing more than bald-faced cronyism.  This
is about nothing more than serving huge regional monopolies with a promise of being paid back with upper level
executive or consulting positions after they leave the FCC.

It's about ignoring interests of consumers and the long term economic interests of the nation for their own personal gain.

Shame, shame, shame.
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Michael Mullane
39 Enwright Drive
Fairport, NY 14450

mailto

------------------------------ Email 4,030 ------------------------------

From: microsmythe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
The FCC should NOT allow a two tier Internet which gives preference to giant corporations.

The FCC has already done too much damage to our freedom to find newspapers and television stations when the FCC
allowed larger newspaper chains to gobble up small newspapers and then allowed large television stations to buy
smaller stations in their region.

Our country is being swallowed up by corporate giants and soon there will not be independent voices that can be heard
clearly. The FCC should maintain net neutrality and stop the oligarchies from continuing to destroy American’s
freedom.

Randall Smythe
242 Sweetgrass Lane
Jonesborough, TN 37659
423-753-9440

------------------------------ Email 4,031 ------------------------------

From: christo.logan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:16
Subject: Please don't kill the Internet
Please don't allow ISPs to create a 2-tier Internet.  Your proposal will destroy one of its most fundamental and important
 aspects.  It will completely stifle the ability of startups to compete with entrenched companies that can afford the
"good" internet.  ISPs will undoubtedly let the baseline Internet become slow - it will be in their best interest to keep
speeds down so that companies will pay for better speed and access to the public.  This proposal effectively gives
incentive for ISPs to not improve their service.  And since there is almost no competition in any given location for high
speed internet, consumers and companies alike will be held hostage to whatever they do.

The US has led the world in innovative startups partly because they have a chance here to catch on and become
successful.  If the Internet becomes pay-to-play, we will certainly lose much of that edge.  This in addition to concerns
about free speech platforms for individuals against corporate interests (how ironic, or not).

Once again, please PLEASE do not allow this proposal to pass.  Please reclassify the ISPs as common carriers and/or do
 whatever is needed to implement a solid and real policy of net neutrality.

Christopher Logan

------------------------------ Email 4,032 ------------------------------

From: joysmithmanistee
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:16
Subject: Internet Neutrality
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Dear Chairman Wheeler,
Thank you for serving the American  people in your role with the Federal Communications Commission.
I am writing about the proposed new rules regarding internet neutrality.
Since the internet is my primary news source, not to mention the method by which I obtain valuable information on a
daily basis, I object to rules that would limit or "manage" my access to whatever site I choose to visit.
To my way of thinking, it is a part of my right to free speech to choose from whence I obtain information.
I urge you to act to keep the internet available to all of us in an open manner, without allowing private interests to pay
for the right to influence us more easily.

Thank you for considering my concerns.
Sincerely,
Joy Smith
164 Harrison St.
Manistee, MI    49660

------------------------------ Email 4,033 ------------------------------

From: anthonyjspano
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:17
Subject: Net Nuetraility
You guys are ruining the internet! You start having content providers pay for service to cable providers you are not
allowing for a competitive market for ISPs. Real ISPs like Cogent Communications, Level 3, XO. true ISPs. These
companies are why Netflix exists. to create lower pricing to have innovation.

------------------------------ Email 4,034 ------------------------------

From: sarah.j.nathanson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
I urge you to please stop your plan to implement new regulations that will hurt net neutrality.  Although you say the new
 regulations are meant to protect net neutrality, they will allow ISP to discriminate against websites and give the
websites that can afford to pay tolls preferential treatment and faster service.  This will hurt small business and startup
companies, leading to the beginning of the end of the open internet we know and love.

Additionally, I urge you to support legislation to reclassify ISP's as Title II Common Carriers under the
Telecommunications Act of 1934.  This will mean they will never be able to discriminate against websites and will
forever protect net neutrality.

I am currently a high school student, and will be able to vote in a few years.  I plan to go into a career in computer
science, so a non-neutral internet would hurt me personally If you do not support legislation to protect net neutrality,
you will alienate me and countless other young citizens.  Please do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 4,035 ------------------------------

From: george.j.tong
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:20
Subject: Stop listening to lobbyists! Start listening to the people!
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Are you really a part of the democratic system?

The general public hate the recent FCC rulings destroying the internet. The only people that prosper are the
corporations, and mostly there is just the one now, Comcast.

My, as well as many other people nowadays require the internet to do their jobs. You are ruining not only the internet,
but multiple industries.

http://www.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5644858/dear-fcc-why-do-you-hate-consumers

http://gothamist.com/2014/04/24/net_neutrality_uh_oh.php

--
George Tong  |  415.672.1914  |  georgetong.com<http://www.georgetong.com>

------------------------------ Email 4,036 ------------------------------

From: jodvita
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:24
Subject: A citizen opposed to the current proposal as outlined.
I doubt this will get read if I write an essay so I'll keep my point short. Allowing ISPs to extract fees from large content
providers for using their infrastructure will do nothing to said content providers. But the very problem is just because
Google can afford it doesn't mean a start-up can. Would Facebook have boomed if it took 10 seconds to load every link
you clicked on? That's what these rules will allow in the long-run. While I'm sure nothing will change overnight, if ISPs
expect to be allowed to double dip, they aren't going to have pity for the small internet start-up that doesn't have an
Apple style bank-account to essentially pay them off. ISPs only deliver the content others create and we ALREADY pay
 them to deliver the content. If they are operating at a loss then they should explain that to their consumers and up the
price to pay for what consumer have come to expect (that isn't the case, just the hypothetical). The internet has fueled
this economy more than anyone could have imagined when the concept first started becoming widely known about.
Don't let this great American innovation be swindled away by corporate greed.

------------------------------ Email 4,037 ------------------------------

From: ronaldgans56
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:25
Subject: Calls from Jails
It was very good that the cost of calls from prisons was cut down. What about jails? A 20 minute call from Maricopa
County Jail costs about $9.50. Isn't that a bit steep? Why were jails excluded and is there a plan to fix that?

RON

------------------------------ Email 4,038 ------------------------------

From: troy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
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I am strongly in favor of government protection of an open Internet. The Internet is the strongest democratic tool the
world has ever had. We need to prevent a small group of companies gaining control over the content that is delivered to
their customers. Too few companies have monopolistic control over their customer bases and would be able to put up a
fence around the content they object to, creating barriers for content producers that want to reach their customers.

Thank you,

Troy Weber

Minnesotan and proud member

of the National Guard

------------------------------ Email 4,039 ------------------------------

From: jdwb1981
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:26
Subject: Let Democracy be Democracy
Our founding fathers stated that all men are created equal.  Thus, the content created by all should remain equal.  A
select few should not and can not dictate the free flow of information.  Our country wasn’t founded on exclusive
cliques.  We were created by allowing all creeds and nationalities to come together in a large melting pot.  Our internet
is a public resource intended for the greater good of all.  All have an equal chance to use it and all should have equal and
 unfettered access.  Let freedom remain free!

Thank you,

Jeff Webb

------------------------------ Email 4,040 ------------------------------

From: mb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:29
Subject: Connect program
Our company is a nonprofit disabled veteran owned corp. providing free education, computers, and software, to veterans
 and their families. We intend to start giving refurbished computers to low income persons in need of a computer and
would like information on how we might be able to help those not able to afford Internet to locate and subscribe to a
them get a discounted Internet service.

There are a few companies and public entities/nonprofits that supposedly have exclusive rights to provide the needed
information to those in need however to date we have been unable to even discuss possibilities with any carrier that is
providing equal access Internet? Any help in this matter is appreciated.
Mike

clik & connect Lin<http://www.linkedin.com/inviteFromProfile?
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from=profile&key=56241067&firstName=Michael&lastName=Baker>
pcs4veterans new info<http://www.pcs4veterans.info/home.aspx>

Michael Baker

Executive Director
t: (800) 871-4880<tel:%28800%29%20871-4880>
f: (866) 558-5358<tel:%28866%29%20558-5358>
c:(619) 300-4542 <tel:%28952%29%20451-0975>

www.pcs4veterans.org<http://www.pcs4veterans.org/>
Registered IRS 501 (c) (3) nonprofit charitable organization
Federally Certified SDVOB
Authorized Microsoft Refurbisher
CalVet approved certification corporation
Presidential Volunteer Awards; verifying organization
Registered Federal Contractor, SAM

                  F B<https://www.facebook.com/pages/PCs-and-training-4Veterans/165374756870888>
Twitter<https://twitter.com/bakeone2too?iid=am-
111949529413423835253991472&nid=24+recipient&uid=163487713&utm_content=profile>                            web
page<http://www.pcs4veterans.org/>

                     follow us<http://www.linkedin.com/profile/edit?trk=hb_tab_pro_top>
                                         Channel 10 news interview<http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=akmL4TGuX-
A&list=FLeVp098SInjilCsyat-nfrw&feature=mh_lolz>

Confidentiality Notice: The information contained in this email and any attachments may be legally privileged and
confidential. If you are not an intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying
 of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender and permanently
delete the e-mail and any attachments immediately. You should not retain, copy or use this e-mail or any attachments
for any purpose, nor disclose all or any part of the contents to any other person.

------------------------------ Email 4,041 ------------------------------

From: fischer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:30
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Richard (Fischer) writes:

You evil bastard. You should be anywhere but where you are as the head of the FCC.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,042 ------------------------------

From: ijpoole
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:30
Subject: Open Internet Comment: Don't Destroy Net Neutrality
I currently pay Comcast more than $50 a month just to maintain a 50Mbps broadband Internet line that is sufficient for
the work I do at home – I manage a website for a nonprofit organization – and the video entertainment I sometimes
enjoy over the Internet.

As a manager of a website and as a consumer, I see both sides. I provide web content to thousands of people every
week. I worry about our server capacity and myriad other details to make sure that our webpages are delivered quickly
and efficiently. My team and I do what we can, on a limited budget of a nonprofit, to make sure that that our site visitors
 have the best experience possible, equal to that of other site visitors on the Internet. I shudder to think that the Federal
Communications Commission will enable well-heeled site owners to buy Lexus lanes on the Internet that will enable
them to bypass content providers with limited means, so that no matter what we do, we will never be able to catch up.

As a consumer of web content, I take comfort in knowing that whether the content I want to watch is served up by an
entertainment conglomerate or a start-up, I will be able to receive it and enjoy it, and the only difference will be the
smarts of the person or company delivering the content. The conglomerate today can't buy an advantage on the Internet
that fast-forwards its content to me, while the start-up's content – which may be superior – has me and other members of
 its audience driven away by slow speeds and congestion.

An open Internet is simply not open if there are Lexus lanes for those who can afford it and choked streets for those who
 won't pay a ransom to either Comcast. Verizon, AT&T, Cox, and the small handful of other companies that provide
broadband Internet service. Brazil just signed a law that protects net neutrality and prohibits Internet service providers
from charging premium rates for an Internet "fast lane." We should do the same, and the FCC should not move any
erosions of net neutrality forward until the people through their representatives in Congress have a say in this critical
matter.

------------------------------ Email 4,043 ------------------------------

From: calhoonms
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:30
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Mark Calhoon (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

Americans didn't just fall of the turnip truck. Your "new" net neutrality proposal WILL violate the long-standing basic
principle of net neutrality that all similar content will be treated equally. Your opinion that it will not is "flat-out wrong".

Please note that I am writing my congressional delegation in hopes that they can block your efforts in this regard.
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Sincerely,
Mark Calhoon
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,044 ------------------------------

From: imkain
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:35
Subject: Net neutrality
I support Net neutrality... But not the FCC's version. Please understand that the version of your open internet is wrong
and gives power to the powerful ISP's  to charge every content provider, i.e. Netflix, Hulu, etc; will pay differently and
will in turn pass this cost to the consumers at a time that the middle class truly cannot afford. This is a terrible design
and the internet should be free and clear of all and any added fees and penalties to the consumer for whichever content
we wish to see. Whether its television shows, online video games, adult content, or past movies on Netflix. We the
consumer should not have to suffer due to the incompetence of the FCC or the United States government. Please make
the correct stand and make the open internet rules so that way the consumer wins and the big companies do not make us
suffer.

That is the best that I can do...but this fight is not over and we the consumers and gamers will make sure that our voice
is heard and that we will win this fight.

Best regards,

Stephen

------------------------------ Email 4,045 ------------------------------

From: shawnfratis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:37
Subject: Please keep the internet neutral!!
I'm calling to urge Chairman Wheeler to scrap the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for
preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

Thank You!

SHAWN----

------------------------------ Email 4,046 ------------------------------

From: mfidelman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:38
Subject: Network Neutrality
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Dear Commissioners,

Writing as both an engineer, involved in Internet development from
before there was an Internet (MIT, early 1970s, BBN 1985-1992), and a
policy analyst who worked on municipal right-of-way issues immediately
before and after passage of the 1996 Telecom Act (President, The Center
for Civic Networking; Director of the CCN Municipal Telecommunications
Policy Program; Author "Telecommunications Strategies for Local
Governments") - I'd like to offer the opinion that "Network Neutrality"
boils down to two simple concepts:  "Common Carriage" and "Separation of
Content and Carriage."

To a large degree, "Network Neutrality" is simply a loosely defined term
for a very well understood concept - "common carriage."  Common
Carriage, at its core,
is inherently nondiscriminatory - and clearly defines (in civil and
common law) a set of obligations very close, or identical, to those
implied by "Network Neutrality."

(In my opinion), an earlier FCC erred in not declaring IP (Internet
Protocol) traffic to be a "telecommunications service" subject to common
carrier obligations and regulations.  That is an easy enough error to
remedy, and one that seems to have been implied as permissible by the
recent Supreme Court ruling.  Declare IP transport providers to be
common carriers, and regulate accordingly.  Note that I am NOT
advocating imposing the same regulatory processes that are applied to
traditional telephone carriers (pre-approval of tariffs, rate
regulation, and so forth). Rather I suggest imposing the obligations of
common carriage on those who offer IP service - and imposing post-fact
penalties for those who do not honor those regulations, somewhat in the
way that antitrust actions are brought.

Let me note that such an approach would also enable enforcement of
separation of content-from-carriage obligations, as envisioned in
Computer Inquiry II - requiring carriers to operate content businesses
at arms length from their carriage businesses, and providing services to
themselves on the same terms offered to competitors.  This separation
principle has simply been ineffective, with IP transport considered an
"information service" rather than a carrier service - i.e., defined as
"content."  Defining IP transport as carriage, would draw a clear line
that allows enforcement of separation.  Separating content from carriage
would get to the heart of the anti-competitive issues raised by recent
conflicts such as that between Netflix and ATT.

Thank you for your consideration,

Miles Fidelman

--
Miles Fidelman, Principal
Protocol Technologies Group, LLC
617-538-9249 - 

------------------------------ Email 4,047 ------------------------------
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From: eripmab
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:40
Subject: Opinions and concerns, neutrality.
Greetings, and apologies for my not-so-formal letter for such an important topic.

I've been using the internet since the days where we had to deal with dial-up, which was our norm' at the time. I was a
child, realizing that not only the internet gave information but it gave me the capability to speak to those who live in
different countries. Having that ability to speak in that manner is absolutely powerful, inspiring and just an over all
wonderful experience.

I've met fantastic and nasty people over the years. Many have legitimately touched my life, in ways where I would have
ever thought.  I've experienced and learned so much. At one point I have been severely depressed, the internet and it's
lingering fanbases from media content had helped me meet the most amazing people who are current in my life now-a-
days.  We have been speaking through text and voice through Skype.  One of the companies who are investing into this
vile bill. I'm sure you all know how evil this bill is. Separating people from the rest of the  world for the lack of money.

Many people rely on the internet to survive, day to day. They are either physically unable to go out and make their
money, or meet new people, their lives are given color with the internet and what it gives to its people. Or it's just their
way of getting money, like their place of business, be it big ones like shipping companies, game sites, artists getting on
their feet and relying on customers  to help them get by. Many people that I know use their commission money to pay
small bills, pay for their food, or even help out their family or friends who are going through a difficult time

It's a way of communication, entertainment, help others figure out who and what they are. It helps us share our
experiences, it's our bridge to another world. It's our teacher, and our student. It helps our economy.

Taking away the peoples power, experience, identity is just another step for the corporations, big names, big money to
enslave its people. I don't know how civilians will take it, maybe everyone will back down and let it become another
governed situation much like what's going on in other countries and their internet. I think we all remember, and most
choose not to remember, the ordeal that happened in the eastern countries over the years. Taking away Facebook sent
one countries people into a riot, caused many lives to be lost. All these events that are happening, especially the ones
that are being covered up by particular news stations, to keep civilians from knowing what is going on, the internet is
there to keep us all intact, to know what is going on, since our t.v. and news radio stations will not go into detail, or
really say much about any of it. dumb down the people is the best way to keep them happy and moldable to their liking.
We don't need nor want this.

The U.S. Citizens have been lingering in a cold pot of water that is slowly going up to a boil. We are getting to the point
 of our water being boiled, many not realizing it. The internet being used as a way to control its people and its content is
pretty much the breaking point. They will be taking away our information.

Please do not allow this to happen. This should not even be a thing, but it is. It's terrifying and depressing. It angers me,
and sets many others into a panic-frenzy. We need our information. Our peace of mind.

Thank you for your time. I do hope my message made a lick of sense.
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- Maranda E.

------------------------------ Email 4,048 ------------------------------

From: tom
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 15:41
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Good afternoon,

Thanks to the serendipitous, equal-access nature of the internet's
protocols, I'm a minor celebrity when it comes to mathematical
entertainment and translating high-order mathematical concepts into
ordinary language.

This never would have happened back in the bad-old-days of a small
number of gatekeepers deciding what information gets distributed.
"Mathematical entertainment?" A tiny niche, but one that includes
thousands of people.

Allowing ISPs to discriminate based on whether content makers can
afford payola directly threatens the new ideas I have for distributing
my 21st century content, and threatens to throw us back into a 20th
century model in which the rich determine what ideas will be promoted.

Please: save network neutrality. My dumb jokes about topological
spaces depend on it.

Best,
-Thomas Henderson, Portland OR, a.k.a. mathpunk

------------------------------ Email 4,049 ------------------------------

From: mcostello
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:42
Subject: 200 employees who depend on net neutrality
My company depends on reliable site to site communications to run effectively every day.  Your recent decision
threatens their lively-hood.  You have failed to protect consumer interests.  You should be replaced.

Maurice Costello | Director Of Finance & Administration

Tighe Logistics Group

481 Wildwood Avenue  |  Woburn, MA 01801

(t) 781-939-0925 x133  |  (f) 781 939 3129

(e) mailto:   |  www.tighe-co.com<http://tighe-co.com>
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 <http://i.imgur.com/rKe0A.jpg>

P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

------------------------------ Email 4,050 ------------------------------

From: jsmahler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:43
Subject: net neutrality
Hi Tom! Stand up job on the FCC decision on net neutrality. But I wanted to offer you $50 if you changed your mind on
 those new rules and reverted back to rules that are better for American citizens and not corporations. I know it won't
match the thousands of dollars that you've been bribed, sorry donated by lobbyists. I know it won't compare against all
those thousands of dollars of lobby money you've been paid, but it's $50 you didn't have before, right, and that should
get you a decent bottle of wine or a 1/2 and 1/2. <wink, wink>

Whaddya say, Tommy boy? You're for sale like the rest of the government. $50 to restore true net neutrality rules?

And hats off to Obama for hiring industry insiders to bend over Americans. You guys totally rule and really have
Americans (by Americans, I mean big American corporations) in mind when you make new rules and laws.

Oligarchy (from Greek<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greek_language> ????????? (oligarkhía); from ?????? (olígos),
meaning "few", and ???? (arkho), meaning "to rule or to command")[1]
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oligarchy#cite_note-1>[2]<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oligarchy#cite_note-2>[3]
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oligarchy#cite_note-3> is a form of power
structure<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Power_structure> in which power<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Political_power>
effectively rests with a small number of people. These people could be distinguished by royalty, wealth, family ties,
education, corporate, or military control. Such states are often controlled by a few prominent families who typically pass
 their influence from one generation to the next, but inheritance is not a necessary
condition<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Necessary_but_not_sufficient#Relationship_between_necessity_and_sufficiency
> for the application of this term.

------------------------------ Email 4,051 ------------------------------

From: mjohns
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:45
Subject: Against proposed rules
President Obama has promised internet neutrality, and Chairman Wheeler talks the talk, but then has proposed a set of
rules that do precisely the opposite. Rhetoric to the contrary is either blind or disingenuous. A multi-lane internet is not
a neutral internet, nor will it encourage innovation. These proposed rules, if enacted, will have the effect of turning the
internet into a strictly commercial venue reserved for the use of huge conglomerates at the expense of American
citizens. These proposed rules are a betrayal of the President's promise to the American people.

--
Mark D. Johns, Ph.D.
Associate Professor, Communication Studies
Luther College, Decorah, Iowa USA
-----------------------------------------------
"Get the facts first. You can distort them later."
    ---Mark Twain

------------------------------ Email 4,052 ------------------------------
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From: joey.d.mariano
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:45
Subject: The internet is a utility not a luxury.
The internet is a utility not a luxury.

joey mariano
mailto

609-558-3211

------------------------------ Email 4,053 ------------------------------

From: rparr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Randall Parr

------------------------------ Email 4,054 ------------------------------

From: david.alexander.cano
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Cano

------------------------------ Email 4,055 ------------------------------

From: dollyschertz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Wanda  Schertz

------------------------------ Email 4,056 ------------------------------

From: mfkeleher
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:47
Subject: The internet is the People's resource
Do not allow private companies the power to control the People’s resource for their own private gain.  As it is,
Americans pay more for the service that our tax dollars paid to invent than citizens of most other developed countries.
Privatizing is the reason, and your regulatory body is responsible for a good deal of it.  It’s time to start considering the
people’s best interest as you administer your pubic trust.

Michael Keleher

------------------------------ Email 4,057 ------------------------------

From: leamdav
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:48
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not let ISP's control the speed of the data they are sending.  These lines should be considered to be placed
under Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934.  I feel that if ISP's control who can and
can't stream data we are hurting competition and free speech as well as hurting the consumer.  It is appalling that these
large corporations could have so much influence that this is even considered a good idea.

------------------------------ Email 4,058 ------------------------------

From: eire72
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marc McElligott

------------------------------ Email 4,059 ------------------------------

From: doctor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

--
dr eminizer

------------------------------ Email 4,060 ------------------------------

From: steve 61103
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
steve lyons

------------------------------ Email 4,061 ------------------------------

From: mysa nal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Denise Romesburg
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------------------------------ Email 4,062 ------------------------------

From: burningvisionart
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bruce Anderson

------------------------------ Email 4,063 ------------------------------

From: mike.d
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:49
Subject: Defend consumers not corporations.
It is a well documented fact that Tom Wheeler is a pawn of the corporate will of America. These vaguely stated
proposed rules, along with the proclamation that deals will be looked at on a case by case basis, smack of corporate
lobbyists and evasive politics designed to pander to those who want to control the internet. Why does anything that
smells of a deal to provide privileged access to the content of the internet need case by case reviewing?  There should be
 no such thing. All content should be equally accessible regardless of its origins or the conduits by which it is traveling
to get to the consumer.

Keep the internet free, open, and neutral. Anything less will be considered an assault on the access of information and
an assault on the American public.

Sincerely,
Mike Dalena
Kansas City, MO

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 4,064 ------------------------------

From: prototype27
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 15:50
Subject: Propopsed Open Internet Rules
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The Open Internet Rules proposed by your FCC earlier this week are toothless, spineless, and an insult to the idea of an
Open Internet. Rather than take a stand for the even playing field that is at the core of the Internet's design, your
proposal enshrines an infrastructure provider's ability to preferentially charge users and companies for data carriage,
turning the information superhighway into a toll road, with fast lanes open only to those who are willing and able to pay
a premium. Such an "information turnpike" would dramatically slow the rapid innovation and investment in the
technology sector, one of the few segments of our domestic economy that has continued booming through the recession
of the past several years. Small businesses based around online services would become much riskier investments, and
that chill would have a real, significant impact on both my local San Francisco economy and the economy of the nation
as a whole.

Moreover, cable broadband providers typically operate as local monopolies, giving consumers in those areas little to no
choice. Often, the only choice is between cable broadband at broadband speeds (5Mb/s or greater) or slower, less
responsive internet options such as DSL. Meanwhile, cable companies show minimal reinvestment in infrastructure to
expand their networks out of their existing coverage areas, and very few broadband providers actively seek direct
competition with one another. As other countries around the world heavily invest in forward-looking infrastructure to
ensure they remain key players in the increasingly networked years ahead, the United States are being left behind.

Finally, when there are real options for consumers, people usually make decisions based on simple, straightforward
criteria such as speed, reliability, and customer service, as they would a utility such as power or water. Additional
services such as email addresses or web hosting are no longer of major value, as such services are readily available with
higher quality service for little to no cost through other online vendors. Because consumers view and treat their
broadband providers like utility providers, it stands to reason that the FCC should regulate broadband providers as
utility providers.

The Supreme Court's ruling in Verizon v. FCC affirmed that it is in the public interest to enforce the spirit of the
previous Open Internet rules, and that it is often in broadband providers' best interests to act against the spirit of an Open
 Internet. Enforcing common carriage regulations on broadband providers as utilities would remove the "easy profits"
those providers have enjoyed in recent years and force them to reinvest their profits in extending service quality, speed,
and coverage, especially to new consumers who historically have had few options. Increasing the overlap between
competing coverage areas would generate real competition between providers, further benefitting consumers. However,
the Verizon v. FCC ruling also made it clear that the only way to enforce these common carrier regulations would be to
reclassify broadband providers as telecommunications utilities.

For the good of the Internet, our economy, and our country's continued leadership in technology and world affairs, I
urge you and your colleagues at the FCC to stand against entrenched business interests and reclassify broadband
providers to fall under common carrier regulations. The rest of the world will not sit idle while we squander our
advantage.

Sincerely,
Kwang Ketcham

------------------------------ Email 4,065 ------------------------------

From: edwardegraham
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edward Graham

------------------------------ Email 4,066 ------------------------------

From: raich60
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:51
Subject: Re: Do Not End Net Neutrality
keep the internet free to all !!! Stop the money grab... DON'T suppress free speech and expression !!!

On Thursday, April 24, 2014 4:06 PM, Mignon Clyburn <  wrote:

Thank you very much for sharing your views with me. Unfortunately, I’m unable to respond to all messages promptly
and personally, and so I’ll share your concerns with the FCC subject area experts who work directly on your issue.

Here are a few other options for additional action that may address your need more directly:

·        Submit a filing for the public record at http://apps.fcc.gov/ecfs/
o  Find the most active open proceedings at http://fcc.us/1lLis9g
o  Please note that all submissions are publicly available and searchable on the internet
·        File a complaint about a telecommunications related service at http://www.fcc.gov/complaints
·        File a complaint over the phone or ask general questions about the FCC: (888) 225-5322

Thanks again for reaching out.

Sincerely,

Mignon Clyburn
Commissioner | Federal Communications Commission

------------------------------ Email 4,067 ------------------------------

From: johnsonr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Johnsen

------------------------------ Email 4,068 ------------------------------

From: michael799
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
P Scoville

------------------------------ Email 4,069 ------------------------------

From: hotep50
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donald White

------------------------------ Email 4,070 ------------------------------

From: jadenoasis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jaden Oasis

------------------------------ Email 4,071 ------------------------------

From: apryl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
apryl lane

------------------------------ Email 4,072 ------------------------------

From: tatzanx
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shane Worth

------------------------------ Email 4,073 ------------------------------

From: edreng
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edward Rengers

------------------------------ Email 4,074 ------------------------------

From: weareallone
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Valerie Gilbert

------------------------------ Email 4,075 ------------------------------

From: auragold1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Catherine McCoy

------------------------------ Email 4,076 ------------------------------

From: ineedaspirin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Russell Thompson (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
    After giving considerable thought to the concept of 'net neutrality' I have designed a set of laws that should be enacted
 to protect consumer as well as corporate rights.

They go like this:

Section 1. All electronic data traffic across any data network considered part of "The Internet" must be treated equally
by all service providers regardless of the origin or destination of the data.

Section 2. There are no exceptions to Section 1.

The End.

Mr Wheeler, please do the right thing before you go down in history as "The man that destroyed the free internet".
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,077 ------------------------------

From: brendafos
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brenda Fosmire

------------------------------ Email 4,078 ------------------------------

From: dragonfruit6
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
A. Wolf

------------------------------ Email 4,079 ------------------------------

From: lisa4809
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lisa Witham

------------------------------ Email 4,080 ------------------------------

From: jmbessette
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Bessette

------------------------------ Email 4,081 ------------------------------

From: axisdance
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judith Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,082 ------------------------------

From: veda
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 15:54
Subject: Keep the Internet Available to EVERYBODY
It is UNACCEPTABLE to allow the richest people in the world to take over the internet!

Net Neutrality MUST remain as it is!

Veda Stram
1612 Lake Drive
Camano Island WA 98282
360/631-5100

------------------------------ Email 4,083 ------------------------------

From: eire72
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 15:55
Subject:
Dear Commissioners
I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.
We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.
The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable. Instead  the  internet  ISP
providers  should  be  classed  as  common   carriers.

Marc  McElligott.

Éire,Alba,Cymru,
Breizh,Mannnin,An Corn,
An Náisiúin Cheilteacha.
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------------------------------ Email 4,084 ------------------------------

From: garybrags
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gary Braglia

------------------------------ Email 4,085 ------------------------------

From: k.bronn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karl Bronn

------------------------------ Email 4,086 ------------------------------
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From: ecotopian
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dave Searles

------------------------------ Email 4,087 ------------------------------

From: aaronmichaelhardy
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 15:55
Subject: Request to classify broadband as a title II communications device.
I Aaron Hardy wish for the FCC to classify broadband access as a title II communications device as I do not want my
cable company to intervene with the traffic carried between myself and the receiver.

--

Thank you and have a great day!

Aaron Hardy

(206)331-7721

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 4,088 ------------------------------

From: mizzgoodwrench
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Erin Nash

------------------------------ Email 4,089 ------------------------------

From: markus
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
markus van alphen

------------------------------ Email 4,090 ------------------------------

From: weareallone
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
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Subject: Net Neutrality.
WE THE PEOPLE WILL NOT ALLOW OUR FREEDOMS AND RIGHTS TO BE USURPED.

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

VALERIE GILBERT

NYC

"You never change things by fighting the existing reality. To change things, build a new model that makes the old
model obsolete." Buckminster Fuller

------------------------------ Email 4,091 ------------------------------

From: jjdevlin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
john devlin

------------------------------ Email 4,092 ------------------------------
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From: samoffat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
alexandra moffat

------------------------------ Email 4,093 ------------------------------

From: mmonette
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maurice Monette

------------------------------ Email 4,094 ------------------------------

From: richardboyce
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Boyce

------------------------------ Email 4,095 ------------------------------

From: robertwedemeyer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Wedemeyer

------------------------------ Email 4,096 ------------------------------

From: mgfollis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:57
Subject: Net neutrality



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Follis

------------------------------ Email 4,097 ------------------------------

From: laura.herndon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Laura Herndon

------------------------------ Email 4,098 ------------------------------

From: cmock
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carol Mock

------------------------------ Email 4,099 ------------------------------

From: theory
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:57
Subject: Some information you might not have considered.
Technology and standards inevitably improve and so do their demands. We can expect to see youtube / netflix having to
 pay comcast a large sum in order to stream HD videos to their customers for example. The new quick streaming from
the big companies who can pay will run great and our media quality will improve on the internet but small companies
who cannot pay will be stuck with a vastly inferior service in regards to streaming videos / audio / and online gaming
connection. So naturally people will use the big name service not because of the quality of the content's design, but
simply becuase the big companies can afford to deliver higher quality content in general.

This creates a huge divide in quality of delivery between those who can pay for it and those who cannot and will
drastically effect the viewing habits of consumers.

This solidifies the big name brands in their position on the internet, and stifles innovation pretty much completely
because a good idea from an independent website won't have a chance of catching on and keeping up with big brands in
regards of media streaming and online gaming. Please don't turn the internet into a TV.

Theory Georgiou
Lead Design, and Developer.
727.657.3351
Check out Fire with Fire!
creativegametheory.com<http://creativegametheory.com>
@TheoryGeorgiou<https://twitter.com/TheoryGeorgiou>

------------------------------ Email 4,100 ------------------------------

From: iammattnyce
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to voice my concern on reading the FCC's position concerning the future of Net Neutrality as reported in
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the New York Times and Wall Street Journal.

Most concerning was allegations of allowing service providers to charge cetrain sires of services for preferential traffic
treatment undermining the core values of equal access to information that the internet was founded upon.

I am disappointed in your bowing to commercial interests and neglecting the interests of the average consumer over
those of commercial interests.

Please reverse your position and support net neutrality.

Sincerely,

Matt Nyce

------------------------------ Email 4,101 ------------------------------

From: celticfire57
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tanya Stewart

------------------------------ Email 4,102 ------------------------------

From: brookh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brook Heimbaugh

------------------------------ Email 4,103 ------------------------------

From: eire72
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 15:58
Subject: Net  Neutrality

 Dear Commissioners
I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.
We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.
The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable. Instead  the  internet  ISP
providers  should  be  classed  as  common   carriers.

Marc  McElligott.

Éire,Alba,Cymru,
Breizh,Mannnin,An Corn,
An Náisiúin Cheilteacha.

------------------------------ Email 4,104 ------------------------------

From: kswenson42
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kent swenso n

------------------------------ Email 4,105 ------------------------------

From: kundrol
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lisa Grant

------------------------------ Email 4,106 ------------------------------

From: jodyg8
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jody Gibson

------------------------------ Email 4,107 ------------------------------

From: theragrady
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Thera Grady

------------------------------ Email 4,108 ------------------------------

From: stangelb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject: Net neutrality now!
Save the internet. Bring back net neutrality!

------------------------------ Email 4,109 ------------------------------

From: iammattnyce
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject: Do not abolish Net Neutrality
Ms. Clyburn,

I am writing to voice my concern on reading the FCC's position concerning the future of Net Neutrality as reported in
the New York Times and Wall Street Journal.

Most concerning was allegations of allowing service providers to charge cetrain sires of services for preferential traffic
treatment undermining the core values of equal access to information that the internet was founded upon.

I am disappointed in your bowing to commercial interests and neglecting the interests of the average consumer over
those of commercial interests.

Please the American consumer and support net neutrality.

Sincerely,

Matt Nyce

------------------------------ Email 4,110 ------------------------------

From: cmroane
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christine Roane

------------------------------ Email 4,111 ------------------------------

From: joshua.heatherston
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject:
Dear Chair of the FCC,
I believe that the internet should be labeled as a public utility. And for you to try and charge an extra fee just to get high
speed internet is ridiculous. You are working for the government. An institution that is for the people by the people. Yet
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your recommendation is going to be a catastrophe to the American people. And it's not only going to affect today but the
 future. pretty much you are just doing creating a act of the long hated mafia or any other low level crook has been doing
 for years. Which is for example -yeah you can by a shop here but you have to pay me for protection-even though it is
just the internet, it is something that we need it is our life, and I'm not over exaggerating.just think of how much a
persons life is dependent on the internet. What you are supporting in Laymans terms is just quite possibly the dumbest
thing I've ever heard. What else is on the agenda to squeeze money from the American people. I am trying to be as
presentable as I can here but you sir are a jackass.
Sent from the future chair of the FCC  iPhone

------------------------------ Email 4,112 ------------------------------

From: palmsprings.gary
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gary Lee

------------------------------ Email 4,113 ------------------------------

From: ccriffe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject: Open Internet
I am opposed to the idea of a "fast lane" approach to FCC internet regulation.
The Internet should be classified as a public utility and regulated in the same manner as electric utilities.

Allowing deals like the Netflix/Comcast agreement is not in the public interest.

I am amazed and disappointed that the FCC would even consider allowing such non-competitive deals to be made.

Clark Riffe
(a very dissatisfied victim of Comcast and its abusive business practices)

------------------------------ Email 4,114 ------------------------------

From: michalcathy
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 15:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michal Lynch

------------------------------ Email 4,115 ------------------------------

From: acapobia1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anthony Capobianco

------------------------------ Email 4,116 ------------------------------

From: connie engle
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:01
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Constance Engle

------------------------------ Email 4,117 ------------------------------

From: kevin.melkowski
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:01
Subject: Fast Lane is Terrible
First of all, I get terrible service as it is and my bill probably pays for the hundreds of advertisements they send to my
house (even though I already have it).  You know why they can do that, it’s because there’s no competition, I can’t say
no to a data cap and a 100 dollar bill because no other competitors are around.  Now onto the dumb “revisions” that
you’re trying to implement.  A fast lane?  You know how many startups will not happen because they don’t have fair
access to customers?  How about all that research we do to try and make peoples lives better, if we’re not allowed to
talk to other people about it (without paying a premium) then how are supposed to have innovation, how do you find
new talent that wouldn’t be anywhere had it not been for the internet.  We’ve been screwed over by companies since the
 internet was a thing, at least have the courtesy to lube up before that instead of going in dry like you’re trying to, them
raising our rates just to pay for lawyers to make other companies like netflix agree to their demands also.

This is why other countries are winning, it’s because you’ve been bought out by companies that just want money.
You’re pushing out opportunities like free online education because it’s another chance for big companies want to make
 money off of them.

I don’t know why I’m even sending this, the general consumer is fucked, apparently money speaks louder than
99.9999999999% of the US fucking population.

------------------------------ Email 4,118 ------------------------------

From: amit
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amit Shoham

------------------------------ Email 4,119 ------------------------------

From: 1stunderstand0413
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Randall Williams

------------------------------ Email 4,120 ------------------------------

From: toasterowner
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Parker

------------------------------ Email 4,121 ------------------------------

From: allan.brison
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Allan Brison

------------------------------ Email 4,122 ------------------------------

From: marigayl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marilyn Hoff

------------------------------ Email 4,123 ------------------------------

From: pam.s.m
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pamela San Miguel

------------------------------ Email 4,124 ------------------------------

From: alessandrozabini
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alessandro Zabini

------------------------------ Email 4,125 ------------------------------

From: bdcz2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:03
Subject: Stand up for Net Neutrality!
FCC,

To say I was dismayed to read of your revised Open Internet strategy would be an understatement. I implore you to
reconsider and take a strong stand in saying that the internet is a public good and should be treated as such.

The second you allow a two-tiered system to exist, regardless of the proposed safeguards against consumer harm, the
whole idea crumbles.

Can the student taking college classes at home afford to have his tuition raised when the college must pay the ISP
extortion fee for the ‘fast lane’?

Can the small business owner looking to launch the next Youtube afford to pony up big bucks to Comcast and Time
Warner so that his fledgling company isn’t relegated to morass of the ‘slow internet’

Is it fair to ask consumers to pay twice for the same content. I already pay time warner to give me access to the internet.
They get my money every single month. They shouldn’t be able to turn around and charge Netflix as well for that same
service. It’s double dipping, plain and simple.

Recently, Netflix agreed to pay Comcast an undisclosed sum to 'speed up' the connection to Comcast users. Magically,
as soon as the money was deposited, the quality of service increased dramatically. This belies the ISPs oft-made
argument that they are a victim of congestion and cannot do anything about it. It was as simple as removing the
artificially imposed speed limiter, a flick of a switch.

Make no mistake about it, regardless of these safeguards, ISPs will find a way around them and consumers will be hurt.
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I urge you to stand up for the principles of net neutrality and, to put this matter to rest, reclassify the ISPs as common
carriers.

The future of American innovation in the 21st century might very well depend on it.

------------------------------ Email 4,126 ------------------------------

From: maryann
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Ann Wolf-Lyerla

------------------------------ Email 4,127 ------------------------------

From: adrxzero
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:03
Subject: Title II telecommunications service and restore Net Neutrality!
Oligarchy!

Title II telecommunications service and restore Net Neutrality!

------------------------------ Email 4,128 ------------------------------

From: shahlaahy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shahla Ahy

------------------------------ Email 4,129 ------------------------------

From: karlmlevin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karl M. Levin

------------------------------ Email 4,130 ------------------------------

From: lucypoland27
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lucy Poland

------------------------------ Email 4,131 ------------------------------

From: brungie2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kurt brungardt

------------------------------ Email 4,132 ------------------------------

From: peter.cares
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Douglas McNeill

------------------------------ Email 4,133 ------------------------------

From: phugins
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
phyllis hugins

------------------------------ Email 4,134 ------------------------------

From: holdenresearch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cathy Holden

------------------------------ Email 4,135 ------------------------------

From: rosaliemcclung
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rosalie McClung

------------------------------ Email 4,136 ------------------------------

From: caryn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Caryn Graves

------------------------------ Email 4,137 ------------------------------

From: aaronmichaelhardy
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:05
Subject:
I'm e-mailing to urge the FCC to scrap their plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
type II telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

--

Thank you and have a great day!

Aaron Hardy

(206)331-7721

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 4,138 ------------------------------

From: rainb0wne0s
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Stephen Nolan

------------------------------ Email 4,139 ------------------------------

From: pmwxyz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Peter Wilson

------------------------------ Email 4,140 ------------------------------

From: kerm.east
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kermit Easterling

------------------------------ Email 4,141 ------------------------------

From: qinella
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Can you people please stop trying to ruin the Internet? For God's sake, just stop. You are so obviously in bed with cable
companies and receiving some sort of benefit by allowing them to write the rules. Stop trying to limit communication in
our country!

------------------------------ Email 4,142 ------------------------------

From: peagreen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:07
Subject: Net Neutrality for All of Us
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

What are you folks thinking of?  Please keep the internet democratic.  It is not another place for extra profits for the rich
at the expense of all the rest of us. Resist pressures to serve the very rich corporations instead of the public who support
this government.

We ask you to preserve net neutrality!!!

Patricia Greene
Canaan, NH

------------------------------ Email 4,143 ------------------------------

From: migrantworker007
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amre Amer

------------------------------ Email 4,144 ------------------------------

From: devin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,

I’m a 26-year-old web designer in Dallas, Texas. I earned my Bachelor’s in broadcast journalism with the hopes that the
 internet would remain open to all people.  The internet was designed with the idea that we all had equal access to the
bandwidth, assuming we had good servers.  This equality forced companies to be innovative to deliver their content in
the best ways possible rather than simply rich. The erosion of net neutrality would destroy much of the incentive to
innovate.  Please don’t destroy the part of the internet that has made it so exceptionally good at helping people acheive
upward mobility.

Regards,
Devin Crutcher
972.740.0473

------------------------------ Email 4,145 ------------------------------

From: sweetselina.sweet
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:07
Subject: net neutrality
Your actions provide further evidence that CORPORATOCRACY rules
and the populace be damned.

I'm not surprised that you, too, are corrupted. Otherwise,
you would have taken a firm stand for net neutrality and the
"small" guy.

Selina Sweet
72 years old

------------------------------ Email 4,146 ------------------------------

From: dontcallmedude22
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:07
Subject: I support net neutrality - scrap your current proposals
I support net neutrality - Please, scrap your current proposals they could potentially destroy my ability to make a living.

Concerned and active voter, Todd N. Toscano
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------------------------------ Email 4,147 ------------------------------

From: kablume
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathy Blume

------------------------------ Email 4,148 ------------------------------

From: peagreen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:08
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

What are you folks thinking of?  Please keep the internet democratic.  It is not another place for extra profits for the rich
at the expense of all the rest of us. Resist pressures to serve the very rich corporations instead of the public who support
this government.

We ask you to preserve net neutrality!!!

Patricia Greene
Canaan, NH

------------------------------ Email 4,149 ------------------------------

From: clmadson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carolyn Madson

------------------------------ Email 4,150 ------------------------------

From: paul.platania
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul Platania

------------------------------ Email 4,151 ------------------------------

From: arius
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:08
Subject: Don't kill Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman and Commissioners,

The Internet has moved beyond that of a curious luxury as it was in the 80s.  It is now essential as a means to maintain
contact with friends and family and run business.  It provides education and entertainment, which produces informed,
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productive, content citizenry.

By giving the keys to the tollbooths to big corporations, you give them the ability to hoard bandwidth and distribute it as
 they see fit.  The people of this country will have to pay more and more to access this vital utility, and the ONLY
groups that will benefit will be the executives of big corporations, and in turn the politicians in their pockets.
"Commercially reasonable" means to them only "as much profit as possible."

When people are deprived of vital resources like food and water, they rise to take it for themselves.  When
PRODUCTIVE CITIZENS are deprived the means of doing business, they forge new paths that omit the institutions
that have ignored their needs.

Please act as a federal agency ought to and represent your citizenry's best interests.  Keep the 'Net neutral.

Thank you for your time,
Arius J Elvikis

------------------------------ Email 4,152 ------------------------------

From: lynn.manzione
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
lynn manzione

------------------------------ Email 4,153 ------------------------------

From: 2manfredi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Peggy Manfredi

------------------------------ Email 4,154 ------------------------------

From: ake.kitten99
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amy Eoff

------------------------------ Email 4,155 ------------------------------

From: fionapriskich
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Fiona Priskich

------------------------------ Email 4,156 ------------------------------

From: peagreen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Greene

------------------------------ Email 4,157 ------------------------------

From: llozano
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Luis Lozano

------------------------------ Email 4,158 ------------------------------

From: jprasmussenjr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:10
Subject: Preserving And Protecting Internet Neutrality Always
TO:            Tom Wheeler
FROM:       Julius P. Rasmussen Jr., Clovis, CA
RE:             Preserving And Protecting Internet Neutrality Always
DATE:        Aril 25, 2014

We are always being bombarded with the same old Big-Business slogan "It's Supply and demand! Supply and demand!
Supply and demand!

That's pure crap!  We are actually living in a vast government-corporate fascist environment controlled by "Monopolize
and command!  Monopolize and command!  Monopolize and command!"

A relatively small handful of companies have commandeered our airways, our newspapers, and a broad range of other
media entities!  Now, many of those same companies and their cohorts are closing in on the entire realm of the Internet
to Monopolize and demand! whatever they want right along with all their other monopolies, conglomerates, and other
forms of megalopolies!

Well, I will be damned if I and my fellow compatriots are going to stand idly by and take it!  That you would even
consider handing over rule of the Internet to the greed-crazed creeps in these monopolistic corporations is horrendously
shameful of you!

YOU NEED TO BACK OFF from your recent campaign to totally destroy Internet neutrality and leave it the hell alone
for ALL of us to enjoy!
If and when you set ANY rules regulating Internet access, make one (or more) of those rules to help further liberate -
not oppress or suppress - access to the Internet for ALL people who might choose to use it!

Believe me, we'll NOT stand for anything less!!

More Than Sincerely,

Julius P. Rasmussen Jr.

------------------------------ Email 4,159 ------------------------------

From: superfaker124
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:10
Subject: Fire Tom
Tom used to work for Comcast. They got him his position at the FCC. They pay him to do their bidding. Fire Tom. He



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

is a piece of shit.

------------------------------ Email 4,160 ------------------------------

From: pz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paula Zan

------------------------------ Email 4,161 ------------------------------

From: wendysavings
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Wendy Carter
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------------------------------ Email 4,162 ------------------------------

From: sweetselina.sweet
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
Subject: recent action
Re: Net Neutrality

Your actions provide further evidence that CORPORATOCRACY rules
and the populace be damned.

I'm not surprised that you, too, are corrupted. Otherwise, allegiance to fair play
and the well being of the Whole would have caused you to take a firm stand for net neutrality and the
"small" guy.

Selina Sweet
72 years old

------------------------------ Email 4,163 ------------------------------

From: gerard16
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
GERARD F GAUDIN

------------------------------ Email 4,164 ------------------------------

From: dl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donna  Loren

------------------------------ Email 4,165 ------------------------------

From: ellen l saunders
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ellen Saunders

------------------------------ Email 4,166 ------------------------------

From: jason.r.robinson
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
Subject: FCC's changes to rules regarding Net Neutrality
I have worked in Information Technology for the past twelve years and have studied Computer Information System
Technology for well over 20 years now. This issue dear to my heart and the current path it is on is troubling to me.
There has been a great deal of news about challenges to Net Neutrality in the past few years and only recently the FCC
was instituting rules to preserve a free and open internet for all to use.  Now they have suddenly done an about face and
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appear to be trying to fast track new rules that would erode their previous efforts.

In the nineties the RIAA worked hard to control the medium of distribution for music, challenging the use of MP3s.
When they eventually abated, services like iTunes, Pandora, Amazon, and Spotify came to the forefront of the market
and caused a dramatic reduction in music piracy. It is not that people specifically want to pirate anything. It is that they
don't want the medium to be controlled by companies that refuse to evolve with the technological zeitgeist and stifle
innovation.

Preserving neutrality of the Internet is important, because it does not give preferential treatment to services and
information owned by a carrier. What has made America and the Internet great is that there is so much to learn and
experience. Netflix and Hulu are great examples. In the 18-34 age bracket, 25% of individuals no longer have a cable
television package. They have evolved with the times and prefer on demand offerings that can be watched at their
convenience. What gives carriers a right to pick and choose what services you can buy? It's true they provide the
infrastructure, but we pay for a service. We should be able to use that service for whatever legal, legitimate services we
desire.

Please see this for what it is: an attempt to control the delivery of information to the masses, and as such influence the
course of events in our country. The recent attempts at the merger between Time Warner Cable and Comcast are
horrifying. Comcast was recently voted the worst company in America in polls by Consumerist. The merger would
allow them to monopolize approximately three quarters of the Internet service provider market. Allowing them to
control content by allowing the erosion of Net Neutrality would give them unparalleled power. What's to stop them from
 choosing what news gets filtered out and challenging the Freedom of the Press? What's to keep them from giving
preferential candidates that they favor? This cannot be allowed to happen. How long until everything rises and falls at
the whim of an unchecked corporate giant?

I implore you to vote to preserve Net Neutrality for the sake of innovation and education in the Information Age. It's
important that our data infrastructure be protected from special interest groups who are not likely to have citizens' best
interest at heart. Please don't allow them to put a stranglehold on information. As a nation, it is one of our most valuable
assets.

Jason Robinson

Citizen of the United States of America

------------------------------ Email 4,167 ------------------------------

From: mplsstreetrwy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Culver

------------------------------ Email 4,168 ------------------------------

From: theriddler2k
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm writing to urge Tom Wheeler to scrap his plans allowing ISPs to charge for preferred treatment.

This would destroy the internet as it is intended to be.  I urge Tom Wheeler to instead, reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. It's the only way to keep the internet free, as intended, and as it should be.

Thank you, a very concerned American

------------------------------ Email 4,169 ------------------------------

From: june.maselli
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
June  Maselli

------------------------------ Email 4,170 ------------------------------

From: amu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Aaron Ucko

------------------------------ Email 4,171 ------------------------------

From: wilcoxon
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:12
Subject: Rules regarding Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

Rather than allowing a broken internet, please reclassify internet access as a public utility. This will add direct
protections as well as give the FCC more authority over rules pertaining to it.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 4,172 ------------------------------

From: shawntharayil90
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:13
Subject: Please maintain Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am emailing you regarding the current issue on the Internet.  Please maintain Net Neutrality.  It is the last free frontier
for creative expression and innovation.  I dread the day that content can be controlled.  Imagine if net neutrality was
gone just 10-15 years ago.  The world as we know it would not be the same.  Where would Google be? Buried by
Yahoo! and their power and influence. Where would Facebook be? Shadowed by MySpace's resources.  What about
Netflix?  I wouldn't be surprised if I didn't even hear their name.  Maybe in an utopian world we could trust a committee
 or panel of people to fairly discriminate websites, but as you know we do not live in utopia.  I'm a realist.  Money has a
lot of influence in this country.  Competition would be suppressed by huge companies and all that does is suppress
innovation.

Let's ignore a lot of the big internet companies such as Facebook and Google and focus on just one big website:
YouTube.  Where do you think YouTube would be if it weren't for net neutrality.  If people were told that in order to
watch YouTube videos they need to pay more for a higher tier internet service (because of course videos are more data)
do you think it would grow to what it was today? Absolutely not.  What YouTube started out as was just random,
strange videos of people or animals acting funny.  Who in their right mind would pay extra for that?  What it grew into
was beyond everyone's expectations.  Because the site was treated equally, it evolved into something more mature.
People started using it for tutorials on everyday life like car maintenance. Then it turned into teaching subjects from
school which led to specific classes from universities across the world.  Then they had Original Content uploaded
leading to the careers of many people in the entertainment industry including Justin Bieber the pop singer, Kyle Mooney
 and Beck Bennet on SNL, and more.  Now YouTube has live streams of every event imaginable from music festivals to
 Presidential debates.  All this world changing services from one website alone.  A website that would never have grown
 the way it did if it weren't for net neutrality.  By controlling the internet, all you are doing is impeding innovation.
Please don't be the one to stop the next "YouTube."

--

Shawn T

------------------------------ Email 4,173 ------------------------------

From: mperna33
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Matthew Perna

------------------------------ Email 4,174 ------------------------------

From: myles.ambrose
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:13
Subject: Reinstate Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,

It is essential that the internet is not controlled by large companies like comcast, verizon, and other ISPs. Your new rules
 do not ensure the openness of the internet, and are unacceptable. The courts have made clear that the only way to keep
the internet open is to reclassify broadband internet as a title ii telecommunications service. Yes, large companies would
 not like this move, but it is your job to protect the interests of consumers, not those of large companies.

If your rules are adopted, they will always be remembered as the beginning of the end of the open internet, do not make
that your legacy. Act in the public interest and reclassify broadband internet.

Sincerely,
Myles Ambrose

------------------------------ Email 4,175 ------------------------------

From: ppirillo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:14
Subject: net neutrality
America deserves and needs net neutrality, your focus should be helping citizens not big business

------------------------------ Email 4,176 ------------------------------

From: nicoclo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lori Nicocia

------------------------------ Email 4,177 ------------------------------

From: dave.n8auh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Kersten

------------------------------ Email 4,178 ------------------------------

From: geralynlloyd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Geralyn LLoyd

------------------------------ Email 4,179 ------------------------------

From: lehmansterms
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
M Lehman

------------------------------ Email 4,180 ------------------------------

From: caclwax
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Catherine Lanzl

------------------------------ Email 4,181 ------------------------------

From: senegal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Aaron Senegal

------------------------------ Email 4,182 ------------------------------

From: sketchfsu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeff Chenette

------------------------------ Email 4,183 ------------------------------

From: daevon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Debra Evon

------------------------------ Email 4,184 ------------------------------

From: chickpea72
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Irene Radke

------------------------------ Email 4,185 ------------------------------

From: vulturefood
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Forsberg-Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,186 ------------------------------

From: wade.hyde
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
wade hyde

------------------------------ Email 4,187 ------------------------------

From: judi002
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judi Roller

------------------------------ Email 4,188 ------------------------------

From: greatblue02
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Jodi Abel

------------------------------ Email 4,189 ------------------------------

From: cmhay.lessmess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carol Hay

------------------------------ Email 4,190 ------------------------------

From: marlola11
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:17
Subject: Protect net neutrality
We must never allow the giant telecommunications corporations to dominate the internet! Protect net neutrality and
make it a level playing field for all.

------------------------------ Email 4,191 ------------------------------

From: savannahlmsw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Savannah H

------------------------------ Email 4,192 ------------------------------

From: amy.st.lawrence
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amy St Lawrence

------------------------------ Email 4,193 ------------------------------

From: trueromanticlife
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elen Gachesa

------------------------------ Email 4,194 ------------------------------

From: clarespaulding22
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

The way the debate on net neutrality has unfolded in Washington is very disappointing.  We shouldn't even be having
this conversation.  It is not within the rights of internet service providers to demand the ability to regulate the internet.
The American people will not stand with corporations that attempt to lobby for these abilities, and hope that the FCC
will fight for the free, uncensored internet we enjoy.

Thank you,
Clare Spaulding

------------------------------ Email 4,195 ------------------------------

From: christopherjschlosser
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
I have been keeping up with the recent news of the new FCC regulations for ISPs.  These new rules can not be
implemented if we wish to maintain a free and open internet that allows competition and promotes innovation.  This will
 restrict startup companies by allowing bigger and richer companies the ability to pay to stay ahead of rivals.  This is
detrimental to the basic idea of the internet being a completely open and free environment to share ideas, spread
innovations, and create competition.

These rules can NOT be implemented as they will be detrimental for the common citizen.  These ISP companies need to
 be classified as Title II telecommunication services under the Communications Act to stay useful and fair.

Don't let this corrosive set of regulations pass. Please fix the ISP problems that have been brewing for far too long.

A concerned citizen,

--
Christopher J Schlosser

------------------------------ Email 4,196 ------------------------------

From: jtshaia
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:19
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gerald Shaia

------------------------------ Email 4,197 ------------------------------

From: danielsabatinelli
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:19
Subject: open Internet
Dear Commissioners

   I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

   We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

   We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

   The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

   We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

   daniel sabatinelli

------------------------------ Email 4,198 ------------------------------

From: ecoflowerpower
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:20
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
shonda smith

------------------------------ Email 4,199 ------------------------------

From: captnwalker1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:20
Subject: FCC and Net Neutrality
Please do not allow the FCC to throw net neutrality out the window while proposing new "better" regulations that only
allow corporate greed. With the internet now being pushed as a basic human right this is a direct opposite of what most
of the country is wanting. Please STOP comcast and big business from ruining the technology that has given them a
huge boost in business.

I have grown up with the internet being open and free, and have seen how it has been a huge boom to people and
companies large and small. Don't corrupt the internet for future generations just because the big companies what bigger
profits.

------------------------------ Email 4,200 ------------------------------

From: astarkas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Piero Zoro

------------------------------ Email 4,201 ------------------------------

From: jksdls2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Squire

------------------------------ Email 4,202 ------------------------------

From: john curly
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
dan sabatinelli

------------------------------ Email 4,203 ------------------------------

From: htcorbett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:20
Subject: Please reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I tried calling your office but was told to send this message to you at this email address.  So here it is.  Please do not
allow internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment!!   These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge
you to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service or as common carriers. This is
the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

Thanks,

Mr. Todd Corbett
10815 Hubbard Creek Road
Umpqua OR 97486

------------------------------ Email 4,204 ------------------------------

From: rogerseric32
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Eric J. Rogers (  writes:

April 23, 2014

From: Wendell

To: Chairman Tom Wheeler & the FCC Leaders

Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules

Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
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4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm
http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810_002683.html

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offer
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 ed to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical wiring. Competing companies keeping
an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for Ame
 rican citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications companies to clearly state what customers are buying in
 plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they
have enough bytes and speed to en

------------------------------ Email 4,205 ------------------------------

From: ken.duerksen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:21
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality!!
Net neutrality is essential for a democracy.  In fact, allowing for the Jeffersonian recognition that a just system must
develop with the times and technology, I would submit that the entire internet should be placed under the purview of the
 USPS, which is constitutionally dictated as a requirement for a free society.

Do not be servile lap dogs for the giant telecoms - keep the internet open!

Ken Duerksen
Oxford, Ohio 45056

 513.756-0080
Cell: 513.237.2593
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This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or
privileged. If you receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute,
disclose or use any of this information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.

------------------------------ Email 4,206 ------------------------------

From: mc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
MC Hagerty

------------------------------ Email 4,207 ------------------------------

From: jan.greenfield
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Jan Greenfield

------------------------------ Email 4,208 ------------------------------

From: donbustany
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donald Bustany

------------------------------ Email 4,209 ------------------------------

From: ianpfeiffer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:23
Subject: Please Reconsider
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As a concerned citizen, I urge the FCC to set up the internet as a common carrier instead of the latest round of
recommendations that will enable abuses of power and favoritism among content providers, despite everyone's best
intentions. Please remember, laws are made not for the well meaning members of society but for those who seek (or by
their actions cause) others harm.

Thank you,

Ian Pfeiffer

------------------------------ Email 4,210 ------------------------------

From: captnwalker1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:23
Subject: FCC and Net Neutrality
Please do not allow the FCC to throw net neutrality out the window while proposing new "better" regulations that only
allow corporate greed. With the internet now being pushed as a basic human right this is a direct opposite of what most
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of the country is wanting. Please STOP comcast and big business from ruining the technology that has given them a
huge boost in business.

I have grown up with the internet being open and free, and have seen how it has been a huge boom to people and
companies large and small. Don't corrupt the internet for future generations just because the big companies what bigger
profits.

Listen to the real people,
-Chris

------------------------------ Email 4,211 ------------------------------

From: heckendorn8366
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:23
Subject: Protect internet neutrality

Please keep the internet free of restrictions that favor the wealthy

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE Smartphone

------------------------------ Email 4,212 ------------------------------

From: mtrmthxx
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joe Williams

------------------------------ Email 4,213 ------------------------------

From: mokafka
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mo Kafka

------------------------------ Email 4,214 ------------------------------

From: jjdelibos
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
john delibos

------------------------------ Email 4,215 ------------------------------

From: dlkane1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Kane

------------------------------ Email 4,216 ------------------------------

From: cmhay.lessmess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:24
Subject: Net neutrality

   Dear Commissioners

   I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

   We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

   We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

   The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

   We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

   Carol Hay

   Hillsborough, NC

   --
   visit www.ourmothersvoice.org<http://www.ourmothersvoice.org>

------------------------------ Email 4,217 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: profkusner
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rob Kusner

------------------------------ Email 4,218 ------------------------------

From: mikebeilstein
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mike Beilstein

------------------------------ Email 4,219 ------------------------------

From: kristakerber
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
I suppose you won't read this, since I stated my topic but here goes.

We as Americans all paid to create the internet.  While I have no problem with companies innovating their way to
wealth, removing net neutrality is not innovative.  It stifles the creation of new business, which of course is the point.  It
will stifle speech.  Oh, wait!  Money is speech!

You came to the FCC from a position as a lobbyist for telecom.  You should be truly ashamed to be a wholly owned
subsidiary of the industry you claim to regulate.

You should be deeply ashamed.  But I doubt it.

------------------------------ Email 4,220 ------------------------------

From: cmhay.lessmess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Commissioners

   I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

   We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

   We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

   The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

   We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

   Carol Hay

   Hillsborough, NC

   --
   visit www.ourmothersvoice.org<http://www.ourmothersvoice.org>

------------------------------ Email 4,221 ------------------------------

From: stevedahlin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:26
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
steve dahlin

------------------------------ Email 4,222 ------------------------------

From: 2babbs
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kate babb

------------------------------ Email 4,223 ------------------------------

From: chet
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
chet zebroski

------------------------------ Email 4,224 ------------------------------

From: bhatton.biz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rebecca Hatton

------------------------------ Email 4,225 ------------------------------

From: roygb3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:27
Subject: Proposed paid internet fast lane
I am writing to express my strong opposition to the changes to net neutrality proposed by FCC Chairman Wheeler. It is
transparently obvious this proposal gives a huge advantage to established deep pocket content providers, and creates a
devastating disparity for small and up-and-coming companies to overcome. This also greatly over-empowers the small
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number of large national ISPs that currently provide internet access for the vast percentage of Americans and US
companies. This proposal, if passed, would drastically impact the internet in a negative manner, at a time with the
internet and internet-related technologies and content are key drivers of the US and global economy, and the internet
itself is still in its infancy with much more growth and development to occur before getting anywhere near a main-street
business.

I urge Chairman Wheeler to withdraw his unfathomable proposal, and I urge the other FCC Commissioners to strongly
oppose this unthinkably bad idea. I am writing to my Senators and Congress Members to voice my opposition as well.

Sincerely,

Roy Brooks
Camas, Washington 98607

------------------------------ Email 4,226 ------------------------------

From: isw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
isaac wingfield

------------------------------ Email 4,227 ------------------------------

From: larbernard
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:27
Subject: Respect the open internet
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

The open internet is vital to a lively communicating society. I  write you now to oppose rules that will allow for
discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster Internet service and everyone else continues to
have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
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and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

Rev. Larry Bernard, O.F.M.

Pastor

San Diego Mission

PO Box 79

475 Mission Road

Jemez Pueblo, NM 87024-0079

------------------------------ Email 4,228 ------------------------------

From: raulruiz3172
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
raul ruiz

------------------------------ Email 4,229 ------------------------------
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From: seajay12
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Clayton Jones

------------------------------ Email 4,230 ------------------------------

From: michael.jborucke
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:28
Subject: Net Neutrality is good
Hello,

I'm a long-time internet user.  Please keep net-neutrality.  This is
important for democracy.

Best,
Michael Borucke

------------------------------ Email 4,231 ------------------------------

From: ron
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ronald Gay

------------------------------ Email 4,232 ------------------------------

From: michael.jborucke
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:28
Subject: Net-neutrality is good
Hello,

I'm a long-time internet user.  Please keep net-neutrality.  This is
important for democracy.

Best,
Michael Borucke

------------------------------ Email 4,233 ------------------------------

From: larbernard
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:28
Subject: Protect not wreck the open internet
Dear Commissioner Mignon:

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

Rev. Larry Bernard, O.F.M.
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Pastor

San Diego Mission

PO Box 79

475 Mission Road

Jemez Pueblo, NM 87024-0079

------------------------------ Email 4,234 ------------------------------

From: fil777
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Philip Dennany

------------------------------ Email 4,235 ------------------------------

From: racerbob
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Swartz

------------------------------ Email 4,236 ------------------------------

From: ozark-wild
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charles Phillips

------------------------------ Email 4,237 ------------------------------

From: edgemaster
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edwin Ochmanek

------------------------------ Email 4,238 ------------------------------

From: mpaige33837
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:30
Subject: Bad move. The internet is a public utility
Do you people even understand how the internet works? Or how this will effect the flow of information and thereby our
democracy? I feel like I have NOTHING and NO ONE  left  in this country that is looking our for the interests of
regular every day people like me. And that people like you, who should know better, probably lack the knowledge
necessary to make the decisions that you do. WHY is this “open internet” commenting happening after your decision
has been made? I wonder if any of you could explain the ramifications of this decision in plain english to the average
American. Or whether you even realize what the ramifications will be.

Pfft.

------------------------------ Email 4,239 ------------------------------

From: themissong
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:30
Subject: Proposed changes to Net Neutrality
I request that Chairman Wheeler drop the proposed rules that would allow ISP's to charge for preferential treatment.
Please instead reclassify broadband as a telecommunication service (or common carrier?).

Thank you,
Robin Bundy

------------------------------ Email 4,240 ------------------------------

From: tf
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
tom ferguson

------------------------------ Email 4,241 ------------------------------

From: sesmu.fof
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:31
Subject: Fees and other manifestations of greed.
Internet service providers should be classified as common carriers. They should not in any way be able to manipulate
the flow of information. The internet needs to remain fee free. It only punishes consumers and business like Netflix who
 exist because they are wanted by the people. Industries like the cable companies need to curtail their greed, they want to
 overcharge for content that they have had no hand in producing, while making money off of the backbone that we as
citizens and tax payers have built.

Thank you,

Brandon Thames

------------------------------ Email 4,242 ------------------------------

From: nickatsikas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:31
Subject: for the greater good
I am writing to you, others within your organization, representatives, and friends to show my support for an open and
free internet.  Companies like Comcast and Time Warner Cable are not companies that are looking out for citizens
better interests.

they care about control, power, and money - nothing else.

helping them would be like helping thieves steal.

Chairman Wheeler is simply wrong, though I won’t speculate on why he's saying these things with a straight face. The
court case is quite clear: unless the FCC classifies ISPs as common carriers, its rules have to allow ISPs "substantial
room for individualized bargaining and discrimination in terms" with online content providers. Substantial
discrimination isn't Net Neutrality, it's the exact opposite.

Comcast and other big players are forcing others to pay for their internet bills. They want other companies to pay for
their infrastructure, when they are already collecting money to do so from their customers. We've already trusted these
giant telecommunication companies to lower prices when they receive additional revenues or grants, and it never
happens. Logically, if they start collecting a second revenue stream from competing media companies like Netflix and
Amazon, they should be lowering prices. It won't happen.

It's time to start looking out for the people.
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Sincerely,

Nicholas Katsikas

------------------------------ Email 4,243 ------------------------------

From: tim
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:32
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I urge you to reconsider your proposal for new rules that would allow Internet Service Providers to charge companies
for faster delivery of their content. This would be an irreparable blow to the principles of an open Internet. The
infrastructure used by Internet Service Providers is a public good, subsidized by taxes. ISPs should not be allowed to
exploit it.

One inevitable result of your policy proposal would be a "pay to play" business landscape, where small startups will be
unable to compete with established companies. Even more insidiously, non-premium traffic will be downgraded and
consumers will pay even more for Internet access that lags well behind that of other developed countries. Internet
Service Providers, which in most parts of the United States operate as de facto monopolies, will have every incentive to
make non-premium traffic as unreliable as possible.

So whether the ISPs slash the capital budget for non-premium infrastructure, or fail to perform timely repairs, or a
hundred other small things, non-premium traffic will suffer. How long before we see multiple tiers of premium traffic?
The monopoly ISPs face no competition or regulation; now, thanks to you, they simply have to figure out how to
maximize their fast-lane fees.

Your proposal, if carried out, would be an enormous disservice to the overwhelming majority of Americans, and a
betrayal of the trust of your office. But I suppose this is what is to be expected from an FTC chairman who, not very
long ago, lobbied for the very companies he's now charged with regulating. I recall one promise that President Obama
made when he was running for office:

"I am in this race to tell the corporate lobbyists that their days of setting the agenda in Washington are over. I have done
more than any other candidate in this race to take on lobbyists--and won. They have not funded my campaign, they will
not run my White House, and they will not drown out the voices of the American people when I am president."

-- Barack Obama, Speech in Des Moines, IA
November 10, 2007

Sincerely,
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Tim Folger

Phone and fax: +1 505 217 3702

www.timfolger.net

------------------------------ Email 4,244 ------------------------------

From: jangell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
j angell

------------------------------ Email 4,245 ------------------------------

From: philhoa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Hoa Dennany

------------------------------ Email 4,246 ------------------------------

From: progressive25
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alice Kostin

------------------------------ Email 4,247 ------------------------------

From: silkydog
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Steve  Chism

------------------------------ Email 4,248 ------------------------------

From: jonfurmanski
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:33
Subject: Net Nutrality
Hello Tom,

I am writing as a concerned party for the allowance of ISP to charge for priority on thiere networks. This truely worries
myself and others clearly for the fact that I pay for the internet service as a consumer, so why should I get charged more
by a company by Netflix when an ISP charges them more. IT IS A LOSE, LOSE FOR CONSUMERS! I highly
recommend you reconsider any actions allowing ISP to charge for network priority.

Thank you for your time,

Jonathan Furmanski

------------------------------ Email 4,249 ------------------------------

From: amendez858
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC:

It is my firm belief that all internet users should have the same access to the same Internet, regardless of how much they
pay. Furthermore, I do not believe that broadband carriers should have the ability to block or remove content based on
their discretion alone.

To the extent that your organization has the power to put in place regulations that will uphold equal access and prevent
censorship by the broadband carriers, I implore you to do so.

Sincerely,
Amy Mendez
A small online business owner and concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 4,250 ------------------------------

From: jmartin127
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeff Martin

------------------------------ Email 4,251 ------------------------------

From: jgwil2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:34
Subject: Reclassify
Mr. Wheeler,

I would like to urge you to reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service and abandon the current proposal. The
internet must remain open and neutral for American consumers and companies to take advantage of it.

Sincerely,
John Willard
Arlington, Virginia

------------------------------ Email 4,252 ------------------------------

From: griffith701
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nancy Griffith (  writes:

I want the net to be neutral and not have to pay more for High speed or be kicked off the net for reasons beyond reason.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,253 ------------------------------

From: melanie.arrington
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Melanie Gerber

------------------------------ Email 4,254 ------------------------------

From: griffith701
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:35
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner
Nancy Griffith (  writes:

I want the net to be neutral and not have to pay more for High speed or be kicked off the net for reasons beyond reason.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,255 ------------------------------

From: csoragha
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
c s

------------------------------ Email 4,256 ------------------------------

From: dstebbins
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dorsey Stebbins

------------------------------ Email 4,257 ------------------------------

From: fred.doe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I’m reading a lot about net neutrality.  I’m very concerned that the current proposal will have a long term effect on the
cost of internet based services.  I am not in favor of the proposal and would like  net neutrality to remain in place.

Fred Doe

San Antonio TX  78254

------------------------------ Email 4,258 ------------------------------

From: melanie.arrington
To:
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gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:36
Subject: Internet for the Wealthy
Dear Commissioners

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 4,259 ------------------------------

From: robertwedemeyer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:37
Subject: Internet neutrality

If net neutrality is ended, I will hold you and all commissioners accountable by withholding my vote.

Internet neutrality is Justis for all citizens.

Robert Wedemeyer

------------------------------ Email 4,260 ------------------------------

From: rezdog02
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark Fleming

------------------------------ Email 4,261 ------------------------------

From: michael.a.campos
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
My name is Michael Campos. I am a veteran of the United States Navy, I used skype my entire time of deployment to
talk to my newborn daughter and wife. The internet has propelled my generation from World War 2 era 'Dear John '
letters for communication with family to a space age global utility for all of the world's citizens to be connected. Net
Neutrality is the foundation of this connectedness and should never be tampered with. ESPECIALLY, by the telecom
corporations and lobbyists on K street. From what I am reading, the net neutrality law is going to be broken soon. This
is an absurd and downright criminal act of corruption in the form of governent bribing and extortion from
communication companies to not only priortize the internet, but seal off undoubtably the most important advancement
in human civilization ever created. The knowledge of the entire world is at the tips of every single person with an
internet connection. The idea that this shall be sectioned off like a premium movie channel is unacceptable and just by
being a contributing member to the free world, everyone should know this. If I had to pay extra for an internet company
plan that allows for skype, I would've done it so I could talk to my daughter. Not only would I have done it, I would
have let everyone in my entire barracks use my computer to make sure that not one penny more went to these thieves.
This is the one thing that is pulling the world into an enlightened, propaganda free, global society. Without this sir, we
are doomed. Please do not let this happen to the next chapter in our journey to peace.

------------------------------ Email 4,262 ------------------------------

From: judiths345
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judith Salzman
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------------------------------ Email 4,263 ------------------------------

From: matty.bradford
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Come on, Tommy,

The internet is a public utility. Forcing companies to buy flow is not fair.

-Matt

---

Matt Bradford

C: 832.453.0489

------------------------------ Email 4,264 ------------------------------

From: hillarywerhane2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Hillary Werhane

------------------------------ Email 4,265 ------------------------------
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From: luna91
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Clarisse Dodge

------------------------------ Email 4,266 ------------------------------

From: siegelardster
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
richard  siegel

------------------------------ Email 4,267 ------------------------------

From: ronhenry2
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 16:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ron Henry

------------------------------ Email 4,268 ------------------------------

From: jjrmoran
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
J J Moran

------------------------------ Email 4,269 ------------------------------

From: rogermcquown
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Roger McQuown
4635 Kings Point Court
Lakeland, FL 33813
AS

------------------------------ Email 4,270 ------------------------------

From: april land mail
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
April Deming

------------------------------ Email 4,271 ------------------------------

From: gerrit.crouse
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gerrit Crouse

------------------------------ Email 4,272 ------------------------------

From: ghiveley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Glenn Hiveley

------------------------------ Email 4,273 ------------------------------

From: nwcitizen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jean Darsie

------------------------------ Email 4,274 ------------------------------

From: innerdiamond
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alisa Battaglia

------------------------------ Email 4,275 ------------------------------

From: gkenton
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Gary Kenton

------------------------------ Email 4,276 ------------------------------

From: smackosynthesis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:44
Subject: Leave the Internet alone!
This thing with net neutrality is only going to be detrimental to Internet users. This is giving corporations too much
power with something that is supposed to be about freedom, and mark my words, there will be a significant backlash
over this. Stop with the net neutrality crap!

------------------------------ Email 4,277 ------------------------------

From: etim
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Timothy Simmons

------------------------------ Email 4,278 ------------------------------

From: bnow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barbara Hughes

------------------------------ Email 4,279 ------------------------------

From: justin.ram
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:45
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
Mr. Wheeler,

I have long believed in freedom of speech and the sharing of ideas.
By reducing the rules and standards set for ISP's, your administration is directly responsible for the violation of our
constitutional rights guaranteeing freedom.

If anything, you should make the rules more strict,. In fact, all ISP's should be classified as a common carrier and public
utility.

I seriously doubt that you use the internet less than you use the water or electricity at your house.

Please do the right thing for your country and seriously rethink what you are planning on doing.

Is selling yourself to these high bidders worth the damage you will cause?

Sincerely,
Justin Ram

------------------------------ Email 4,280 ------------------------------

From: csarns
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chris Sarns

------------------------------ Email 4,281 ------------------------------

From: sjwindspirit
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sharon Bodman

------------------------------ Email 4,282 ------------------------------

From: jzazow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jamie Zazow

------------------------------ Email 4,283 ------------------------------

From: knicolewmarks
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kiara Zaugg

------------------------------ Email 4,284 ------------------------------

From: brandtv
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vicky Brandt

------------------------------ Email 4,285 ------------------------------

From: jopolarbear
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
JOANN CORTINA

------------------------------ Email 4,286 ------------------------------

From: inbound
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:47
Subject: Net Nuetrality NOW!
Dear Mr. Wheeler

The internet is a utility, there is zero meaningful competition to provide that utility to Americans, all internet providers
should be treated equally, and the FCC is doing a miserably ineffective job.   But I suppose this happens when you are a
former lobbyist working for the companies that are trying to take control of the internet.

------------------------------ Email 4,287 ------------------------------

From: jzazow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bernice Zazow

------------------------------ Email 4,288 ------------------------------

From: kris.monteith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:47
Subject: Open Internet Emails
Commission Clyburn -- I wanted to let you know that CGB is assisting the Chairman's office in responding to
consumers emails on the Open Internet proceeding by sending a form response to the emails that come into his public
email account.   If you'd like, CGB would be happy to undertake a similar effort for your office.   Specifically, we will
take folders of incoming emails on this proceeding and reply to them with a form response, tailored with your message.

Please let me know if you would like us to help and I'll have a member of my staff follow up with you.

Thanks, Kris

Kris Anne Monteith

Acting Chief

Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau

Federal Communications Commission

(202) 418-1098

------------------------------ Email 4,289 ------------------------------

From: redbeard
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:48
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Subject: I support Net Neutrality for Equal Access,
I note with sadness that the FCC is proposing to give "special access" to
internet content providers who pay more. In effect, this penalizes the
small websites, web resources, startups, and e-businesses that make the
internet special.

I strongly urge you to reconsider this position. Do you want to be the FCC
who supports everyone's equal access to the internet, or the FCC who
allows big corporations to squeeze out the little guys?

Hoping for the best,
Jon Hiesfelter

------------------------------ Email 4,290 ------------------------------

From: tekashch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
sharon lee

------------------------------ Email 4,291 ------------------------------

From: htiffirg87
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:49
Subject: Open Internet Policy
Regarding some comments on the issue

“Open Internet” Announcement
Washington, D.C. – Commissioner Mike O’Rielly issued the following statement today:
“I am deeply concerned by the announcement that the FCC will begin considering new ways to
regulate the Internet. As I have said before, my view is that section 706 does not provide any
affirmative regulatory authority. We should all fear that this provision ultimately may be used
not just to regulate broadband providers, but eventually edge providers.
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It appears that the FCC is tilting at windmills here. Instead of fostering investment and
innovation through deregulation, the FCC will be devoting its resources to adopting new rules
without any evidence that consumers are unable to access the content of their choice.”
- FCC -

I believe that there is evidence that there has been blocking and throttling. Netflix has provided some of this in a recent
blog post.

http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html?m=0

There's the evidence, we need the regulation because Comcast cannot be trusted.

------------------------------ Email 4,292 ------------------------------

From: jwest84
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:49
Subject: Net neutrality please!
To those at FCC,

By offering a fast lane it gives big business a leg up over the small guys. What prevents an ISP from offering the fast
lane to one company (a company they have equity in perhaps like Comcast and NBC) and excluding competitors?  Or
the ISP offering lower than "reasonable market rates" to one company in return for exclusivity?

Comcast owns NBC and is also the largest ISP in the US.  What do you want to bet they'll give NBC the fast lane?  How
 are small podcast networks supposed to compete?

Also the proposal says an ISP cannot block legal content. How about preventing ISP from slowing response times down
 to be just unusable? How are the small podcast networks assured their content won't be slowed down by Comcast in
efforts to push people back to TV or NBC?

What about preventing data caps?  An ISP could put in caps and then offer their content cap free. Comcast offering
NBC shows cap free for example puts a kink in Netflix, Amazon instant video, Google Play businesses.

The FCC is there to represent the best interests of THE PEOPLE. Tailoring to big business only helps a few.  Do the
right thing, just declare ISPs as common carriers and be done with it.

Sincerely,
A very concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 4,293 ------------------------------

From: catiehauch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
cate hauch

------------------------------ Email 4,294 ------------------------------

From: 13watt13
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Hal Lewis

------------------------------ Email 4,295 ------------------------------

From: leneharries
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lene Hansen

------------------------------ Email 4,296 ------------------------------

From: kenterway
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard and Carolyn Rosenstein

------------------------------ Email 4,297 ------------------------------

From: giannisantucci989
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 16:50
Subject: Title 2 and Broadband Access
Dear FCC Commissioners,

Please protect us, the American citizen and consumer, the life of this country, from policies that would hinder our
success as a people.

Please choose to reclassify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Please uphold net neutrality.
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Thank you.

-Gianni Santucci

------------------------------ Email 4,298 ------------------------------

From: x3296
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Matrix

------------------------------ Email 4,299 ------------------------------

From: andrewpsalk
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 16:51
Subject: SUPPORT TITLE II
Please keep a free flow of ideas so that everyone has a voice, not just the giant corporations.   I want the FCC to classify
 broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 4,300 ------------------------------

From: susanhartle
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Hartle

------------------------------ Email 4,301 ------------------------------

From: mantyfan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pamela Kjono

------------------------------ Email 4,302 ------------------------------

From: nicholaspesta
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nicholas Pestalozzi

------------------------------ Email 4,303 ------------------------------

From: kirstenlovett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kirsten Lovett

------------------------------ Email 4,304 ------------------------------

From: milesjaves
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:53
Subject: net neutrality rules

Mr Wheeler,
        I would kindly like to request that you reconsider the proposed rules regarding the “open internet”. The proposal
shows lip service to net neutrality while actually codifying and encouraging the systematic abuse of a broadband
corporations’ position in the internet.
        I request you rewrite the rules to reclassify broadband as ’t   elecommunications' under Title II of the
Communications Act and make broadband service open to common carrier regulation as the utility it is. The current and
 future innovation and economy of America shouldn’t be held beholden to the abuse of so few companies any more than
 the industrial revolution was to Westinghouse or Edison Power. Thank you for time and hope for thoughtful
consideration of the influence of your decisions.
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                        Miles Javes

------------------------------ Email 4,305 ------------------------------

From: craigsza
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:53
Subject: Reclassify all ISP's as Title II Common Carriers
I support having all Internet Service Providers reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications
Act of 1934.

The internet must be free and neutral!

Craig Souza

------------------------------ Email 4,306 ------------------------------

From: sand2us
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:53
Subject: Protect net neutrality
Dear Ms Clyburn,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet – where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest — where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

Otis Lewis

------------------------------ Email 4,307 ------------------------------

From: mheller01
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael  Heller

------------------------------ Email 4,308 ------------------------------

From: robertwohlberg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Wohlberg

------------------------------ Email 4,309 ------------------------------

From: katch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathy  Chase

------------------------------ Email 4,310 ------------------------------

From: plgoldsmith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Goldsmith

------------------------------ Email 4,311 ------------------------------

From: jlswarts
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Swarts

------------------------------ Email 4,312 ------------------------------

From: lizcrosson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Heidelberg

------------------------------ Email 4,313 ------------------------------

From: kmk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kris Knoll

------------------------------ Email 4,314 ------------------------------

From: sjgallos
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:56
Subject: Scrap the plan to allow ISPs to charge for preferential treament on  trafic
I am very much in favor of an open internet.
A stronger argument can be made for rather than against classifying ISPs as common carriers. I believe this is the
direction the FCC should be headed in.

Steve Gallo

------------------------------ Email 4,315 ------------------------------

From: dulibarri
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Ulibarri

------------------------------ Email 4,316 ------------------------------

From: jandsmudrick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Stephen Mudrick

------------------------------ Email 4,317 ------------------------------

From: rekoster
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:56
Subject: resign
You are not serving the public.   When we could chose any ISP for dialup
service there was competition.  Now that a few major ISPs are the
connection to the internet they must be classified as common carriers.

------------------------------ Email 4,318 ------------------------------

From: kolorkraze
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Deborah Walsh

------------------------------ Email 4,319 ------------------------------
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From: patsyowe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patsy Lowe

------------------------------ Email 4,320 ------------------------------

From: gail.musante
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gail Musante

------------------------------ Email 4,321 ------------------------------

From: thomasfvoelker
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 16:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Thomas Voelker

------------------------------ Email 4,322 ------------------------------

From: ieuchler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Irene Euchler

------------------------------ Email 4,323 ------------------------------

From: draconiandruid
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:57
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mike Ferguson

------------------------------ Email 4,324 ------------------------------

From: shoeboy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 16:57
Subject: open internet

maintain equal and open access to the internet .
Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 4,325 ------------------------------

From: gloryaec
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Glory Adams
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------------------------------ Email 4,326 ------------------------------

From: gah
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Garrett A. Hughes

------------------------------ Email 4,327 ------------------------------

From: galojbonilla1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Galo J. Bonilla
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------------------------------ Email 4,328 ------------------------------

From: a taylor77
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Andrew Taylor

------------------------------ Email 4,329 ------------------------------

From: bbeeber
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:00
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Barry Beeber (  writes:

The internet must remain free.  I am 73 years old and remember free public tv channels 2,4,5, 7, 9, 13 in New York.
Now it costs me $218 and I watch less than 7 hours each week from what is basically a monopoly... COMCAST.  Please
 keep the inet"free".
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,330 ------------------------------

From: annefitzg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anne Fitzgerald

------------------------------ Email 4,331 ------------------------------

From: karl.haynes123
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:01
Subject: Declare ISP "common carriers"
Please protect the People and not the industry you work for.

Declare Internet Service Providers to be “common carriers.”

Thanks you.

Karl

------------------------------ Email 4,332 ------------------------------

From: mitch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:02
Subject: Cable companies are not the future of the intenet, The small  business provider is!!
Mr. Wheeler,

Considering your  background you must realize that cable companies and telco’s are not the ones that will offer society
with the future innovations that the Internet will provide.  They are not capable of building tools or services that benefit
society.  Their only goal is to generate profits for their shareholders.

Being a public official, and the chairman of the FCC, your job is to not protect the cable company profits but rather to
protect the interests of the public..

Allowing cable companies to charge more for some services will remove the incentives for smaller business, like mine,
to make their products.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

You will destroy the goose that laying the golden egg.

Don’t blow it!

Mitchell Balsam  |  CTO & Founder |  CommonDesk<http://www.commondesk.com/>  |  e.
mailto:   |  p. 212-926-2000 x.500  |  m. 646-552-2097

------------------------------ Email 4,333 ------------------------------

From: ahansensmith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Andy Hansen-Smith (  writes:

Please do not end net neutrality. Please consider ISP's as common carriers.
Thank you,
Andy Hansen-Smith
3335 E. Kerckhoff Ave
Fresno,CA 93702
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,334 ------------------------------

From: mizkate52
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathryn Rose

------------------------------ Email 4,335 ------------------------------
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From: cameronj.kenworthy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:03
Subject: Potential FCC Actions Against The Utility Classification of  Internet Providers
Dear Chairman,

    I am a college student in Olympia Washington enjoying life and paying my $90 a month comcast bill, but it just so
happens that my electric bill is $90 a month as well. I find it at odds, that two services which deliver basic requirements
of a first world household wouldn't be both regulated by the U.S. government as utilities for service of the people and
set hard restrictions on their actions as businesses go so that the people of the united states do not go unserviced for
these increasingly basic needs.
    It holds true that both services are also commonly monopolized over large sections of cities or whole cites, or whole
regions of states. While it's true that there are often more providers and alternatives available for internet utilities, the
power utilies have been operating since the 1880s while the first internet providers came on in the 1980s. This century
of market develop   ment I feel invalidates notions that they deserve different economic and structural regulations given
general size of a monopolistic claim. It is also good to remember that as power companies became a necessity there was
quite a lot of competition as well.
   These net neutrality violations in which ISPs charge large consumers of bandwidth for money, on top of the consumer
who is theoretically (at $90 a month) paying for said bandwidth, cannot go unchallenged by the U.S. government! If my
television and cable box took up a large part of my electric bill (let's say I have a nice speaker system) then Avista (my
power company) wouldn't be able to charge Comcast more money for the electricity, which I am already paying for, to
run their service, which I am now going to pay more for, in my house.
   I hope you consider the future of the United State's population's access to the internet in terms of economic feasibility
as you consider the actions to be taken by the federal government. The resources and knowledge available by the
internet are so vast and useful and ever increasingly required that for a person without them their country, and the world,
 would leave them behind.

Sincerely,
Cameron Kenworthy

------------------------------ Email 4,336 ------------------------------

From: zoe-jjkam
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Judi Kaminski

------------------------------ Email 4,337 ------------------------------

From: xsecretsx
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Mulcare

------------------------------ Email 4,338 ------------------------------

From: mosaicpam
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
P. Mendenhall (  writes:

I'm writing to urge Chairman Wheeler to scrap the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for
preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.
The internet should be treated as a utility with open access regardless of ability to pay.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,339 ------------------------------

From: edw200
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:05
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Esther Weaver

------------------------------ Email 4,340 ------------------------------

From: ctdjsail
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dale F Johnson

dreamz-2-reality.org

------------------------------ Email 4,341 ------------------------------

From: m.grace.od
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Grace Sutherin

------------------------------ Email 4,342 ------------------------------

From: bdjedwards1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:06
Subject: New Net Neutrality Rules

Mr Wheeler,

    I feel that the Federal Communications Commission should not pass, or attempt to pass, into law anything against
internet equality. Giving more power to corporations and monopolies, while stripping the consumer rights more so, is
outrageous. "Open Internet" is not a bad thing. Corporations like Comcast get their money from and provide a service to
 the consumer, therefore they should hold themselves accountable to the consumer. Instead, they create monopolies,
lobby for new initiatives while attempting to leave the consumer with empty pockets and no voice. When I pay for
something, I want to know what my family and I are getting. Throttling is morally unsound and borderline
discriminatory. Monopolies are a dangerous thing that are destroying the rights of consumers. Do what's right Mr.
Wheeler and allow Open Internet to continue to exist as it does today.

Thank you for your time,

David Edwards

------------------------------ Email 4,343 ------------------------------

From: akjeannie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Is this a valid email address to express my objection to an proposed FCC ruling that is an apparent threat to Internet
access to all but mega corporations & billionaires?
Want my
Voice to be heard as soon as I figure out what exactly is going on.
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Please respond so I know this message is not falling on deaf, dumb & blind  ears, brains & eyes.
Thank you!
Jeanne Creamer-Dalton

USA - Alaska Senior Citizen
POB 81763, Fairbanks, AK
99708
Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 4,344 ------------------------------

From: lookatmyfuzzyface
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Melanie Abendshien

------------------------------ Email 4,345 ------------------------------

From: rhelmd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Helm

------------------------------ Email 4,346 ------------------------------

From: lmahayni
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lemia Mahayni

------------------------------ Email 4,347 ------------------------------

From: sgillmor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Susan Gillmor

------------------------------ Email 4,348 ------------------------------

From: chet misc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chet Gardiner

------------------------------ Email 4,349 ------------------------------

From: gwagner
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
During the Presidential nominations, President Obama made clear his feelings about the Internet being open, fair, and
equally accessible by everyone, thereby promoting Democracy.

In appointing Tom Wheeler, one would have to think that he still had this ideal in mind.

Chairman Wheeler, it’s time to do what is right for the country and the internet. Uphold Net Neutrality. Anything less
will be seen as selling freedom of information out to the major Telecomm providers, and their highest bidders.

Sincerely,
George Wagner

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 4,350 ------------------------------

From: elvaeffie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:08
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
elva passalacqua

------------------------------ Email 4,351 ------------------------------

From: priano
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:08
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
Chairman Wheeler love,

Please drop/scrap the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge you Chairman Wheeler to throw them out and instead reclassify
broadband as a telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

Loving what is and you,

Guy Priano

503 663 2244

------------------------------ Email 4,352 ------------------------------

From: geopow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:10
Subject: New net neutrality rules
PLEASE classify broadband as Class II telecommunication services.
Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 4,353 ------------------------------

From: jeffdeasy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:10
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeff Deasy

------------------------------ Email 4,354 ------------------------------

From: lordbyronkey
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Timothy Key

------------------------------ Email 4,355 ------------------------------

From: maerysedrop
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Shesgreen

------------------------------ Email 4,356 ------------------------------

From: violingiant
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sergi Goldman-Hull

------------------------------ Email 4,357 ------------------------------

From: kelledin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Frank Schaefer

------------------------------ Email 4,358 ------------------------------

From: pvphoto
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jerry Peavy

------------------------------ Email 4,359 ------------------------------

From: bogdanku
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Boguslaw Kulesza

------------------------------ Email 4,360 ------------------------------

From: jpaprocki
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Paprocki

------------------------------ Email 4,361 ------------------------------

From: wuffybruno
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Eric Stordahl

------------------------------ Email 4,362 ------------------------------

From: michaeljharrop
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael  Harrop

------------------------------ Email 4,363 ------------------------------

From: barbara4110
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
B. Barbara Parliman

------------------------------ Email 4,364 ------------------------------

From: relew
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rena  Lewis

------------------------------ Email 4,365 ------------------------------

From: kulano
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dee Ulano
4269 S. Summit St.
Gilbert, AZ 85297
US

------------------------------ Email 4,366 ------------------------------
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From: lekoross
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Laurence Koross

------------------------------ Email 4,367 ------------------------------

From: nelcward
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nel Ward

------------------------------ Email 4,368 ------------------------------

From: huntergatherer8



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
HUNTER WALLOF

------------------------------ Email 4,369 ------------------------------

From: maggie davidson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maggie Davidson

------------------------------ Email 4,370 ------------------------------

From: kag2308
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:15
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ayesha  Gill

------------------------------ Email 4,371 ------------------------------

From: ml55list1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Lang

------------------------------ Email 4,372 ------------------------------

From: aimjsmith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Aimee Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,373 ------------------------------

From: milcat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:16
Subject: Do not give the internet away
Please do not give control of the internet away, especially to China and Russia.  This will come back to haunt our
country more than any 9-11 incident ever would.  Most Americans do all of their banking, bill paying, investing, etc. on
the internet.  If you give control to these rogue countries it will not be long before they have complete control of our
finances, including the Stock Exchange.

We cannot trust these, or many other countries.  KEEP THE INTERNET SAFE, in the hands of the free world for the
sake of our freedom.

Cat Militante

------------------------------ Email 4,374 ------------------------------

From: workitout
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:16
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Barbara Holliday (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler.

You are a traitor to your fellow citizens and your Country.  How does it feel to make it just that much worse for
everyone else.  You should be ashamed but people like you have no shame, conscience, heart or empathy.

For shame on ALL of you.

------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,375 ------------------------------

From: vgz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Matthew Crawford
107 Elizabeth Way
Ellenwood, GA 30294
US

------------------------------ Email 4,376 ------------------------------

From: haederpaul
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul Haeder

------------------------------ Email 4,377 ------------------------------

From: chidatma108
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elsie Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,378 ------------------------------

From: carza
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carrol Leza

------------------------------ Email 4,379 ------------------------------

From: davisnixon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rick Nixon

------------------------------ Email 4,380 ------------------------------

From: pcharlesallen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:18
Subject: The Internet
Don't fuck it up.

Sincerely,
a concerned citizen.

-Peter Charles Allen

------------------------------ Email 4,381 ------------------------------

From: babamoon1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Janice Cleary

------------------------------ Email 4,382 ------------------------------

From: bender171
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Antal Kalik

------------------------------ Email 4,383 ------------------------------

From: mc2u
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Catherine Green
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------------------------------ Email 4,384 ------------------------------

From: mheald
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark Heald

------------------------------ Email 4,385 ------------------------------

From: mollyannhaeder
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Molly Haeder

------------------------------ Email 4,386 ------------------------------
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From: anita1428
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anita Emery

------------------------------ Email 4,387 ------------------------------

From: honkyis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kevin gallagher

------------------------------ Email 4,388 ------------------------------

From: sydpotter
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Syd Potter

------------------------------ Email 4,389 ------------------------------

From: jamzac
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James K Hadcroft

------------------------------ Email 4,390 ------------------------------

From: nickcinquino
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:21
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
nick cinquino

------------------------------ Email 4,391 ------------------------------

From: jchayes362
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:21
Subject: Chairman Wheeler's plan for the Internet
To the Federal Communications Commission:

This plan is inappropriately named and should be scrapped. The New York Times editorial today was correct in its
assessment and recommendation that internet broadband be treated and regulated as a telecommunications service.

There are fewer and fewer people every day whose lives are not touched by broadband Internet. It has become crucial to
 commerce, to public health and safety, to democracy via a public exchange of ideas, to community, and to many other
areas I can't think of right now.

To allow some parties to buy a bigger share of the Internet pipes would undermine progress in all of these areas and
promote one of the forces -- the idea that money is speech -- that is tearing apart our democracy.

Chairman Wheeler should drop this plan and start anew. Develop, and sell to the public (it should be easy) one that
regulates and treats broadband as a telecommunications service. Alternatively, look abroad and learn how other
countries manage to provide faster internet services at lower prices than is done in the United States.

It's a potent issue and if the plan goes badly, as many suspect it will, Chairman Wheeler's role in it, along with the man
who appointed him, will long be remembered.

John C. Hayes
San Francisco

Copies:
President Obama
Sen. Dianne Feinstein
Sen. Barbara Boxer
Rep. Nancy Pelosi
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------------------------------ Email 4,392 ------------------------------

From: hallway1388
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi Tom,
Just want to let you know net neutrality is super important to maintaining the US's position as a world leader in
innovation.  Please treat the internet like any other utility.
Thanks!
Wes

------------------------------ Email 4,393 ------------------------------

From: pmjohn5r
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
pete johnson

------------------------------ Email 4,394 ------------------------------

From: amrak63
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christopher Walker

------------------------------ Email 4,395 ------------------------------

From: gingermintgraham
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Judith A. Graham (  writes:

BRING BACK INTERNET NEUTRALITY!!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,396 ------------------------------

From: chris.j.therapy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christine Johnston

------------------------------ Email 4,397 ------------------------------

From: donemilyseeger
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donald Seeger

------------------------------ Email 4,398 ------------------------------

From: deafbudsf
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
SteVen Ray Davies

------------------------------ Email 4,399 ------------------------------

From: mhollifi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:23
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
machiko hollifield

------------------------------ Email 4,400 ------------------------------

From: honkyis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:23
Subject:
support a neutral net

------------------------------ Email 4,401 ------------------------------

From: 4scottbaker
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Scott Baker (  writes:

Please reconsider ending Net Neutrality. Surely the money you have received from the telecom companies you lobbied
for can't outweigh the good you could do by protecting internet freedom for future generations.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,402 ------------------------------

From: anbt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Andrew Lindsay

------------------------------ Email 4,403 ------------------------------

From: nonrev909
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barbara and Jim Dale

------------------------------ Email 4,404 ------------------------------

From: sjs1959
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Steven J. Steffens (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,

Your plan will kill the internet, as providers should not be allowed to provide faster speeds to parties simply based on
the ability to pay higher fees.  These airwaves belong to one and all, and providers need to be reclassified as common
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carriers.

Please reconsider your plan.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,405 ------------------------------

From: cod188
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christopher Dowling

------------------------------ Email 4,406 ------------------------------

From: fantasy2uest
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Johnny Huang

------------------------------ Email 4,407 ------------------------------

From: don britt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Don  Britt

------------------------------ Email 4,408 ------------------------------

From: terrigump
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Charles Smith
7897 Heinbuch Trail
Woodbury, MN 55125

------------------------------ Email 4,409 ------------------------------
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I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htmhttp://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810
_002683.html
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The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Co

------------------------------ Email 4,412 ------------------------------

From: zdavidson26
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC,

Please, keep the internet a level playing field for all in America. Our country was built off the premise of equal
opportunity and freedoms, and that applies to the internet to. Does our government allow favoritism of water supply to
those who pay for "better" water and leave the muck to the commons? No, our government says that isn't allowed, and it
 is the same case here. Innovation would be stifled, wealth favored, and consolidation of information would continue to
propogate itself among our society.
-Zachary Davidson, citizen of Florida.

------------------------------ Email 4,413 ------------------------------
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From: rebuiltrussell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Russell Hart

------------------------------ Email 4,414 ------------------------------

From: teresamdyedc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Teresa Dye

------------------------------ Email 4,415 ------------------------------

From: gahughes
To: MISSING-



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

HOST-NAME.
Date: 4/25/2014 17:28
Subject: No regulation of internet bandwidth speeds
Dear FCC Commissioners:

I have had it up to here with this administration’s disregard for regulating the greed of the wealthiest people in these
disunited states. Now you propose to turn over the last vestige of economic equality in this country to this group. This
administration talks the talk of economic equality, but walks the walk of inequality – and they have from the day they
took office. This has to be the most undemocratic of democratic administrations that has ever held office. I hope another
 “democrat” like Obama never, ever has the audacity to make the claim of representing the democratic party again. This
party will not have my vote in the coming election, nor will it ever again in the future. The internet is one more
institution you are planning to destroy for the sake of more money for the wealthy. Greed and cronyism drives this
administration and you are merely puppets in their hands. Have fun being manipulated, and then being tossed into the
wind when the seas get rough  - as they certainly will on this issue. It will be YOU commissioners who will take the
heat – just like Kathleen Sibelius was forced to do. You want to be made fools of too?

Garrett A. Hughes
37 Bridlewood Trail
Honeoye Falls, NY 14472
585-624-5910

mailto

 <http://facebook.com/garrettahughes>   <http://twitter.com/garrettahughes>

------------------------------ Email 4,416 ------------------------------

From: rmoebius01
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ramon Mestre

------------------------------ Email 4,417 ------------------------------
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From: sbrinker973
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:29
Subject: We Need a Free and Open Internet
Please keep the Internet free and open. People all over the world have benefitted from the Internet. It's wrong to allow
higher speeds to certain folks who will then profit from charging customers more. It's wrong. I believe we are all
connected to one another and therefore we should share equally in this gift of openness.

Sandra Brinker
Sarasota Florida
34238

------------------------------ Email 4,418 ------------------------------

From: rteifeld
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Teifeld

------------------------------ Email 4,419 ------------------------------

From: brightstar500
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
jane law

------------------------------ Email 4,420 ------------------------------

From: yourworkingboy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dana Lubin

------------------------------ Email 4,421 ------------------------------

From: apollohelios
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Henry Kielarowski

------------------------------ Email 4,422 ------------------------------

From: theanthonywildman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:30
Subject: From a concerned citizen
Dear Mr. Wheeler

     I am concerned about the decision to not reclassify ISPs, I believe that internet providers should be treated as
telecommunications and neutrality should be preserved. I believe that it should be a crime for anyone to interfere with a
transaction between a costumer and another service or the quality of  service that is offered over the web. For example,
Netflix has paid Comcast for better connectivity, and in about a week after the fact the service was dramatically
improved, but as you should know, that this bandwidth "shortage" was fixed in a week, but if hardware were the
bottleneck, it would have taken much longer to implement, and the only probable cause of this bottle necking to Netflix
was poor ( possibly intentional) mismanagement of the ports leading to Netflix. Many of Comcast customers have
started using VPNs, and the service has improved and quality is better, but this is absurd. I am pleading to you because
the FCC is the only hope the American people have  ensure that this issue is fixed.

     Sincerely,

           -Anthony Keene Wildman

------------------------------ Email 4,423 ------------------------------

From: stevendaveluy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:30
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Steven Daveluy (  writes:

It appears that you've been paid off. I bet the next step will have something to do with the comcast merger. How do you
sleep at night? (besides on a pile of money)
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,424 ------------------------------

From: edw.hanson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:31
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edward Hanson

------------------------------ Email 4,425 ------------------------------

From: dariel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
dariel garner

------------------------------ Email 4,426 ------------------------------

From: theanthonywildman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:31
Subject: From a concerned citizen.

     I am concerned about the decision to not reclassify ISPs, I believe that internet providers should be treated as
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telecommunications and neutrality should be preserved. I believe that it should be a crime for anyone to interfere with a
transaction between a costumer and another service or the quality of  service that is offered over the web. For example,
Netflix has paid Comcast for better connectivity, and in about a week after the fact the service was dramatically
improved, but as you should know, that this bandwidth "shortage" was fixed in a week, but if hardware were the
bottleneck, it would have taken much longer to implement, and the only probable cause of this bottle necking to Netflix
was poor ( possibly intentional) mismanagement of the ports leading to Netflix. Many of Comcast customers have
started using VPNs, and the service has improved and quality is better, but this is absurd. I am pleading to you because
the FCC is the only hope the American people have  ensure that this issue is fixed.

     Sincerely,

           -Anthony Keene Wildman

------------------------------ Email 4,427 ------------------------------

From: hoisingtonweb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Harriette Jensen (  writes:

Ending net neutrality would pretty much put an end to the type of genealogical research that is conducted on my non-
profit website.  Besides causing the site to come very late in the search engine results, it would mean that, because I
cannot afford to pay comparable rates as corporate entitities, traffic to my website would be slowed to a crawl.  This
may not be an earth-shattering event for the majority of people, but the people who are researching uncommon
surnames would find it much more difficult to find and use my site, which has information available nowhere else.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,428 ------------------------------

From: sstreet1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:33
Subject: "Title II telecommunications service" classification for Broadband
Dear Commissioner Clyburn,

I am writing on behalf of my husband and myself in light of the worrying news regarding upcoming potential changes to
 Net Neutrality policy.  We are both tech savvy; he works in software engineering and is in the process of developing an
 independent small business developing games software.  As future small-businesspeople, we sincerely hope that you
will classify broadband internet access as "Title II telecommunications service."  I have very little hope for my
husband's business in a future where established companies can have access to premium "fast lanes,” as start-ups will
have yet another obstacle to their (already unlikely) success.

Thank you for your time.  I hope you and your colleagues are conscious of the gravity of the issue at hand and how
backward our nation will look to the rest of the civilized world if we let Net Neutrality get picked apart.  This is an issue
 of class warfare, destruction of small business, commercial extortion, and freedom of speech/information.  Please, do
not help Comcast and the like destroy the internet as a free marketplace.

Regards,
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Shannon Heylmun

------------------------------ Email 4,429 ------------------------------

From: tivo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gary Phillips

------------------------------ Email 4,430 ------------------------------

From: asoulwoman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Katrina Troolines



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 4,431 ------------------------------

From: madmaeb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mae basye

------------------------------ Email 4,432 ------------------------------

From: janetklecker
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Janet Klecker

------------------------------ Email 4,433 ------------------------------
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From: coady barbara
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barbara Coady

------------------------------ Email 4,434 ------------------------------

From: cdboydston
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charlene Boydston

------------------------------ Email 4,435 ------------------------------

From: myfriendjordan
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Jordan

------------------------------ Email 4,436 ------------------------------

From: kjpriest1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:35
Subject: Open Internet
To Whom it May Concern:

The FCC's recent decision to create multiple levels at which people can access the Internet frankly scares the ever-living
 crap out of me.  You guys.  You're going to approve a merger between the two largest cable providers in the country in
the coming months.  Then you announce a plan that says ISPs can charge extra for premium content and/or access to the
 internet.

So we'll soon have a situation in which one corporation controls nearly 30% of all American cable and internet
subscriptions with the ability to cherry-pick the content to which they do or do not allow access.  Even if Comcast were
to do this in a socially-just manner--and given that they tried to ban users from accessing its competitor, Netflix, in
recent years, I have serious reservations about their commitment to the justice of anyone who isn't a Comcast
shareholder--this sort of policy is exactly the thing that would destroy the Internet as we know it.

The Internet thrives on openness.  And through that openness, ideas freely flow, transcending race, class, and nations.
By creating a system in which all content was not created equal, that certain news is inherently worth more than other
news (a distinction tied to the size of the site and not its actual content), how can this do anything but stifle further
innovation and choke Internet entrepreneurs out of existence?

Imagine Mark Zuckerberg creating Facebook in this environment.  First, he may have lacked the bandwidth necessary to
 suit the needs of Harvard Students who were interested in the site.  How would he have gotten more bandwidth?  By
requiring that users pay to access that content?

What you are left with is an internet start-up that doesn't work very well (slowed due to lack of bandwidth), targeting
college students who generally lack disposable income, and must charge those students additional fees for using the site
in the first place.  To me, this seems wrong and absurd.  But now that Facebook is worth more than annual GDPs of the
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45 poorest nations in Africa, I guess it makes sense that they would want to preemptively purge future innovators, and
yes, corner the social media market of the globe's wealthiest country.

But I guess if our country truly is an oligarchy, as was found in a recently published study from researchers at Princeton
and Nortwestern Universities, the first thing vested interests would do would be limit access to the internet--the only
truly free market we've created in the last 100 years, and one that promises great benefits for everyone everywhere.

The worst part about this whole thing is that the United States--where the Internet was invented, no less--will be the first
 country to limit access to the Internet based on the amount of money you can pay to use it.  This is the sort of thing
you'd expect to hear in the news about North Korea.  Or Iran.  Or Saudi Arabia.  This is something you might encounter
in dystopian novels, where ideology is the only thing that matters.  The United States will be the only country in the
world to do this!  If the Internet really was the "great leveler" across the globe, why would we legislate against
ourselves, against other Americans--because citizens of the Netherlands will have the same internet that we gave away
for a little extra corporate profit.

Sincerely,

Kevin Priestley

------------------------------ Email 4,437 ------------------------------

From: d70rigger
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jim Douglas

------------------------------ Email 4,438 ------------------------------

From: npetranto
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nancy Petranto

------------------------------ Email 4,439 ------------------------------

From: schuchart
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lawrence Schuchart

------------------------------ Email 4,440 ------------------------------

From: chancesr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chance Rearden

------------------------------ Email 4,441 ------------------------------

From: bswhite
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Beulah White

------------------------------ Email 4,442 ------------------------------

From: galaxygoon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Debbie McCarthy

------------------------------ Email 4,443 ------------------------------

From: tracey
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:37
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
We must maintain net neutrality.  Carriers should NEVER be allowed to
control our access to online information and communication.  As
important as it is, this isn't just about speed.  Internet access
impacts virtually every aspect or our democracy.  If corporations are
allowed to control access, they get even MORE control over every aspect
of our lives.

America invented the internet, yet access to it is already the costliest
and one of the slowest in the developed world.  Many areas STILL don't
have "high speed" access.  It's absurd!  It should be free.
Corporations usurped our air waves and whittled away at regulations that
ensured community access.  Now this?!?

NO BLOCKING
NO SPEEDING UP
NO SLOWING DOWN!!!

ESTABLISH NET NEUTRALITY.  NO COMPROMISES.

------------------------------ Email 4,444 ------------------------------

From: vutava
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Limbach

------------------------------ Email 4,445 ------------------------------

From: eckton
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:38
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Eckton (  writes:

Please keep net neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,446 ------------------------------

From: kcrada
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karin Rada

------------------------------ Email 4,447 ------------------------------

From: mdwhite2
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 17:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael White

------------------------------ Email 4,448 ------------------------------

From: deepwoodell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carol Sheffield

------------------------------ Email 4,449 ------------------------------

From: snowberries3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:41
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ruth Zemek

------------------------------ Email 4,450 ------------------------------

From: ealexander321
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elaine Dombi

------------------------------ Email 4,451 ------------------------------

From: ben.rohrer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ben Rohrer

------------------------------ Email 4,452 ------------------------------

From: artteacher24
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
amy lutterloh

------------------------------ Email 4,453 ------------------------------

From: imyoung
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Young

------------------------------ Email 4,454 ------------------------------

From: ovdojoey
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:41
Subject: Mr Wheeler - Do NOT destroy the internet!
Mr Chairman,

I am a web developer.  My job is to create quality websites and allow providers to serve these websites across the globe
without hinderance or delay.   Your proposal of a less open internet is not in line with the best interests of the people of
the United States or myself. I ask you to reverse your direction and classify internet providers as common carriers.

The American people, along with myself, see your net neutrality proposals as allowing oligopolies such as Comcast
(who I have the displeasure of dealing with each month) and AT&T to influence you through political pressure and
fleeting promises.  I think it's important to point out that these oligopolies were provided 200 billion federally funded
dollars to expand and build their infrastructure as a replacement to the antiquated data-lines already in place. Yet, they
did not. We saw no increase in service and competition nor did we see a decline in price. I do not trust that the
corporations that you are supporting through these regulations have our best interests in mind.  Enough with the
corporate greed!  Enough!  We pay our providers to carry unrestricted access of the web to our homes.  This access
should not be slowed, it should not be regulated, it should be open and 100% free as it was intended.

The idea of an open and free internet is the very basis on which the internet was founded, and yet you wish to change
this foundation to favor oligopolies and corporations over our people.  You, Mr. Chairman, are a disgrace to our country
 and should you choose to proceed in your current direction will go down in history as the individual who irreversibly
harmed our access to the internet, damaged our economy, and diminished our position as the greatest nation in the
world.  I am outraged that you wish to change the rules so that corporations can pick and choose which traffic can reach
the end user fastest.  Small businesses like my own are going to be directly affected by these changes.

Furthermore, the changes you seek will result in decreased competition and freedom paired with increased prices and
less online innovation.  I personally have experienced horrible service with Comcast due to high fees, fraudulent
charges, false advertising, broken promises, and a customer service team who is unwilling and unable to help.  This
would be fine if I had the option to jump to another provider, yet, in my area I simply do not.

As I wish to see the United States lead the world in innovation and freedom, especially in such a thriving marketplace
like the web, I strongly urge you to change your proposal for net neutrality and completely eradicate the idea that
corporations can regulate how the internet is served.

Thank you,
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Joseph Lea.

www.joeylea.com<http://www.joeylea.com> - www.w3by.com<http://www.w3by.com>

------------------------------ Email 4,455 ------------------------------

From: ftlofaro
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Frank Lofaro

------------------------------ Email 4,456 ------------------------------

From: msharong
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
M.Sharon Gambocorto
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------------------------------ Email 4,457 ------------------------------

From: juanita
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Juanita Colucci

------------------------------ Email 4,458 ------------------------------

From: jgusmano39
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Gusmano (  writes:

Hi Tom. I will not insult or degrade your decision, however I would like to understand your reason for doing this. We
live in country where we are enslaved to currency spending constantly spending what we make to survive. If you take a
seat of responsibility isn't it your responsibility to try to make life better and easier for all citizens? I would appreciate an
 honest response to this. Thank you for your time.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,459 ------------------------------

From: harlavon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lavon Hardison

------------------------------ Email 4,460 ------------------------------

From: jpmoore
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:42
Subject: Corporate takeover of the internet
Please allow equal access for everyone.
Your emphasis should be on free wireless for all.
The American people are tapped out, and can no more be a resource for those who think only of their convenience and
dominance.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 4,461 ------------------------------

From: farfalla8811
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
caroline shulene
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------------------------------ Email 4,462 ------------------------------

From: albertv.maniscalco
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Albert Maniscalco (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler

Do the right thing...you are selling out the entire country.  Nobody assumes that you are doing this for free.  The people
paying attention know there is corruption here.  Be a patriot, not a sellout.  The corporations already run too many
things, dont be complicit in this crime against the american consumer.  reclassify them as utilities or do whatever you
have to keep the internet free..
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,463 ------------------------------

From: lmahayni
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:43
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please reconsider your proposal to make internet "pay for play." Whatever else you may think that it does, the fact
remains that such a policy will create a system whereby companies that already possess wealth and power will be able
to shut out smaller companies with less wealth and power. History has shown us that when the wealthy and powerful are
 awarded such a monopoly on a market, consumers and the economic health of our nation both suffer. It is your job to
protect the public interest, not damage it.

I cannot pretend to know what your motives are for such a policy; all I know is it does not serve the public good. You,
however are supposed to serve the public. Being chairman of the FCC isn't just another title for your resumé, so you can
 demand a higher salary down the line, it's an actual position of trust in our democratic government, where monopoly,
favoritism and graft are illegal. If you implement a "pay for play" policy you will commit a violation of the public trust,
and a failure in judgement that will cost our country dearly, while it makes your former colleagues richer; and, no doubt,
 they will return the favor. Like Cheney's relationship with Halliburton, there is no "spin" you can put on this policy that
 will make it look honest or democratic.

Show the people of the United States that the Obama administration isn't full of corporate sell-outs making their friends
rich. Honor Obama's campaign promise to keep the internet neutral. Look in your mirror without seeing the face of
GREED: do not implement rules allowing "pay for play" on the internet.

May God grant you the moral fiber to do what is right.

Thank You,

Lemia Mahayni
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------------------------------ Email 4,464 ------------------------------

From: jbritt5
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
jerry britt

------------------------------ Email 4,465 ------------------------------

From: dennis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:44
Subject: Keep true net neutrality
I was very disappointed to read that the FCC intends to propose rules that would allow internet providers to offer higher
speed service to those willing and able to pay. The web and new businesses have thrived in an environment where all
are treated equally. That environment should be maintained. Do the right thing: designate internet service a utility as it
should have been years ago and maintain net neutrality.

Dennis Shedd
382 Marrett Road
Lexington, MA 02421

------------------------------ Email 4,466 ------------------------------

From: daydreamz project
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Starr Hogan

------------------------------ Email 4,467 ------------------------------

From: fgoodwin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:45
Subject: Open Internet Comments of Fred Goodwin
RE: Open Internet Comments of Fred Goodwin

Dear FCC and Chairman Wheeler:

You're gonna hear a lot of shrieking and "sky-is-falling" comments from proponents of "Net Neutrality" (pardon me for
using the popular term, but absolutely no one outside of the FCC uses the term "Open Internet").  You should ignore
them.

I understand that you are trying to balance the needs of consumers vs. the ISP industry while at the same time
considering the guidance of the D.C. Circuit Court, and members of Congress.  You have a tough job to do.  I submit
these comments before having seen the proposed rules.  As far as I know, no one has seen them as yet.  But that doesn't
stop people from expressing their opinion.  My opinion is that you should proceed along the lines you've suggested ,
consider all the comments that will be submitted, then craft the best rules you can.  There's really nothing more you can
do.

Good luck.

Fred Goodwin
San Antonio, TX

Disclaimer: I used to work for a large telco but no longer do.  They downsized me in 2008 so there is no love lost
between me and them.  Although my current job involves telecom policy, it has nothing to do with the issue at hand.  I
don't work for any telco, cable co. or ISP.  The opinions expressed herein are strictly my own and do not necessarily
reflect the views of my employer.

------------------------------ Email 4,468 ------------------------------

From: kurt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kurt Shaffer

------------------------------ Email 4,469 ------------------------------

From: edwardkadunc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am not in favor of offering "fast lanes" to users who pay more.  Everyone and every company should have the same
access.

Regards, Ed

Edward L. Kadunc

3911 Leane Drive
Tallahassee, FL  32309
+1.850.329.6805 (home)
+1.202.468.0523 (mobile)

------------------------------ Email 4,470 ------------------------------

From: jpmoore
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:45
Subject: Internet access
Please stop serving those who do not need help, and instead use your influence to provide free wireless in communities.
 The American people are tapped out, and can no longer be exploited for corporate greed.

Which is more important, speed for a few or access for all?

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 4,471 ------------------------------

From: kevin.mce.walsh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:46
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Subject: Open, Free, Neutral Internet
Please take action to ensure a free, open, fair, and neutral internet—one in which every voice has an equal chance to be
heard, and every service is treated equally. Recognize Time Warner Cable as the monopoly that it is and break it up.
TWC is able to offer terrible service at high prices and act against their customers' interest because they have no
competition. Meanwhile, America falls behind as a result. Proliferation of a free and open internet supports democracy,
education, the economy, and peace.

Thank you,

Kevin
+1 (707) 992-5741

------------------------------ Email 4,472 ------------------------------

From: kevin.mce.walsh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:46
Subject: Open, Free, Neutral Internet
Please take action to ensure a free, open, fair, and neutral internet—one in which every voice has an equal chance to be
heard, and every service is treated equally. Recognize Time Warner Cable as the monopoly that it is and break it up.
TWC is able to offer terrible service at high prices and act against their customers' interest because they have no
competition. Meanwhile, America falls behind as a result. Proliferation of a free and open internet supports democracy,
education, the economy, and peace.

Thank you,

Kevin
+1 (707) 992-5741

------------------------------ Email 4,473 ------------------------------

From: earl john
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Earl
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------------------------------ Email 4,474 ------------------------------

From: lmahayni
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:46
Subject: net neutrality
Here is the letter that I have already sent to Chairman Wheeler. If you support his agenda to destroy net neutrality with a
 "pay for play" policy, then the letter is also meant for you.

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please reconsider your proposal to make internet "pay for play." Whatever else you may think that it does, the fact
remains that such a policy will create a system whereby companies that already possess wealth and power will be able
to shut out smaller companies with less wealth and power. History has shown us that when the wealthy and powerful are
 awarded such a monopoly on a market, consumers and the economic health of our nation both suffer. It is your job to
protect the public interest, not damage it.

I cannot pretend to know what your motives are for such a policy; all I know is it does not serve the public good. You,
however are supposed to serve the public. Being chairman of the FCC isn't just another title for your resumé, so you can
 demand a higher salary down the line, it's an actual position of trust in our democratic government, where monopoly,
favoritism and graft are illegal. If you implement a "pay for play" policy you will commit a violation of the public trust,
and a failure in judgement that will cost our country dearly, while it makes your former colleagues richer; and, no doubt,
 they will return the favor. Like Cheney's relationship with Halliburton, there is no "spin" you can put on this policy that
 will make it look honest or democratic.

Show the people of the United States that the Obama administration isn't full of corporate sell-outs making their friends
rich. Honor Obama's campaign promise to keep the internet neutral. Look in your mirror without seeing the face of
GREED: do not implement rules allowing "pay for play" on the internet.

May God grant you the moral fiber to do what is right.

Thank You,

Lemia Mahayni

------------------------------ Email 4,475 ------------------------------

From: dsfarag
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am a proponent of net neutrality.  We all have different browsing and web usage statistics and reasoning.  My time and
 others time spent on the web is a valuable thing, and because a large group of people use one service(s), doesn't mean
the smaller visited sites deserve less access and priority. With the implementation of IPv6, the amount of devices with
public IP addresses is going to rise dramatically. Instead of mass governance and legislation, how about the tech
companies create more jobs and innovate how to make bandwidth even faster and more capable instead of prioritizing
the speed of certain sites, with a reduced cost.  This is not fair to the little guy.  Then again big business loves big
government.

------------------------------ Email 4,476 ------------------------------

From: hoepagirl
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Natalie Van Leekwijck

------------------------------ Email 4,477 ------------------------------

From: mheisterkamp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Wilhelmina Heisterkamp

------------------------------ Email 4,478 ------------------------------

From: gannonvicky
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:48
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elinor Gannon

------------------------------ Email 4,479 ------------------------------

From: belovedpax
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Caroline Kittrell

------------------------------ Email 4,480 ------------------------------

From: bnp-zuber
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:51
Subject: thoughts
My view is that the internet should be considered a utility, subject to the rules and regulations covering utilities.
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Thank you,
Bob Zuber

------------------------------ Email 4,481 ------------------------------

From: jacks8981
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jack Stansfield

------------------------------ Email 4,482 ------------------------------

From: stanish
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Stanish (  writes:

I'm against ending net neutrality. There should be a level playing field for companies trying to create businesses on the
internet. Ending net neutrality protects the companies that are established from newcomers with less resources.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,483 ------------------------------

From: orchids
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:51
Subject: With respect to Internet service providers charging more for high  use clients
The Internet service providers already are paid according to how much bandwidth the end home consumer uses as well
as charging the content providers such as Netflix according to how much bandwidth they use.
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On my website if I exceed a certain number of emails or a certain amount of information uploaded or downloaded I pay
more. I'm certain that Amazon and Netflix are paying plenty already!

Carson Barnes
230 Pomona Rd.
Griffin GA 30223

------------------------------ Email 4,484 ------------------------------

From: jpmoore
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Moore

------------------------------ Email 4,485 ------------------------------

From: toru kun 1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Casey Schnaible

------------------------------ Email 4,486 ------------------------------

From: hoppin-frog
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bernadette Webster

------------------------------ Email 4,487 ------------------------------

From: nfatouros
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Naomi Fatouros

------------------------------ Email 4,488 ------------------------------

From: swturner
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:54
Subject: Net neutrality is important
To Whom Concerned -

I am writing to express my concern about the proposed rules.  It is my belief that we in the US suffer from too little
competition in internet access providers, and that they will use their market power to stifle competition further if the
proposed rules go through.  Further, the profit that they will reap from the payments made to them by content providers
for expedited services will not be made clear to users.

I believe the FCC would much better serve the interests of the american public if it were to seek to create rules that
require cable operators to unbundle their channel offerings and to allow additional competition to emerge in local ISP
markets.

I speak as an educated consumer, as a a Product Line Manager for a major manufacturer or internet routing equipment.
I regularly call globally on ISPs, CSPs and Telcos of all kinds, and am very familiar with their business models and
operating challenges.  This proposed rule is not necessary, and will be very damaging to our economy and our
competitive position in the world.

Thank you for your attention,

   Steve Turner

------------------------------ Email 4,489 ------------------------------

From: helgaleenas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
helgaleena healingline (  writes:

RESTORE NET NEUTRALITY!  And fix whitehouse.gov petition site so that the password reset actually resets.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,490 ------------------------------

From: evieks
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
"...establishing “fast lanes” on the Internet “destroys one of the best things about the Internet — which is that there is
this incredible equality there.”
Please Mr. Wheeler, don't allow the big money corporations to control the spigot to internet access! I as well as many
others, are greatly concerned where discussion is leading regarding the net neutrality issue.
I'm not feeling well today, but felt it important to add my voice to the others that are truly committed to net neutrality.
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Profit's aren't the holy grail of a culture!
Thanks for your consideration, Evelyn K. Surls

------------------------------ Email 4,491 ------------------------------

From: joebergeron
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joe Bergeron (  writes:

Your attack on net neutrality shows you are unfit for your post. Try representing the American public for a change
instead of your old corporate employers.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,492 ------------------------------

From: charellc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:55
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality! No Internet Payola!
Dear Commissioner Wheeler,

The Internet must always be a common carrier!  It is one of the most important parts of our Commons. Without
complete Net Neutrality providers would be able to allow access to some applications or websites and restrict others,
then the smaller voices would get squeezed out, and we would all lose.

I'm sure you are counting on a very lucrative position, in future, with one of the humongous communication
corporations that you used to lobby for.  But history will not treat you kindly if you follow through with your plans to
allow internet payola.  Then we would no longer have equal access to the most important tool for free speech ever
invented.  The internet can be seen as the collective brain of humanity...  ALL humanity... not just the privileged few.

You must enact strong and enforceable Net Neutrality protections NOW!

Most Sincerely,
Mrs. Charell W. Charlie
Pico Rivera, California

<http://about.me/charell>

------------------------------ Email 4,493 ------------------------------

From: phwomp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Yoni Meron (  writes:

Please, please, please, preserve Net Neutrality. Allowing 'Fast Lanes' is a first step on a very slippery slope that will lead
 to a gross erosion of freedoms and make the United States a technological joke.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,494 ------------------------------

From: bswhite
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:55
Subject: NO To  Class-Based Internet
Chairman Wheeler:

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet – where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest — where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

Sincerely,

Beulah White

  _____

 <http://www.avast.com/>        This email is free from viruses and malware because avast!
Antivirus<http://www.avast.com/> protection is active.

------------------------------ Email 4,495 ------------------------------

From: jjennings
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:56
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Subject: FCC proposes new net neutrality rules
Please do not pursue this. In the end consumers pay not big business. We were founded on freedom and creativity. The
next best thing can’t happen if it is hidden or restricted behind big sites from companies with big wallets. Please let
freedom continue. Thanks for your time

Jimmy M. Jennings, IT Support

               tel: 540-378-8946

              fax: 540-378-8952

       mobile: 540-632-6288

********************************************************************
The information contained in this email is confidential and is intended solely for the use of the
person identified and intended as the recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking of any action in reliance on the contents is
prohibited. If you receive this message in error, contact the sender immediately and delete
it from your computer.

Personal e-mails are restricted by Freedom First Credit Union policy. As such, Freedom First
Credit Union specifically disclaims any responsibility or liability for any personal information
or opinions of the author expressed in this email.
********************************************************************

------------------------------ Email 4,496 ------------------------------

From: marybewell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Mary Bobb

------------------------------ Email 4,497 ------------------------------

From: dkl37
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dale Lloyd

------------------------------ Email 4,498 ------------------------------

From: cwomack
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler,

I'm terrified that the FCC is about to lead us down a pathway which would allow ISPs to provide preferential treatment
to content providers who pay, stifling competition and ensuring only the wealthy (companies) in a space, survive.

It is imperative that small businesses and consumers are protected by rules that don't give preferential treatment in
exchange for money.  Please stand with us on the side of fairness and create guidelines that keep our internet access a
bastion of equality! (We have SO FEW.)

Thank you for your time,

Christina Womack
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------------------------------ Email 4,499 ------------------------------

From: wrpearce75
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Pearce

------------------------------ Email 4,500 ------------------------------

From: rael216
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Nickels (  writes:

Thank you again for proving the people mean shit compared to the profits of your former masters. Canceling cable right
now, and I survived the majority of my life without the taxpayer created Internet , I can do so easily again. I can imagine
 the jobs this will cost, although I sincerely doubt that mattered little in your greed driven decision. Let the rich foot the
bill and read and see only what the highest bidder want's them to see. The rest of us will be getting ready to take back
control of OUR Government by any means necessary thanks to despicable assholes like you proving no one in
Washington D.C. gives a damn about the people that make this Nation work and actually pay taxes.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,501 ------------------------------

From: onemoreperson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rebecca Blackwell

------------------------------ Email 4,502 ------------------------------

From: ecrumpins
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
"...establishing “fast lanes” on the Internet “destroys one of the best things about the Internet — which is that there is
this incredible equality there.”
Please don't allow the big money corporations to control the spigot to internet access! I as well as many others, are
greatly concerned where discussion is leading regarding the net neutrality issue.
I'm not feeling well today, but felt it important to add my voice to the others that are truly committed to net neutrality.
Profit's aren't the holy grail of a culture!
Thanks for your consideration, Evelyn K. Surls

------------------------------ Email 4,503 ------------------------------

From: mt1142
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Michele Temple

------------------------------ Email 4,504 ------------------------------

From: 4catsnv
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 17:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeanne Nix

------------------------------ Email 4,505 ------------------------------

From: jimwhittier
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James L. (Jim) Whittier
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------------------------------ Email 4,506 ------------------------------

From: gtoll2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
George Tolleson

------------------------------ Email 4,507 ------------------------------

From: lgr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Li (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I was reluctant to believe that, as I was informed by my coworkers, you spent your career as a lobbyist for telecom and
cable interests, and within a few months of being appointed FCC Commissioner, you ended Net Neutrality.

This strikes me as not only a huge conflict of interest, job position-wise, but also a great blow to the interests of the
people who you have been appointed to serve - not the huge telecom companies.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,508 ------------------------------

From: poemisch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:01
Subject: Open Internet Comments
Sir,
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    When we look back hundreds of years from now the invention and application of the internet will be looked upon as
the greatest revolution the human race has seen; even more so than the industrial revolution.  The greatness and beauty
of the internet and how it effects people are due specifically to the open and neutral nature of it.  This keep the good and
 bad content on an equal playing field an leaves it to the public/ human race to decide which wins out.  In this way it is a
 living reflection of our hearts and minds.  Once we allow companies and corporations, who have no responsibility to
anything other than profit (which includes no personal responsibility), to pay for preferential treatment and access to
users and chose to heavily rely on regulators appointed/ closely tied to Washington politicians to make case by case
decisions money and influence are let in the door and allowed a seat at the table either directly or indirectly.  The
internet is not a novelty used only for mind numbing entertainment, meaningless social network updates, or shopping
for trinkets, but an endless catacomb of world libraries, published science papers, and a direct connection to unfiltered
reality so that we can consciously navigate our thoughts, information, and lives as dictated by our humanity.  There is no
 conceivable way that allowing faster speed (ie. preferential treatment) to those able to pay for it will not effect the way
information flows online.  Think of this if only with regard to online news outlets trying to be the first to get the story
out, does the richest outlet always deserve to be first.  The internet should most certainly be classified and considered a
public utility and treated as such, please do not pigeon hole this the greatest invention of our time into a simple narrow
definition and see it for the free and endless possibility that it stands for.

Respectfully,
      Mr. Paul Oemisch

------------------------------ Email 4,509 ------------------------------

From: rrodriguez1481
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:02
Subject: Here is some good advice
Preserve net neutrality at all costs.

Thank you,

R. Rodriguez

------------------------------ Email 4,510 ------------------------------

From: william.arlak
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
william arlak

------------------------------ Email 4,511 ------------------------------

From: richardbarrance
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Richard Barrance (  writes:

How exactly can you be a fair minded "speaking for the people" (who pay your salary) player in this scenario? You
have lobbied for "big business" to have its way with the web and now your dreams must be coming true. How happy i
must be for you, while we all suffer. The most simple example of this is Comcast double dipping their profits at the
expense of the consumer, in regards to Netflix. How can a company be paid for usage by the consumer and then also get
 money from Netflix at the same time? This really is just one of many ridiculous laws, but this one has the potential to
be the most stupid and we the consumer will once again end up paying for it. Your position in the revolving door
politics of govt and business just goes to prove that corruption is rife and that the general public have no voice in this
country anymore.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,512 ------------------------------

From: jtpete
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pete Johnston

------------------------------ Email 4,513 ------------------------------
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From: ooterness
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 18:04
Subject: RECLASSIFY BROADBAND AS A TITLE II TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE
Recently, the FCC proposed a draft of new rules for Internet Service Providers, which would allow them to discriminate
 against connections to specific websites.

This is completely unacceptable.  Like many Americans, families in my community have only one choice for a
broadband connection to the Internet: the cable company.  Simply put, we are all hostage to their profiteering monopoly.
  Time and time again, they have abused this position of power, attempting to charge ever-higher tolls for connecting
online companies with their customers.

It's past time to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as a Title II telecommunications service.

-Alex Utter

------------------------------ Email 4,514 ------------------------------

From: klm0648
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kay McPherson

------------------------------ Email 4,515 ------------------------------

From: nananspringhill
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nancy Parsons (  writes:

The FCC's new chairman, the former cable and wireless industry lobbyist Tom Wheeler, said he would comply, rather
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than appeal. "Preserving the Internet as an open platform for innovation and expression while providing certainty and
predictability in the marketplace is an important responsibility of this agency," he said in a February statement.

Now, based on a slew of frightening news reports last night and a "clarification" from the FCC late this morning, we
know how the agency – or at least the former cable and wireless industry lobbyist Tom Wheeler – proposes to respond:
it won't exercise its supreme regulatory authority in the manner the court suggested.

No, not at all.  "Is this where you stand now? Sincerely an American voter.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,516 ------------------------------

From: puberttroll
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Pubert Troll (  writes:

Hmmm interesting. Another sell out suit. Thanks for letting us know.

Via US Uncut: Tom Wheeler spent his career as a telecom lobbyist and within six months of becoming FCC Chair, he
ends Net Neutrality and axe-murders the Internet
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,517 ------------------------------

From: kaiser.adam
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:06
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Adam Kaiser (  writes:

How does the big boys paying each other deliver better internet to me in South Dakota?  How did the subsides go
reaching other areas?  We actually have a good provider here but the other has exchanged hands 5 times in 13 years.
Apparently is lucrative enough already, how is this going to help?  Why am i paying more for the same internet I had in
1997?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,518 ------------------------------

From: kaosinfernum
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:06
Subject: STAY OUT
Everything the Federal government touches, turns to shit. Stay out of it.
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------------------------------ Email 4,519 ------------------------------

From: mike
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:07
Subject: I (the citizen consumer) pays for internet service. No company  should allow to receive preference on MY
internet
Your proposal to allow companies to choose what services get preference on MY internet which I PAY FOR ON MY
MONTHLY BILL is absolutely awful and anti-citizen.

Please re-introduce "net neutrality".

Not only is the right thing to do for all of us citizens, but it protects our freedom, entrepreneurship and openness -- and
ensure that the internet continues to be an engine of innovation, job creation and free speech for all Americans.

How can you sleep at night?

Best,

Mike Borsetti
mailto:

2200 Green St
San Francisco, CA 94123

------------------------------ Email 4,520 ------------------------------

From: jlmiller
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judy Miller
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------------------------------ Email 4,521 ------------------------------

From: pericarp2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kent L Johnson (  writes:

You sold us out Mr. Wheeler. It's time to put the people back into the equation and I hope your days at the FCC are
numbered, although you could care less...Big Telecom is going to enrich you more than you can spend in a lifetime.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,522 ------------------------------

From: mystic0681
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:07
Subject: open internet
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I am writing to strongly state that I support Internet neutrality as it currently stands. We do not need the rules to be
changed; we need a free, open and neutral Internet equally accessible to all, as we have now.

Sincerely,

Ann Locasio

------------------------------ Email 4,523 ------------------------------

From: soniamsl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sonia Liskoski
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------------------------------ Email 4,524 ------------------------------

From: gina.nigro
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
gina nigro

------------------------------ Email 4,525 ------------------------------

From: mdc12c1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeff McCollim
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------------------------------ Email 4,526 ------------------------------

From: phanson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Phil Hanson

------------------------------ Email 4,527 ------------------------------

From: tompitman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tom Pitman

------------------------------ Email 4,528 ------------------------------
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From: mart1975
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Frank Martinez (  writes:

What will be left when all we have is money?  You look like your sick it must be all of those bad things you do.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,529 ------------------------------

From: matrixkittikat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
T C

------------------------------ Email 4,530 ------------------------------

From: chettaylor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chet Taylor

------------------------------ Email 4,531 ------------------------------

From: rnidess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rael Nidess, M.D.

------------------------------ Email 4,532 ------------------------------

From: davidmacphail
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David MacPhail

------------------------------ Email 4,533 ------------------------------

From: batya
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Batya Bauman

------------------------------ Email 4,534 ------------------------------

From: andreah
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:10
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
My name is Andrea. I live In Reno.Nevada. 89508. I am writing you to preserve Net Neutrality. I request that the FCC
declare my ISP as a common carrier and that Net Neutrality remains untouched, unchanged. This matter is very
important.

------------------------------ Email 4,535 ------------------------------

From: danu2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:11
Subject: Re: Do Not End Net Neutrality
you must be so busy just listening to big corporations that you don't have
any time to listen to anyone else's concerns about making end runs around
the US Constitution. Open and full access  to internet is the same as free
speech. The FCC has become just a sounding board for large corporations to
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censor and control speech.

-----Original Message-----
From: Mignon Clyburn
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 4:41 PM
To: Joel Forbes
Subject: RE: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Thank you very much for sharing your views with me. Unfortunately, I’m
unable to respond to all messages promptly and personally, and so I’ll share
your concerns with the FCC subject area experts who work directly on your
issue.

Here are a few other options for additional action that may address your
need more directly:

·         Submit a filing for the public record at http://apps.fcc.gov/ecfs/
o   Find the most active open proceedings at http://fcc.us/1lLis9g
o   Please note that all submissions are publicly available and searchable
on the internet
·         File a complaint about a telecommunications related service at
http://www.fcc.gov/complaints
·         File a complaint over the phone or ask general questions about the
FCC: (888) 225-5322

Thanks again for reaching out.

Sincerely,

Mignon Clyburn
Commissioner | Federal Communications Commission

------------------------------ Email 4,536 ------------------------------

From: mib666007
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:11
Subject: DO NOT CHANGE THE INTERNET PLEASE
I own many websites and depend upon them for a living. I should not have to pay for "faster content" for my sites!!!!!

------------------------------ Email 4,537 ------------------------------

From: anabelleyluz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marjorie Johnson

------------------------------ Email 4,538 ------------------------------

From: matrixkittikat
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 18:11
Subject: Net
Dear Commissioners
I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.
We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.
The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

Thank You

------------------------------ Email 4,539 ------------------------------

From: kannalong
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:12
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Dr Andrew Anderson (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,
Although I'm sure that greater and more craven levels of human greed, venality, avariciousness and blatant contempt for
 all that is noble have been attempted, your single handed corporate sponsored prostitution at destroying the freedom of
the internet shall, no doubt, enshrine you forever as one of the most vile subhumans who ever walked.Fortunately for
the ultimate balance sheet, there is a force of nature that you are no doubt unfamiliar with called the Law of Cause and
Effect. And for that reason I wish you the best of luck sir, as it is wholly without mercy.

Sincerely,
Dr.Andrew Anderson
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,540 ------------------------------

From: aprilmom79
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
A S

------------------------------ Email 4,541 ------------------------------

From: kselcer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kenny selcer
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------------------------------ Email 4,542 ------------------------------

From: kkhostetler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
kat hostetler (  writes:

You know that you are working against the American people, you are taking away our access to information.  You are
wrong, leave OUR internet alone.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,543 ------------------------------

From: gspiddot
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Glenn De Castro

------------------------------ Email 4,544 ------------------------------

From: xkatwalkx
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathry Stone

------------------------------ Email 4,545 ------------------------------

From: scott
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:15
Subject: i am opposed to a "fast lane" for big web sites
I believe that giving ISPs the power to charge larger web sites & services for a "fast lane" to guarantee faster delivery of
 content is anti-competitive, and puts too much power in the hands of cable companies, phone companies, and related
internet service providers, all of whom have had a massive record of poor customer service throughout the years.

And while I'm at it, I oppose the merger of Comcast & Time Warner for the same reasons -- no one company should be
given so much power in controlling the future of how we communicate.

--

Scott Perry * http//www.sperrymedia.com/scott<http://www.sperrymedia.com/scott>

213.944.4890 * mailto:

1223 Wilshire Blvd #805 * Santa Monica CA 90403

------------------------------ Email 4,546 ------------------------------

From: seatrey
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Trey Zehmer (  writes:

In case you have forgotten you work for the people of the United States. You left your job lobbying for telecom
companies.  Your idea of net neutrality is anything but neutral.  If you wish to serve the telecoms I suggest you resign
from the FCC and go back to your old job.  If you desire to serve the people of this country then you should take a real
hard look at what you have proposed and CHANGE it.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,547 ------------------------------

From: jan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:16
Subject: No preferential treatment; preserve net neutrality
The internet is an essential resource of our society. It was developed with government money -- our money! There is no
reason why you should give away the right to determine access to it to corporations who will stifle innovation, creativity
 and free speech.

The courts have indicated you can do what you should have done originally: declare the internet essential telecom
infrastructure, a common carrier.

Thanks for you consideration.

Jan Adams

---------------------------------------------------------------
Can it happen here?<http://happening-here.blogspot.com/>
---------------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------ Email 4,548 ------------------------------

From: boostedradoofdoom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
W B

------------------------------ Email 4,549 ------------------------------

From: peter parsons
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 18:17
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Peter Parsons (  writes:

How dare you SABOTAGE  the best Hopes for Participatory Democracy we have?!! SHAME! RESIGN AND
REPENT!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,550 ------------------------------

From: johnofthedead4
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Brogan

------------------------------ Email 4,551 ------------------------------

From: ruiva t
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tania Dias

------------------------------ Email 4,552 ------------------------------

From: aussiedogweb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vernon  Batty

------------------------------ Email 4,553 ------------------------------

From: ideruyter
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ineke Deruyter

------------------------------ Email 4,554 ------------------------------

From: madelineperkins19
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Madeline Perkins

------------------------------ Email 4,555 ------------------------------

From: anjewa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Anje' Waters

------------------------------ Email 4,556 ------------------------------

From: philcarney
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
phil carney

------------------------------ Email 4,557 ------------------------------

From: jdripley84
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Joshua Ripley

------------------------------ Email 4,558 ------------------------------

From: richard schmitt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Schmitt

------------------------------ Email 4,559 ------------------------------

From: lvntoto2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lisa Vaughan
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------------------------------ Email 4,560 ------------------------------

From: desoc111
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael de Socio (  writes:

Re-instate Net neutrality immediately, you scoundrel.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,561 ------------------------------

From: longfur80
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jim Furlong

CA 95776
US

------------------------------ Email 4,562 ------------------------------

From: richardcoolidgenewbold
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:24
Subject:
Dear FCC Commissioners:

Please reconsider the proposed rules to create different access for the Internet.

Though your intent to allow competition to bring better service at a lower cost is admirable, Internet access and speeds
are being controlled by a shrinking number of providers to the detriment of the general public.

Access to the Internet at the lowest cost and the highest speed is critical both for the public at large and for business.
Many other countries regulate their Internet providers in such a way that the U.S. is becoming a laughingstock for its
primitive online access and speed.

Providing for multi-point access where the biggest providers can slice and dice access to those who pay the most is a
step backward in having access to a service that has become as important as providing electricity and water.

Please re-consider Internet access as a utility and provide business guidance with service for the public  the highest good
 with a reasonable return for the providers.
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Thank you for reading my comment.

Sincerely,

Richard Newbold

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 4,563 ------------------------------

From: wicht dan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dan Wicht

------------------------------ Email 4,564 ------------------------------

From: jmichaelthomas2005
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Thomas

------------------------------ Email 4,565 ------------------------------

From: kvnfrederiksen0
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:25
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kevin Frederiksen (  writes:

Thank you for ending Net Neutrality! I always thought Freedom of Speech for the poor was kind of superfluous.
Everyone knows your opinion doesn't matter if you don't make at least 6 figures a year anyway. But, really, it was just
very confusing for me to be told I had free speech, yet the speech of my socio-economic peers and I going ignored.
Thank you for removing that pretense! It is so much easier to sit on my couch and drool in my pajamas as I mindlessly
watch Netflix.
And don't worry about the idea that you were a corporate lobbyist to the FCC before you became its head being a
conflict of interest - I'm sure those facts are completely non sequitur. And if they aren't? Who cares! I do t know what
non sequitur means anyway, because I'm poor. Thanks again!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,566 ------------------------------

From: kolizzie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kerry owens

------------------------------ Email 4,567 ------------------------------
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From: hercmorph
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Hercules      D. Morphopoulos

------------------------------ Email 4,568 ------------------------------

From: patchscabbagevalaam
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vincent Young

------------------------------ Email 4,569 ------------------------------

From: bjh55
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Bruce Hlodnicki, MD (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler--
I am disappoint although not surprised that you and the FCC have capitulated on Net Neutrality.  Equality of access to
the internet is fundamental to the ongoing survival of democracy in this country.  Part of the reason that we now live in
a de facto oligarchy/plutocracy is decisions such as this that allow the rich to buy favored status.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,570 ------------------------------

From: dsparil6
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edward McClaugherty

------------------------------ Email 4,571 ------------------------------

From: jrcole
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Cole

------------------------------ Email 4,572 ------------------------------

From: emp3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:27
Subject: Please reconsider the 2speed internet
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I join with the NY Times Editors and ask you to reconsider your ill-advised rule change that would advance a 2 speed
internet.  The power of the internet rests on equal access and free speech.  Your rule change threatens to undercut the
very freedom the internet has granted so many.

I join with the editors of the NYTimes, the ACLU and the vast array of civic and community organizations to ask you to
 reconsider this rule and pursue the approach advocated by the NY Times editors.

Sincerely,

Eileen Purcell

------------------------------ Email 4,573 ------------------------------

From: fcc comments
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
We could have a good old-fashioned nationwide book burning that would be
less destructive to innovation and free thinking than the new proposed
FCC Net Neutrality rules.

True net neutrality means the free exchange of information between
people and organizations. Information is key to a society's well being.
One of the most effective tactics of an invading military is to inhibit
the flow of information in a population; this includes which information
is shared and by who. Today we see this war being waged on American
citizens.

Recently the FCC has moved to redefine "net neutrality" to mean that
corporations and organizations can pay to have their information heard,
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or worse, the message of their competitors silenced. We as a nation must
settle for nothing less than complete neutrality in our communication
channels. This is not a request, but a demand by the citizens of this
nation. No bandwidth modifications of information based on content or
its source.

------------------------------ Email 4,574 ------------------------------

From: jnsglbrt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
jan Gilbert

------------------------------ Email 4,575 ------------------------------

From: mack freestone
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Mack Freestone

------------------------------ Email 4,576 ------------------------------

From: lorraine.heth
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lorraine Heth

------------------------------ Email 4,577 ------------------------------

From: mstuntz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:29
Subject: Internet pay for preference
I oppose any rule that directly or indirectly allows ISPs, of any size, to provide a preferred level of service to some
content providers.  There should be no rule that would allow or an ISP to receive payment to provide increased speed or
guarantied bandwidth to any content provider.  All content providers should have equal and and unrestricted, or
enhanced, access to content consumers.

Any interference the fair and equal access to content consumer by the FCC will lead to the destruction of the internet as
a commercial engine for the United States.  Much like the down towns of most cities of the United States when the
government allows preference to be shown to those who can pay for the special treatment be that through tax breaks,
zoning changes, or regulations, the small stores and community markets are quickly forced to close their doors leading
to vacant stores and loss of vitality in the area.  The internet is the same.  If the small content providers can't afford to
compete with the big content providers the consumers of the content will quickly abandon the internet and the
commercial engine will stall.

Just look at the rate of growth over the last 20 years.  Why would you want to interfere with this or allow the big content
 providers or ISP to interfere?

Thank you 
Mike Stuntz
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------------------------------ Email 4,578 ------------------------------

From: theplanbee
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brien McGuire

------------------------------ Email 4,579 ------------------------------

From: gkrivoro
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:30
Subject: Do not end net neutrality
Hi

Chairman Wheeler's proposal to create fast and slow lanes for the internet is deeply disturbing to me.

The Internet is our most democratic medium.  It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate.  Network neutrality is the guiding principle that has allowed for these advancements.

Now, for-profit interests want to violate the principle of network neutrality in order to increase their own profit margins.
  They must not be allowed to destroy the free and open culture of the web.

I strongly urge you to classify broadband as a common carrier service. Show the US that the commission listens to the
will of the people rather than just being a revolving door beholden to corporate (read Comcast and Time Warner's
interest)
thank you
George Krivorotov

------------------------------ Email 4,580 ------------------------------

From: jrbrunger
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:30
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Subject: Don't sell out Internet equality and innovation to monopolistic  broadband providers!!
Sirs:

The FCC's proposed rules for an Internet fast lane are thinly-disguised capitulation to the broadband industry.

The FCC should instead classify broadband as a telecommunications service to prohibit internet access companies like
Verizon and Comcast from engaging in unjust or anti-consumer discrimination between the web services that I use.

If I want faster service, I can always pay for faster service!  What I don't want is my preferred web services to run more
slowly across the internet than larger, established web services able to pay for preferential treatment.

And if I happen to consume too much data on YouTube or Netflix, my internet provider always has the option of
amending my plan and limiting how much data I can use!

Don't fiddle with success and don't squelch a precious history of innovation on the net -- keep the net free!

Jordan Brunger
1707A Brackenridge St
Austin TX 78704

------------------------------ Email 4,581 ------------------------------

From: patricia.browne
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Browne

------------------------------ Email 4,582 ------------------------------

From: caryn cowin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Caryn Cowin

------------------------------ Email 4,583 ------------------------------

From: flyviapie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

     I would like to voice my opinion that net neutrality is incredibly important to the health and growth not only of the
internet but also to the growth of human knowledge and equality generally. Please enforce strict standards of neutrality
and prevent mega corporations such as Comcast or Verizon from balkanizing or otherwise ruining this wonderful tool.

Sincerely,

Thomas Corcoran

------------------------------ Email 4,584 ------------------------------

From: dwallsholsten
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donna Holsten

------------------------------ Email 4,585 ------------------------------

From: kstick35
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
karen stickney

------------------------------ Email 4,586 ------------------------------

From: ka8uet
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

--
Helen Spalding

------------------------------ Email 4,587 ------------------------------

From: mmm491
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Madamas

------------------------------ Email 4,588 ------------------------------

From: maggic805
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maggie Connolly
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------------------------------ Email 4,589 ------------------------------

From: lizaxtell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elizabeth Axtell

------------------------------ Email 4,590 ------------------------------

From: 7a030d34
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert and Donna Janusko
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------------------------------ Email 4,591 ------------------------------

From: rtbooth6
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Booth

------------------------------ Email 4,592 ------------------------------

From: t.francesconi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:36
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
troy francesconi  (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
I would like to understand this issue from your take Sir. Please email me back with an explanation as to why we will
benefit from your plan anong with all proposed costs to the public, if any.
Thank you for your time and consideration Sir.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,593 ------------------------------

From: bawielgo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Beverly Williams

------------------------------ Email 4,594 ------------------------------

From: kacomess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:40
Subject: Proposed Internet Regulations
Chairman Wheeler:

In response to your solicitation for comments on the recently proposed Internet regulations, I am writing in opposition to
 the plan the FCC has devised as I understand it.  I am categorically opposed to any measures that will allow any entity
to purchase or in other way obtain faster transmission speeds or any other competitive advantage relative to any other
entity.

As I am sure you are well aware, the ramifications of the new plan do confer unfair advantage to established companies
and place those lacking appropriate financial resources at a potentially substantial disadvantage. Plus, the costs incurred
by major corporations such as Netflix will be passed along to consumers. Prices rise; competition decreases; service is
compromised.

I respectfully request that the FCC regulate ISPs as the functional equivalent of telephone companies (i.e., equal and
unimpeded access for all transmissions for all users) and abandon the present plan. I am certain that my perspective is
neither unique nor idiosyncratic with respect to this issue.

Sincerely,

Keith Allen Comess, MD, FACC, FASE

------------------------------ Email 4,595 ------------------------------

From: lschermer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Schermer

------------------------------ Email 4,596 ------------------------------

From: liberalsiren
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carol Pinson

------------------------------ Email 4,597 ------------------------------

From: springard
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Murray

------------------------------ Email 4,598 ------------------------------

From: dteresa40
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:43
Subject: Keep the internet neutral
Sirs;  The internet carrier lines are part of the public "commons" and must not be commercialized.Thank-you,Don Lauer

------------------------------ Email 4,599 ------------------------------

From: cconifer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Colleen Conifer

------------------------------ Email 4,600 ------------------------------

From: ianjs
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:43
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ian Shelley

------------------------------ Email 4,601 ------------------------------

From: danenglund69
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dan Englund

------------------------------ Email 4,602 ------------------------------

From: cadzubak
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cheryl Dzubak

------------------------------ Email 4,603 ------------------------------

From: ryan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:44
Subject: Net neutrality is free speech
To Whom it may Concern;

I strongly support the notion of net neutrality.  In today's world, the internet is the dominant medium of public discourse.
  The business models increasingly being adopted by the facilitators of the medium are at odds with this.  Favoring one
person's expression over another harms free speech.  If this were the 1800's, it's the equivalent of the postal service
favoring some people's parcels over others.  Perhaps those parcels are voting ballots, or perhaps they're love letters.
Society has a fundamental interest in insuring the middle men of the medium are agnostic as to the content of the
communiqué.  Their place is to facilitate.  Once we allow some communications to have priority over others, the
medium is no longer free.

When the postal service has a selfish interest in ensuring that some parcels arrive before others, in better condition than
others, in the mailbox or in the bushes, it no longer serves the public.  It serves itself.  When the phone company decides
 it's in their own best interest that it more frequently drops calls from competitors, or hangs up based on what's being
said, it no longer serves the public.  It serves itself.  Thus, if internet service providers own media companies whose
content delivery they favor over others, their function as a steward of a public resource is troubled.

I believe that if we are to preserve the internet as a forum of free speech, it is in the public interest to break up vertically
integrated media companies, separating content creation from content delivery.

Furthermore, the notion that there is competition in the ISP and telephony marketplace is a shameful farce.  When
considering viable options it becomes painfully obvious that the biggest players have carved up the market in such a
way to minimize competition.  When things are organized that way, they have little motivation to innovate, and
powerful enough to stamp new efforts by smaller players into oblivion.  They should be dismantled into smaller
companies to introduce competition and spur innovation.

Thank you,

Ryan Kautzman
1325 Indiana Street, Unit 203
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San Francisco, CA 94107

------------------------------ Email 4,604 ------------------------------

From: sculptorator
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:44
Subject: changing internet rules; Shame on you
Mr. Chairman

  The internet is what it is today because of it's open structure and equality. Tampering the way you hope to do can only
destroy the democracy of being on-line. We have to pay to access the internet from our homes and our phones, and we
have to pay much higher prices for this access than many countries in the world for much lower standards of quality.
We must endure pop up ads that suddenly take over our screens so the content providers can make money.
   Now you want to give these service providers, who give us marginal service, an open invitation to charge more money
 to adjust the speeds of content delivery for what we that are already paying for. We are already paying and we the
citizens will have a dumbed down internet With scaled back possibilities. The citizens are asked to pay and pay for less
and less.
   You are a former lobbyist for the telecoms so these decisions are not surprising. There will be an outpouring of
rejection of your plans. We will put the pressure on our representatives and you will hear the cries from the left right and
 middle.
   People who put the desires (Greed) of large corporations over the (need) of the vast majority of the citizenry should
not be allowed into government.
  You should really be ashamed.
Robert Charland

------------------------------ Email 4,605 ------------------------------

From: trout909
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
gene moore

------------------------------ Email 4,606 ------------------------------
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From: murdock ls
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lauren Murdock

------------------------------ Email 4,607 ------------------------------

From: diversehardwoods
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:46
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
John Hanson (  writes:

Do not destroy the internet for all of us by ending net neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,608 ------------------------------

From: e prophet33
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul Rasmussen

------------------------------ Email 4,609 ------------------------------

From: oldglow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:46
Subject: Protect the Open Internet

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to urge you to establish rules of the road that protect the freedom, entrepreneurship and openness that must
always define the Internet and American innovation.

The Internet  is an open space for innovation, entrepreneurship, connection and communication and, in all fairness, must
 be kept that way.

Thank you for your consideration,

Gloria Donohue

------------------------------ Email 4,610 ------------------------------

From: marievarenya
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
marie vogel
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------------------------------ Email 4,611 ------------------------------

From: ryan.sandell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ryan Sandell

------------------------------ Email 4,612 ------------------------------

From: aerspyder
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:47
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
DT Bishop (  writes:

Do not end net neutrality please.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,613 ------------------------------

From: stormndeb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Deborah Fedas

------------------------------ Email 4,614 ------------------------------

From: dreschke27
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Daniel Reschke

------------------------------ Email 4,615 ------------------------------

From: jack
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:48
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler:

I am writing to stress my support for internet neutrality. The notion that entities can pay to get faster service at the
expense of everyone else is undemocratic and counter to the priciples upon which this nation is founded.
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Please drop the proposal to abandon net neutrality by allowing entities to pay for faster service.

Thank you,

Jack Sunday

Group Five

305 San Anselmo Avenue, Ste 300

San Anselmo, CA 94960

Office: 415.785.4744

Cell: 848.702.1799

NOTICE TO RECIPIENT:  The information contained in this e-mail message, together with any attachments thereto, is
for the exclusive use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any use,
copying, disclosure or dissemination by a person other than the intended recipient(s) or the taking of any action in
reliance upon the information contained in this e-mail or any of the attachments to this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If
you are not the intended recipient and have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by
return e-mail and delete/destroy all copies of this communication. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 4,616 ------------------------------

From: jack
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:48
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Dear FCC:

I am writing to stress my support for internet neutrality. The notion that entities can pay to get faster service at the
expense of everyone else is undemocratic and counter to the priciples upon which this nation is founded.

Please drop the proposal to abandon net neutrality by allowing entities to pay for faster service.

Thank you,
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Jack Sunday

Group Five

305 San Anselmo Avenue, Ste 300

San Anselmo, CA 94960

Office: 415.785.4744

Cell: 848.702.1799

NOTICE TO RECIPIENT:  The information contained in this e-mail message, together with any attachments thereto, is
for the exclusive use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Any use,
copying, disclosure or dissemination by a person other than the intended recipient(s) or the taking of any action in
reliance upon the information contained in this e-mail or any of the attachments to this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If
you are not the intended recipient and have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by
return e-mail and delete/destroy all copies of this communication. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 4,617 ------------------------------

From: jefraldo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeffrey Kahle

------------------------------ Email 4,618 ------------------------------

From: summer68
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:49
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Boyce

------------------------------ Email 4,619 ------------------------------

From: de.lagarde
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:50
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ashre (de Lagarde) writes:

If you end  Net Neutrality this will kill competition and business.  I work in this industry and find it hard to believe we
will place "tolls" on the internet.

I understand that in your former life you were a lobbyist for the Cable and Telecom Industry.  I would ask that you
please abstain from making a ruling on stopping net Neutrality to avoid the appearance of conflicting interests. Any
ruling that ends Net neutrality will be seen self serving to special interests and will lead to the demise of what was
supposed to be a free and open service!

What happened to American sense of fair play?

Can you say CONFLICT OF INTEREST!!!!!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,620 ------------------------------

From: jacksunday
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jack Sunday

------------------------------ Email 4,621 ------------------------------

From: otakukj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:50
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kaleb VanSant (  writes:

I just want you to know that I believe very strongly that the Internet was supposed be free for all people not filtered and
restricted by any government agency! You're a jerk for what you've done!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,622 ------------------------------

From: nasellecy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Paul Boyce

------------------------------ Email 4,623 ------------------------------

From: shutchin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Hutchinson
849 Omar Street
Glendale, CA 9120/
US

------------------------------ Email 4,624 ------------------------------

From: kathy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathleen Huston

------------------------------ Email 4,625 ------------------------------

From: dwh323
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:51
Subject: Open Internet
Dear Madams & Sirs:
      Absolutely preserve the Open Internet. NO! to the present plan to allow large corporations to charge more to some.
Net Neutrality is our "RIGHT!"
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Thank you,

Rev. Dan Hinkle

------------------------------ Email 4,626 ------------------------------

From: barbara13bb1984
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barbara Brandler

------------------------------ Email 4,627 ------------------------------

From: sweatpants1966
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nicole McMurtrie (  writes:

Why do we even go through the motions of electing government anymore when the money of your corporate masters
buys people like you into positions of power to do their bidding?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,628 ------------------------------

From: dwhite
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David White

------------------------------ Email 4,629 ------------------------------

From: rundown2424
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 18:54
Subject: its bad enough
you allowed comcast and time warner to merge, when you took years to allow sirius and xm, not the net nutrality, please
 do something this will stifle innovation, damper free speech and raise prices for everyone it is already a monopoly in
most areas

thank you

------------------------------ Email 4,630 ------------------------------

From: marc.shulman
To: windows-
1252?Q?O=92Rielly=3A_Mike=2EO=92Rielly?=@fcc.gov
Date: 4/25/2014 18:54
Subject: Preserving the internet for all of us
Dear Commissioners,

I read with enormous disappointment the FCC proposal to allow ISP’s to negotiate higher rates for faster transmission.
The claim by the ISP’s that they need the money to meet the rapidly increasing demand is simply ludicrous.  We
Americans already pay more for less service than residents of other developed countries.  Moreover, increased demand
automatically means increased income, and capital investment, eg, loans from our bloated financial sector, is the usual
method for financing expansion.  These 21st century cable companies are just the same old, same old…, with the
proverbial lipstick on the pig.

You should classify the internet as a communication system and regulate it like the monopoly that it is and for the
benefit of all of us.

Marc Shulman, Ph.D

Woods Hole MA



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 4,631 ------------------------------

From: naturadoc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bonnie Marsh

------------------------------ Email 4,632 ------------------------------

From: tsopscjt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charlotte Thomas
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------------------------------ Email 4,633 ------------------------------

From: dwh323
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rev.  Hinkle

------------------------------ Email 4,634 ------------------------------

From: cdkceltic
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chris Keefe

------------------------------ Email 4,635 ------------------------------
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From: fredw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Fred Wolters

------------------------------ Email 4,636 ------------------------------

From: carolynbp5
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carolyn Prado

------------------------------ Email 4,637 ------------------------------

From: simplee
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 18:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lee Stanfield

------------------------------ Email 4,638 ------------------------------

From: mbecze
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
This mustn't be altered as it is the crux of the freedom of information that this country was built on.  Free education via
Wikipedia and Khan Academy will be at risk.  Do not let this happen

Mike

------------------------------ Email 4,639 ------------------------------

From: jteach
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Jean Teach

------------------------------ Email 4,640 ------------------------------

From: nmoor02
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nancy Moore

------------------------------ Email 4,641 ------------------------------

From: whelchellw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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LaVonne Whelchel

------------------------------ Email 4,642 ------------------------------

From: rmiltenb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:56
Subject: ISP
No matter what comes out from the policies.  It would good idea for the US to catch up with EU with speeds and price.
We are behind.

------------------------------ Email 4,643 ------------------------------

From: dwargmurww
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jason Behr

------------------------------ Email 4,644 ------------------------------

From: jandean51
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dean Shelton

------------------------------ Email 4,645 ------------------------------

From: bengerritz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Benjamin Gerritz

------------------------------ Email 4,646 ------------------------------

From: melanew
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maryann LaNew

------------------------------ Email 4,647 ------------------------------

From: the piper mt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marcelo Tuller

------------------------------ Email 4,648 ------------------------------

From: wgrobin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
I sure don't want to pay more for Net service.  Cable already is sky high.  Lower income people would once again be
penalized and held back.

------------------------------ Email 4,649 ------------------------------

From: roberson bill
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Roberson

------------------------------ Email 4,650 ------------------------------

From: p kahigian
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Peter Kahigian
8 Country Hill lane
Haverhill, MA 01832
US

------------------------------ Email 4,651 ------------------------------

From: klof815
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 18:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Kim Loftness

------------------------------ Email 4,652 ------------------------------

From: emedalis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edward Medalis

------------------------------ Email 4,653 ------------------------------

From: djrx.cares
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alex Oshiro
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------------------------------ Email 4,654 ------------------------------

From: mf.vinson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
I vigorously oppose any plan that will bifurcate the internet by allowing ISPs to discriminate against traffic it feels has
less profitability. The internet doesn't belong to corporations. The free flow of information it allows belongs to the
people.

Everything has beauty, but not everyone sees it. Confucius

google.com/+MFVinson<http://google.com/+MFVinson>

------------------------------ Email 4,655 ------------------------------

From: naiadess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Schweizer

------------------------------ Email 4,656 ------------------------------

From: mf.vinson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:00
Subject: Net neutrality
I vigorously oppose any plan that will bifurcate the internet by allowing ISPs to discriminate against traffic it feels has
less profitability. The internet doesn't belong to corporations. The free flow of information it allows belongs to the
people.
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Everything has beauty, but not everyone sees it. Confucius

google.com/+MFVinson<http://google.com/+MFVinson>

------------------------------ Email 4,657 ------------------------------

From: flanders.ashley
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 19:01
Subject: I support Title II and Net Neutrality

Commissioners,

Please listen to your conscience on this issue.  Nothing less than our freedom is at stake.

You all must classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.  I do not want my electrical service
provider manipulating my service based on what brand of appliances I use any more than I want my only option in ISP's
 to manipulate services similarly.

Do the right thing, restore net neutrality.

With utmost sincerity,
-Ashley Flanders

------------------------------ Email 4,658 ------------------------------

From: brasc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brent A. Schoenfeld
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------------------------------ Email 4,659 ------------------------------

From: angelmolly16
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Renate Perry

------------------------------ Email 4,660 ------------------------------

From: mary13ld
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Detrick

------------------------------ Email 4,661 ------------------------------
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From: inman.sue
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Inman

------------------------------ Email 4,662 ------------------------------

From: johnlamb46
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Lamb

------------------------------ Email 4,663 ------------------------------

From: da99333
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 19:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dick Artley

------------------------------ Email 4,664 ------------------------------

From: lkleinholz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners,

I vehemently oppose--rule that would allow Internet Service Providers to give some content providers fast-lane
treatment, at the expense of others.

As an author, I have a blog and a web site, to publicize my work. Fast lane treatment for the likes of Netflix, Google,
and others, would seriously harm many owners of small web sites like mine. It would also harm web sites like medical
providers, clinics, smaller blogs serving niche communities, and Internet users nationwide by hampering our ability to
access information not provided by major corporations who are willing and able to pay extra fees.

I strongly oppose the Comcast-Netflix deal, and I also oppose the merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable.

What we need nationally is more access, not less, faster Internet broadband speeds for everyone.

The Internet should be categorized as a common carrier and regulated as such.

Sincerely your,
Lisa Kleinholz
203 Heatherstone Road
Amherst, MA 01002

------------------------------ Email 4,665 ------------------------------

From: cklphan
To:
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gov
Date: 4/25/2014 19:03
Subject: Don't Kill Net Neutrality
FCC Commissioners

I'm angry that you consider allowing Internet Service Provider to charge companies for preferential treatement. This
undermine the concept of net neutrality. The new proposal should be preventing ISP from discriminating between
different content, allowing all types of data to be treated EQUALLY. If this proposal pass then you are allowing
corporation to control the Internet. They can pick and choose which services their customers are allowed access, make it
 harder for them to use other services, and throttle bandwidth.

I asked you should consider reclassifying broadband as a regulated, common-carrier service.

Senator Bernie Sanders said

 "Our free and open Internet has made invaluable contributions to democracy both here in the United States and around
the world. Whether you are rich, poor, young or old, the Internet allows all people to seek out information and
communicate globally. We must not turn over our democracy to the highest bidder.”

Christina Phan

------------------------------ Email 4,666 ------------------------------

From: darver60
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Arver

------------------------------ Email 4,667 ------------------------------
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From: wndrfl7
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nancy Rose

------------------------------ Email 4,668 ------------------------------

From: tosca
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Suzanne Miles

------------------------------ Email 4,669 ------------------------------

From: mem.wright
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 19:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mary ellen michael

------------------------------ Email 4,670 ------------------------------

From: clairenova
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Claire Garden

------------------------------ Email 4,671 ------------------------------

From: dbkagan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:07
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Kagan

------------------------------ Email 4,672 ------------------------------

From: carmellekuehn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
carmelle kuehn (  writes:

What on earth are you doing? WHo do you serve? Don't be a whore to this industry-protect competition.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,673 ------------------------------

From: burgess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lee Ann (Burgess) writes:

Your proposals neuter the power of the internet in favor of profits for monopolies.  This is outrageous.  Stop it.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,674 ------------------------------

From: houseofsavoy2000
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:07
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joe Salazar

------------------------------ Email 4,675 ------------------------------

From: hawkm003
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

whatsit tooyah
2058 Aldengate Way
hayward, CA 94545
US

------------------------------ Email 4,676 ------------------------------

From: tokyosue
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sue Halligan

------------------------------ Email 4,677 ------------------------------

From: cwcsmith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charles Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,678 ------------------------------

From: thisaboveallthings
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

ernest hopkinson
1388 haight st
san francisco, CA 94117
US

------------------------------ Email 4,679 ------------------------------

From: rmccullough457006
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 19:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ron McCullough
110 Morton Mill Circle
Nashville, TN 37221
US

------------------------------ Email 4,680 ------------------------------

From: sht4752
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Steve Turner
80 Lynwood Dr Se
Rio Rancho, NM 87124
US

------------------------------ Email 4,681 ------------------------------

From: thedivineredapple
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Emma Hill (  writes:

You just killed the essence and soul of the internet. Bring back net neutrality. For The People.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,682 ------------------------------

From: ryanegan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ryan Egan (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I'm writing to you today to voice my strong opposition to your new proposed rules surrounding Net Neutrality. As
someone who works in the technology industry (and is a paying customer of the Comcast monopoly), I find myself
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outraged by the proposal and feel it only serves the interests of incumbent players.

The FCC has a history of repeatedly failing to promote competition in the broadband markets and as such it's consumers
 who end up suffering. I'm tied to Comcast's horrendous service not by choice, but because they are the one and only
provider of unlimited broadband access in my area. If the market were truly competitive, I would be able to have my
pick of providers.

It's about time the FCC learn from its previous mistakes.

Please reconsider your proposal and reclassify Comcast et. all as common carriers. Broadband is as essential to our
economy as electricity. It's about time we started respecting American innovation and give protections to our internet
access.

Kind regards,
-Ryan
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,683 ------------------------------

From: msmith1932
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,684 ------------------------------

From: letsmeetatthepond
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jacqueline  Fairbanks

------------------------------ Email 4,685 ------------------------------

From: kyotejames
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Staley

------------------------------ Email 4,686 ------------------------------

From: easyjess1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jess Alford

------------------------------ Email 4,687 ------------------------------

From: cynthi ya
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cynthia Peterson

------------------------------ Email 4,688 ------------------------------

From: mccbryc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
christine mccoubrey

------------------------------ Email 4,689 ------------------------------

From: vivianneglorian
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vivianne Mosca-Clark

------------------------------ Email 4,690 ------------------------------

From: jason.nardell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jason Nardell

------------------------------ Email 4,691 ------------------------------

From: peter cuccaro
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
peter cuccaro (  writes:

You sir make me sick.net neutrality should be in place thanks to you we will now get over priced thanks to you
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,692 ------------------------------

From: jfox2726
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jon Fox-MajUSMCRRet

------------------------------ Email 4,693 ------------------------------
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From: greyx3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Gabrielski

------------------------------ Email 4,694 ------------------------------

From: neitel 17
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:13
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nathanael Agosto (  writes:

As a veteran of the armed forces (retired) I urge you to be considered sir and don't do anything foolish while you are the
FCC Chairman. Oh, by foolish I meant anything you do or will do to destroy Net Neutrality. Be a great chairman,
someone we can look up to...not like the current commander in chief in which I do NOT look up to. Be the difference
for good.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,695 ------------------------------

From: magic
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lawrence Crowley

------------------------------ Email 4,696 ------------------------------

From: akisler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:14
Subject: internet
I have been reading that the open internet we have enjoyed for many years may be ending. Please do not end net
neutrality! Students need the internet, small (and large) businesses need the internet, teachers (I am one) need the
internet. We all need it now.

Andra Kisler
Northfield, VT

------------------------------ Email 4,697 ------------------------------

From: kgraul
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kara Graul

------------------------------ Email 4,698 ------------------------------
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From: crloudis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Catherine Loudis

------------------------------ Email 4,699 ------------------------------

From: debbiefine
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:17
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Debra Jodi Edelberg (  writes:

Please do not end net neutrality. The internet is a basic right at this point, and should be open and accessible to all-- not
just to those who can pay more for faster service.

Thank you for your consideration.

Debra Edelberg
San Francisco, CA
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,700 ------------------------------

From: javranka
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Janice Vranka

------------------------------ Email 4,701 ------------------------------

From: johnstege1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Stege
2139 Williams Street
Denver, CO 80205
US

------------------------------ Email 4,702 ------------------------------

From: alexjbello
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:18
Subject: help us!
Dear Sir,

Why net neutrality is important? Here's why...

Today Internet is as basic an infrastructure as electricity. What if walmart could pay electric company to cut off
electricity to small businesses so their sales would rise? Would USA have ever become such business savvy and rule the
 world?

Then why are we allowing big companies to cut off internet from small businesses?

Net neutrality is a basic infrastructure needed for small businesses, innovation, and building next generation's future.
Let's not kill our future.
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Thank you for reading.

- Alex Bello
California.

------------------------------ Email 4,703 ------------------------------

From: kgraul
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 19:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

Thank you.

Kara Graul

------------------------------ Email 4,704 ------------------------------

From: alexjbello
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:18
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner
Alex Bello (  writes:

Why net neutrality is important? Here's why...

Today Internet is as basic an infrastructure as electricity. What if Walmart could pay electric company to cut off
electricity to small businesses so their sales would rise?

Would the USA have ever become such business savvy and rule the world?

Then why are we allowing big companies to cut off internet from small businesses?
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Net neutrality is a basic infrastructure needed for small businesses, innovation, and building next generation's future.

Let's not kill our future.
Thank you for reading.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,705 ------------------------------

From: bryn r
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bryn Richard

------------------------------ Email 4,706 ------------------------------

From: vparmle
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Valerie Parmley

------------------------------ Email 4,707 ------------------------------

From: richflaherty1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
joyce flaherty

------------------------------ Email 4,708 ------------------------------

From: michaelrosa1999
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Michael Rosa

------------------------------ Email 4,709 ------------------------------

From: seanfisher01
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:22
Subject: "Open internet"
I favor this action, to make sure average users don't get taken advantage of.

------------------------------ Email 4,710 ------------------------------

From: onomrbil
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
david billman

------------------------------ Email 4,711 ------------------------------

From: red ridges
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
D Hime

------------------------------ Email 4,712 ------------------------------

From: dancersandy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandy Rasich

------------------------------ Email 4,713 ------------------------------

From: eomccormick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ellen McCormick

------------------------------ Email 4,714 ------------------------------

From: apbrockway
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alan Brockway

------------------------------ Email 4,715 ------------------------------

From: patrickinnc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patrick Jean

------------------------------ Email 4,716 ------------------------------

From: norme
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Norman Emmons

------------------------------ Email 4,717 ------------------------------

From: meri
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Meredith Barrioz

------------------------------ Email 4,718 ------------------------------

From: hoperoberts54
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
hope roberts

------------------------------ Email 4,719 ------------------------------

From: pjbaker
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Paul Baker

------------------------------ Email 4,720 ------------------------------

From: wmkrayer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Krayer

------------------------------ Email 4,721 ------------------------------

From: pauldeeter
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul Deeter
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------------------------------ Email 4,722 ------------------------------

From: jfitchj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Janet  Fitch-Johnson

------------------------------ Email 4,723 ------------------------------

From: miskelleilts
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chelsea Miskell

------------------------------ Email 4,724 ------------------------------
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From: usa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Rick Drain (  writes:

Pricing based on speed (level of service) for the internet is completely unacceptable.
If you want to make a memorable mark on telecommunication history, declare internet providers to be common carriers.
For that, you would be beloved by millions (even if loathed by your former employer.)

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,725 ------------------------------

From: bbaedke2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
william baedke

------------------------------ Email 4,726 ------------------------------

From: susanmknotek
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
susan knotek

------------------------------ Email 4,727 ------------------------------

From: mark.a.battiste
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark Battiste

------------------------------ Email 4,728 ------------------------------

From: dougengle
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Douglas Engle

------------------------------ Email 4,729 ------------------------------

From: lislj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:35
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Carolyn Weed (  writes:

Why would you end net neutrality?  Isn't is possible that this could later create issues with the next administration?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,730 ------------------------------

From: gar22205
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
wil guthrie

------------------------------ Email 4,731 ------------------------------
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From: jt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:35
Subject: Keep true net neutrality for all Americans
I am writing to express my concern over the issue of net neutrality which you are moving to dismantle.

The internet has become the primary conduit for public discourse, both political and commercial in the United States. It
is vital that all users have the right to access the net using a level playing field and it is equally vital that this right is
protected by law. We cannot move to having a country in which the little guy, the everyday citizens and small
businesses who have less to spend will have less of a voice in this country, whether commercially or politically than
huge companies or powerful political parties.

I am an independant contractor with a small business and I depend on my web site and net access to maintain my
business. Having to pay more to my provider so that my site could be as easily accessed as, for example,
Amazon.com<http://Amazon.com> could be crippling to my ability to earn a living. I can easily foresee a time when I'm
 sitting in a proposal meeting and having slower, less expensive access to my site could prevent me from winning a
contract.

The internet is a vital utility and equal access is a necessary public good that should be maintained and in particular
protected in the face of the desires of large internet service providers to make ever greater profits and for wealthy users
to purchase more bandwith thus disadvantaging those with smaller resources.

The internet has become a vital ensurer of freedom of speech for not only Americans but for people around the world.
Those who would say that giving corporations the power to throttle users' access to the internet is not a first amendment
issue are either being disingenuous or ignorant. Equal access to the internet is central to maintaining our democracy
going forward so that a single blogger or small alternative publisher have equal right to internet acces as a huge
company or political party. Anyone who questions this need only look at the many instances recently in which
dissenters have found their voices stifled by having their internet access cut.

I hope that as the fight for net neutrality goes forward you will protect for equal access for all Americans by supporting
true net neutrality.

Thank you.

Julia Toos

Julia Toos
Digital Design
http://hartkitt.deviantart.com
  http://juliatoos.net
http://www.linkedin.com/in/juliatoos

------------------------------ Email 4,732 ------------------------------

From: danbloch1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
dan bloch

------------------------------ Email 4,733 ------------------------------

From: adrian
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 19:37
Subject: Net neutrality proposal.
Dear FCC Commissioners,

Who pays you people?  I really am curious because from here it appears to be the cable industry.  I know that Chairman
Wheeler is just biding his time until he can return, his mission achieved, to collect the large paychecks shilling for the
cable industry (yes Chairman you are a disgrace to the FCC and if you had any decency you would resign now) but
what of the rest of you?  Have all of you become corrupt?  Like the Chairman are all of you just waiting until the
controversy blows over before you too can go shill for the ISPs?  The solution is simple…  The Internet is a utility.  I
really don’t understand why that is so hard for you to grasp.  Surely there is one honest person amongst you?  Surely
there is one of you who is willing stand up, in public,  and declare that the “Internet is a utility and should be regulated
as such”?  Sadly, I don’t believe there is and all we will get is more insulting condescension from the Chairman.

Sincerely,

M. Adrian Mattocks.

P.S. Given your past demonstrations of intellectual stiltedness let me clear.  Your proposal to not only kill net neutrality
but urinate on its grave is as offensive as it is stupid (and it is both in spades).  You should withdraw it immediately as it
 is nothing more than a giveaway to the ISPs at the expense of the consumer (you do remember the consumer?  You
know the people you are actually supposed to protect).

------------------------------ Email 4,734 ------------------------------
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From: gtl1
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 19:37
Subject: Future and freedom of the Internet
Dear Commissioners

We are writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

Thank you for consideration of our wishes,

Gerson Lesser, M.D.
Debbie Peters, J.D.

------------------------------ Email 4,735 ------------------------------

From: jmcgrat3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jim McGrath
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------------------------------ Email 4,736 ------------------------------

From: gregesteve
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gregory Esteve

------------------------------ Email 4,737 ------------------------------

From: l lopes06
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:39
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lopes (  writes:

Restore net neutrality!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,738 ------------------------------

From: dcwarren449
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Warren

------------------------------ Email 4,739 ------------------------------

From: ljm-5494
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
laurie mazza

------------------------------ Email 4,740 ------------------------------

From: tay800
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rick Taylor

------------------------------ Email 4,741 ------------------------------

From: jeeprox9
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rick Easton

------------------------------ Email 4,742 ------------------------------

From: grady
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:42
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
tom (grady) writes:

the country is watching you!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,743 ------------------------------

From: thesheenet
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
I believe the internet should be open and free from censorship. All data traffic should be treated equally.
Internet service providers do not have the right to throttle speeds for some services over others.
Please abandon the current plans for net neutrality and work to preserve the internet in a way that encourages freedom
of speech.
Sincerely,
Spielberg Michel
<http://jschreier.kinja.com/>

------------------------------ Email 4,744 ------------------------------

From: trumpetmatt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Matthew  Swihart

------------------------------ Email 4,745 ------------------------------

From: hhardouf
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
H. Hardouf

------------------------------ Email 4,746 ------------------------------

From: debdd m
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Debra Darden-Munsell

------------------------------ Email 4,747 ------------------------------

From: masterslm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Linda Masters
PO Box 3707
Nantucket, MA 02584
US

------------------------------ Email 4,748 ------------------------------

From: ellen.flannery
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jane Flannery

------------------------------ Email 4,749 ------------------------------

From: cajunp239
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul  Crumb

------------------------------ Email 4,750 ------------------------------

From: margolislaurence
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:46
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Laurence Margolis

------------------------------ Email 4,751 ------------------------------

From: qi.rhythm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:46
Subject: Keeping the worldwide web neutral and equitable

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please scrap your current proposal to allow IP companies to sell faster connectivity to the highest bidder.  An open and
equitable internet is key for a functioning democracy and the flow of information required for freedom of speech and the
 dissemination of facts and transparency in our country.  These are the hallmarks of a healthy democracy.
Thank you

Ben Bartlein
914 25th Ave se
Minneapolis, MN 55414
US

------------------------------ Email 4,752 ------------------------------

From: qi.rhythm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:46
Subject: Keeping the worldwide web neutral and equitable

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please scrap your current proposal to allow IP companies to sell faster connectivity to the highest bidder.  An open and
equitable internet is key for a functioning democracy and the flow of information required for freedom of speech and the
 dissemination of facts and transparency in our country.  These are the hallmarks of a healthy democracy.
Thank you



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Ben Bartlein
914 25th Ave se
Minneapolis, MN 55414
US

------------------------------ Email 4,753 ------------------------------

From: cindyebeck
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to express opposition to the implementation of FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler's proposed Net Neutrality
rules. These rules will destroy the internet and stifle innovation and economic growth. There is nothing neutral about
them.

Charges to online organizations for faster speeds plus charges to consumers for internet access will amount to double
dipping by the ISP's. Overall costs will go up and these costs will ultimately be passed on to consumers.

Online start up companies have fueled much growth in our economy in recent years. Future start ups may not survive
because they will not be able to pay tolls for premium speeds.

Also, the internet is NOT JUST COMMERCIAL sites. There are many non-profits doing great things that rely on equal
access to reach users. These organizations could suffer tremendously as second class internet citizens that can only
afford the slow lane.

ISP have monopolies in most geographic areas, so there is no real choice for internet service. Consumers and
organizations cannot switch providers to avoid these practices.

Even if ISP's follow the proposed regulations and don't explicitly slow down speeds for non-payers,as technology
advances today's fast internet speeds will be tomorrow's slow speeds. Future speed increases provided to toll payers,
while leaving non-toll payer speeds the same, could stifle innovation, economic growth, and consumer choice.

Furthermore, Mr. Wheeler's proposed “case by case” basis for evaluating concerns regarding fast lane treatments could
overwhelm existing FCC staff and cause a huge increase in the size of the FCC. Taxpayers should not have to foot the
bill for extra FCC staff due to this extremely misguided set of regulations.

The European Union and Brazil have recently passed laws establishing REAL net neutrality. The USA needs to do the
same or risk stifling growth in our technology and internet based sectors.

I urge you to do the right thing for our country and the citizens you serve and vote against these proposed regulations.

Regards,
Cindy Beck

------------------------------ Email 4,754 ------------------------------
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From: grey.macfarlane
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
There is NO reason to allow ISPs the right to make using the Internet a rich man's game.

You are failing America and bending over to corporate interests by even considering this policy.  Furthermore, you are a
 fucking embarrassment to other nations worldwide.

Stop this nonsense immediately.

--

Grey MacFarlane

Fairly normal guy since 1975

------------------------------ Email 4,755 ------------------------------

From: laura
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Laura Leipzig
1911 Sacramento St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US

------------------------------ Email 4,756 ------------------------------

From: mendoza.david47
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:48
Subject: Net Neutrality and FCC Regulation
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

My name is David Mendoza. I am an undergraduate student of economics at the University of California, San Diego. I
have a background in computer science and preparing to work on my Masters Degree in accounting.

I am part of a generation that has seen the meteoric rise of companies like Google, Netflix, Facebook, and Amazon. The
only reason these companies exist is because of the open, net-neutral principals that have governed the internet since its
inception. Students just like me are graduating college with the hopes that they might be the one to start the next great
internet start-up. These start-ups will not have the chance to flourish if the Internet Service Providers are allowed to
charge companies for special treatment of their data. Imposing any sort of regulation that does not guarantee a
completely neutral internet restricts competition and completely flies in the face of core American values. I understand
that rules requiring net neutrality will come off to some as a liberal government trying to over-regulate the internet,
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however this could not be further from the truth. Imposing hard net-neutrality rules is the ultimate deregulation. It
ensures that the internet will continue to operate as a free market, without artificial barriers to entry that stifle innovation
 and competition. I have heard from multiple accounts that you are a pragmatic man. I do not believe that this issue
should fall into partisan politics. This issue will affect all Americans, regardless of political affiliation.

Therefore, I urge you to begin the process of classifying the internet as a telecommunications network. This will allow
the common carrier rules to apply to the internet in the same way that they apply to our national telephone network. This
 reclassification is the only way to ensure that the internet remains open and free.

There are plenty of people who are much more articulate than me, and I will include links to articles that I think make
the case for net neutrality quite well. I hope that you take my suggestion into consideration, because while every
american may not be fully education in economics and internet policy, I am confident that the vast majority would want
a free and open internet where competition is king and anyone with a dream can have the opportunity to make it a
reality.

Thank you for your time,

David Mendoza

http://www.vox.com/2014/4/25/5652534/politics-is-about-to-destroy-the-internet

http://www.theverge.com/2014/4/23/5644858/dear-fcc-why-do-you-hate-consumers

http://www.theverge.com/2014/2/25/5431382/the-internet-is-fucked

------------------------------ Email 4,757 ------------------------------

From: ealoberg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Emily Loberg
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------------------------------ Email 4,758 ------------------------------

From: weatherdudeil
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joshua Hellmann

------------------------------ Email 4,759 ------------------------------

From: grg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gary Greene
P.O. Box 30325
West Palm Beach, FL 33420
US

------------------------------ Email 4,760 ------------------------------

From: hermanjamers
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Herman

------------------------------ Email 4,761 ------------------------------

From: robyn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robyn Opie

------------------------------ Email 4,762 ------------------------------

From: ylzheng
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:51
Subject: It's fair for everyone to pay by BIT-MILE.
Thank you for your attention.

EOM.

------------------------------ Email 4,763 ------------------------------

From: steveb
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 19:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Stephen Baker

------------------------------ Email 4,764 ------------------------------

From: gnarlylex
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Comcast already charges me 1st world prices for a 3rd world connection speed, and now you want to allow them to
charge content providers for what basically amounts to mafia-esque protection money?  Well gee, who do you think is
going to end up footing the bill for that?  Netflix sure isn't going to eat it...they are going to pass those costs on to us. Of
 course the true victims of this catastrophe aren't the companies like Netflix that can afford to pay the Comcast Mafia's
protection money, its the smaller companies that will just have to accept that the internet belongs to the 1% now and
close up shop.  Isn't it somebodies job to protect the public from exactly these kinds of monopolies and corporate abuse?
  I'm disgusted by these developments, and disappointed in President Obama for appointing you.  I'm going to write him
next and ask for your resignation.

Thanks for reading

------------------------------ Email 4,765 ------------------------------

From: renewabledavid
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Trione

------------------------------ Email 4,766 ------------------------------

From: fhinamrose
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Rose Cnudde (  writes:

Dear Mr. Chairman,
The net was invented and paid for by the govt.  big money took it over and profits from it.  We have one of the worst
internet services in the world, even some less developed countries do better than we do.  believe me,  I know I have
lived overseas for 15 out of the last 20 odd years, in Africa in Europe, btw most of Europe is lightyears ahead in internet
 speed, because the internet should be regarded as an utility, we need it, we work from home, we do everything on the
web, from banking to entertainment, the last thing we need is to have big money run it without control.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,767 ------------------------------

From: 51940
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bonita Staas
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------------------------------ Email 4,768 ------------------------------

From: pauleewhiting
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Paul Lester Whiting (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I am writing to you today to urge you to scrap the Federal Communication Commission's plan to allow Internet service
providers to charge for preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.

Yours very truly,

-Paul Whiting
Poet, Artist and Philosopher
Portland, Oregon
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,769 ------------------------------

From: bwombac
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Roberta Wombacher
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------------------------------ Email 4,770 ------------------------------

From: wilmaralls9295
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
wilma Ralls

------------------------------ Email 4,771 ------------------------------

From: cindyebeck
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:54
Subject: Rule changes
I am writing to express opposition to the implementation of your proposed Net Neutrality rules. These rules will destroy
 the internet and stifle innovation and economic growth. There is nothing neutral about them.

Charges to online organizations for faster speeds plus charges to consumers for internet access will amount to double
dipping by the ISP's. Overall costs will go up and these costs will ultimately be passed on to consumers.

Online start up companies have fueled much growth in our economy in recent years. Future start ups may not survive
because they will not be able to pay tolls for premium speeds.

Also, the internet is NOT JUST COMMERCIAL sites. There are many non-profits doing great things that rely on equal
access to reach users. These organizations could suffer tremendously as second class internet citizens that can only
afford the slow lane.

ISP have monopolies in most geographic areas, so there is no real choice for internet service. Consumers and
organizations cannot switch providers to avoid these practices.

Even if ISP's follow the proposed regulations and don't explicitly slow down speeds for non-payers,as technology
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advances today's fast internet speeds will be tomorrow's slow speeds. Future speed increases provided to toll payers,
while leaving non-toll payer speeds the same, could stifle innovation, economic growth, and consumer choice.

Furthermore, the proposed “case by case” basis for evaluating concerns regarding fast lane treatments could overwhelm
existing FCC staff and cause a huge increase in the size of the FCC. Taxpayers should not have to foot the bill for extra
FCC staff due to this extremely misguided set of regulations.

The European Union and Brazil have recently passed laws establishing real net neutrality. The USA needs to do the
same or risk stifling growth in our technology and internet based sectors.

I urge you to do the right thing for our country and the citizens you serve and revoke these proposed regulations.

Regards,
Cindy Beck

------------------------------ Email 4,772 ------------------------------

From: mrjed7
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 19:54
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality rules
Hello FCC commissioners,

I am emailing you today in response to the latest FCC Net Neutrality rules.

The internet should be kept open and free, and ISPs should not be allowed to have control over what data is allowed/not
allowed nor should they be allowed to charge different rates for different data.

I want the FCC to classify Broadband internet access as a Title II telecommunications service.

ISPs are the carriers of the internet.  They are hired to move the information across their network, not mess with it or
distinguish one type of data from another.

Allowing ISPs to treat certain types of data differently than other types of data opens the door to an editorialized
internet.  Competing services could be blocked or dramatically slowed down on Verizon's network but work fine on
AT&T.  Is that the sort of internet that should be allowed to exist? No, no it should not.

Internet providers already exercise regional monopolies, preventing my parents from having any provider than Time
Warner Cable, and me at my apartment from having any choice than Comcast.  They have shown us that they cannot be
trusted with physical access, and they certainly cannot be trusted with keeping their network unbiased if the most recent
FCC net neutrality rules are allowed to stay.

You have the power to influence this monumental decision, and I support classifying broadband internet access as a
Title II telecommunications service.  Keep the internet free and open as it was created to exist.  Do not let it be
editorialized by telecommunication corporations.

--
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Thanks,
Jake D'Ascenzo

------------------------------ Email 4,773 ------------------------------

From: lan2000
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
dennis love

------------------------------ Email 4,774 ------------------------------

From: donfred
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Don Frederick
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------------------------------ Email 4,775 ------------------------------

From: rberry38
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ron berry

------------------------------ Email 4,776 ------------------------------

From: rdhedgebeth
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Randolph D. Hedgebeth

------------------------------ Email 4,777 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: nicolas.freeman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nicolas Freeman

------------------------------ Email 4,778 ------------------------------

From: grey.macfarlane
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:57
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality
Will you?

Or will you continue to ignore the will of the people and lick the boots of your corporate masters?

On Fri, Apr 25, 2014 at 4:46 PM, OpenInternet < mailto:  wrote:

   Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

   --

   Grey MacFarlane

   Fairly normal guy since 1975

------------------------------ Email 4,779 ------------------------------
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From: cindyebeck
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:58
Subject: Proposed Net Neutrality Rules
I am writing to express opposition to the implementation of the FCC's proposed Net Neutrality rules. These rules will
destroy the internet and stifle innovation and economic growth. There is nothing neutral about them.

Charges to online organizations for faster speeds plus charges to consumers for internet access will amount to double
dipping by the ISP's. Overall costs will go up and these costs will ultimately be passed on to consumers.

Online start up companies have fueled much growth in our economy in recent years. Future start ups may not survive
because they will not be able to pay tolls for premium speeds.

Also, the internet is NOT JUST COMMERCIAL sites. There are many non-profits doing great things that rely on equal
access to reach users. These organizations could suffer tremendously as second class internet citizens that can only
afford the slow lane.

ISP have monopolies in most geographic areas, so there is no real choice for internet service. Consumers and
organizations cannot switch providers to avoid these practices.

Even if ISP's follow the proposed regulations and don't explicitly slow down speeds for non-payers,as technology
advances today's fast internet speeds will be tomorrow's slow speeds. Future speed increases provided to toll payers,
while leaving non-toll payer speeds the same, could stifle innovation, economic growth, and consumer choice.

Furthermore, the proposed “case by case” basis for evaluating concerns regarding fast lane treatments could overwhelm
existing FCC staff and cause a huge increase in the size of the FCC. Taxpayers should not have to foot the bill for extra
FCC staff due to this extremely misguided set of regulations.

The European Union and Brazil have recently passed laws establishing real net neutrality. The USA needs to do the
same or risk stifling growth in our technology and internet based sectors.

I urge you to do the right thing for our country and the citizens you serve and revoke these proposed regulations.

------------------------------ Email 4,780 ------------------------------

From: joe2rei
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
joe reilly

------------------------------ Email 4,781 ------------------------------

From: oldtimefurniture
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:58
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Tom

Please good sir act upon the recent ruling on the free and open internet.  Freedom of speech is what makes the internet
what it is.  Please remove the corporate greed, and strike down this ruling.

One of your many disgruntled web users
Connor

------------------------------ Email 4,782 ------------------------------

From: czarchazme
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Scott Tankersley
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------------------------------ Email 4,783 ------------------------------

From: mesheeran
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 19:59
Subject: Open Internet
Chairman,

I'm from Columbus, Ohio, and I believe that net neutrality is essential. Although free speech and the free market are
both at risk from your proposed internet fast lane, I think you should consider matters more practically. An internet fast
lane will cause you and your agency many regulatory problems.

Creating two internet lanes is going to create future headaches for you. Who will regulate how fast fast is as technology
continues to develop? Will the slow lane be the current speed, or will every small company that can't afford the fast lane
 be forced into an even slower connection than they presently have? As technology develops, and speeds improve, how
will you decide what slow should mean? What kind of wait time should I expect for visiting a local business's website?

If you leave these questions to service providers, who will be allowed to charge companies extra for fast speeds, I'm not
sure why you think that they wouldn't make the difference in speed great enough that any business that hoped to be
competitive would be required to pay. That would allow them to get paid a great deal of extra money for doing no
additional labor. It would also make it difficult for all but the largest and wealthiest companies to compete on the
internet, and it would force an added cost burden on the companies that do currently exist. This is a cost that would
eventually be paid by every single consumer, again and again, as every single service provided by an interent company
would have a higher price tag.

If you don't create a fast lane, and if you allow the internet to remain neutral and open, you will not have to deal with
any of these issues, and no one will have to pay more for their current internet access. Instead, the better web companies
 will continue to get the most traffic, and users will be able to decide what services they prefer, not wealthy companies.
If new technology should appear, the company that creates it will be able to compete. You will not have to think about
how fast slow should be, or how fast fast should be, ever. As a bonus, I suspect you'll avoid lawsuits too.

Thanks,

Megan Sheeran

------------------------------ Email 4,784 ------------------------------

From: james.cunningham
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Cunningham

------------------------------ Email 4,785 ------------------------------

From: rfalzsa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Falzone

------------------------------ Email 4,786 ------------------------------

From: jason.mccormick3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:01
Subject: Keep the internet free and open
Dear FCC,

Please do not enact any rule, regulation, mandate, or policy that enables ISPs to charge content providers for priority
network use.  Clearly, ISPs that would benefit from charging content providers for more bandwidth are already quite
profitable. These same ISPs are using infrastructure paid for at least in part with tax dollars.  In some cases, as in New
Jersey and Pennsylvania, ISPs enjoy tax-breaks gained with the promise of improving internet infrastructure but have
not made nor do not plan to make the promised improvements.  Already US residents pay more for less bandwidth than
many other countries.  Giving ISPs more power to decide or influence the cost of internet connectivity seems to be in
direct opposition to the the mission of the FCC.  The obvious effect of ISPs charging content providers for priority
bandwidth would be increased charges for content to consumers already paying inflated prices for internet access.
Additionally, bandwidth for free content would be reduced.  Unless internet infrastructure were improved, those unable
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to pay for priority content would suffer limited access to the internet while still paying ISPs the same connection fees as
those able to pay for connection as well as priority content.

The internet is arguably the most public of utilities.  Allowing, for example, Verizon or Comcast to charge Amazon or
Netflix a fee so that their video on demand services would be improved would be like allowing an electric company to
charge Kenmore a fee if Kenmore’s new larger refrigerator drew more power.  Would you pay Kenmore a premium
price for that refrigerator if they passed down to you a surcharge from the electrical company?  If you chose not to, your
 food would still keep with a standard refrigerator.  That’s just not the case where net neutrality is concerned.  If you buy
 a bigger refrigerator, you pay the generator of electricity more because that big refrigerator uses more electricity.
Kenmore does not pay the electric company more for creating a device that uses more power, and you don’t pay your
electric company more because the additional power to your house travels on their lines.  ISPs already charge you more
for bringing more bandwidth to your house on their lines even when it costs them nothing to increase your bandwidth
allowance.  Maybe that should be changed by FCC policy instead.

Sincerely,
Jason McCormick

------------------------------ Email 4,787 ------------------------------

From: tycho.berglund
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tycho Berglund

------------------------------ Email 4,788 ------------------------------

From: uncleoriole
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cary Moy

------------------------------ Email 4,789 ------------------------------

From: snydez99
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
steve Snyder

------------------------------ Email 4,790 ------------------------------

From: julietate9672
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Tate

------------------------------ Email 4,791 ------------------------------

From: cc03gravity
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
c le

------------------------------ Email 4,792 ------------------------------

From: clk5356
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carolyn Knoll

------------------------------ Email 4,793 ------------------------------

From: gardenqueen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pam Evans

------------------------------ Email 4,794 ------------------------------

From: pamelas51
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
pamela shaw

------------------------------ Email 4,795 ------------------------------

From: allancole pcc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler,

I am writing to add my voice to those of other Americans calling for continued Net Neutrality! I want the FCC to vote
down the "pay to play" rule. The FCC works for "We the People", not big corporations like Comcast and Fox. We pay
for the FCC with our tax dollars. We are the ones you serve. Corporate greed must be stopped and your job as a media
watch dog is to serve our needs. You work for US citizens and we want the internet to remain freely accessible to all.

Thank you for listening,

Shelley Allan-Cole

------------------------------ Email 4,796 ------------------------------

From: ldoherty55
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lisa Doherty

------------------------------ Email 4,797 ------------------------------
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From: jamesmfellers2.0
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
James M. Fellers (  writes:

Reverse the decision and then resign. Or just resign. Now.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,798 ------------------------------

From: jimobrien
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:10
Subject: Allowing ISPs to offer higher bandwidth internet to content  providers who pay a premium
This idea, while a very good one for the stockholders of ISPs, will ensure in each area of the internet that the current
leaders in any industry will be protected from innovators and small entrepreneurs who don’t have the funds to pay to put
 their product or offering in the “fast lane”.  The reason so much innovation around internet content and applications
have occurred is anyone can get on line with their idea or product and compete head-to-head with the market leaders.
Soon one of the first questions when selling your product will be if you are on the “fast” or “slow” internet.  Once you
answer “slow” you won’t be selling that prospect.  It’s a beautiful scheme to protect the status quo and degrade the
potential of the internet as a birthplace for disruptive applications and content, at least in this country.

I’m one of the small entrepreneurs out there and since I don’t have the wherewithal to get in a Comcast “fast lane” or
the lobbying dollars to shape the outcome of this discussion about letting ISPs differentially price their service levels it
doesn’t much matter what I have to say.  My company and many others compete with much larger company’s solutions
based on superior products and feature sets.  These improved features and new ideas won’t be as important once the
market leaders can get their applications to deliver content faster by paying a premium.  It’s an impossible job for the
FCC or anyone, regardless of their good intentions, to review the competitive situation industry by industry and
application by application to maintain whatever would be “commercially reasonable”.

With the status quo protected here and innovation stifled companies like mine and others with new ideas for the internet
will have to focus outside the U.S. to innovate.  The internet has been an engine for tremendous innovation,
improvements in how we live and work, and creation of wealth in this country over the past couple decades.  Now is the
 time to step up and regulate the ISPs like utilities to preserve that open playing field for new innovation and engine of
growth.  Anyway I’m sure this is all worked out and wouldn’t expect the ISPs to fail to get what they want here with all
they’ve contributed and lobbied regardless of the consequences for reducing competition and innovation in our country.

Thanks at least for setting up this email box to collect responses.

Jim
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Jim O'Brien

Chief People Officer

Strategy = People = Results

c: (520) 869-7961

p: (800) 263-1284

www.cpohr.com<http://www.cpohr.com>

------------------------------ Email 4,799 ------------------------------

From: crazyivan181
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul Henry

------------------------------ Email 4,800 ------------------------------

From: clk5356
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 20:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners

   I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service. This is not net neutrality.
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   We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because the people with the new ideas do not have sufficient funds
to purchase fast service and compete.

   We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service. The
wealthy already get too many breaks from the government.

   The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

   We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

   Thank you for your consideration.

   Carolyn Knoll
   Kailua, Hawaii

------------------------------ Email 4,801 ------------------------------

From: aregerton
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ann Egerton

------------------------------ Email 4,802 ------------------------------

From: kgrusso
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:14
Subject: Comcast
Stop listening to the lobbyists they do not represent the American people.  Comcast already has a monopoly that is
outrageous do not give them more power!!!
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Karen Russo
Lake Oswego Oregon
5036978459

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 4,803 ------------------------------

From: rozmcdermott
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rosalind McDermott

------------------------------ Email 4,804 ------------------------------

From: phale
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Patricia Hale (  writes:

Please do not end net neutrality!  I definitely want the 'little guy' to be just as accessible as the 'big guys'.  Again,
PLEASE!!!!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,805 ------------------------------

From: adams marsha
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marsha Adams

------------------------------ Email 4,806 ------------------------------

From: misudco
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:16
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Richard Capp (  writes:

On behalf of everyone in the world who believes in net neutrality. Let me be one of the many in a pantheon of people
who believe that you sir, can suck it
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,807 ------------------------------

From: g perugino
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Geoff Perugino

------------------------------ Email 4,808 ------------------------------

From: lplong
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Leland Long

------------------------------ Email 4,809 ------------------------------

From: westaceae
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
wes rock

------------------------------ Email 4,810 ------------------------------

From: jw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:18
Subject: comcast
Thanks for killing the internet and all those jobs that go along with it!

------------------------------ Email 4,811 ------------------------------

From: rekastner
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ruth Kastner

------------------------------ Email 4,812 ------------------------------

From: jannyrl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Janice Rogers-Levy

------------------------------ Email 4,813 ------------------------------

From: hdfdeepfreeze
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

H.David Frotscher
11820 Sophia Drive
2110
Temple Terrace, FL 33637
US

------------------------------ Email 4,814 ------------------------------

From: ja nutt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Nutt

------------------------------ Email 4,815 ------------------------------
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From: whitmandb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dolores Whitman

------------------------------ Email 4,816 ------------------------------

From: sunathome
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
sundra allen

------------------------------ Email 4,817 ------------------------------

From: joailes
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
JoAnn Ailes

------------------------------ Email 4,818 ------------------------------

From: andytomsky
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

andy tomsky
po box 683
san marcos, CA 92079
US

------------------------------ Email 4,819 ------------------------------

From: colville
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shellee Davis

------------------------------ Email 4,820 ------------------------------

From: sloan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Crystal Sloan

------------------------------ Email 4,821 ------------------------------

From: mysticmeg08
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Meg  Tilden

------------------------------ Email 4,822 ------------------------------

From: perrycallas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Perry Callas

------------------------------ Email 4,823 ------------------------------

From: sueb143
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Bassett

------------------------------ Email 4,824 ------------------------------

From: daniel.e.killam
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:27
Subject: Expanding municipal broadband
The parallel trends of provider consolidation and the new developments regarding your agency's position on net
neutrality mean that a new source of competition is needed to protect consumers from being trapped in unfavorable,
monopolistic local internet markets. In Santa Cruz, Comcast is the only viable choice for broadband internet aside from
DSL.

The FCC should balance this anticompetitive trend by drafting new policies to encourage the spectrum allocation for
new municipal broadband networks instead of corporate bidders. Or institute controls that allow local communities to
dictate how providers price and utilize spectrum, to ensure that consumers have a say in how public resources are
allocated in their areas.

Dan Killam
Graduate student at UC Santa Cruz

------------------------------ Email 4,825 ------------------------------

From: hilltop farm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
We know how to solve this. Meter usage at the consumer, similar to electric usage. Want to stream movies or move
large files? You pay for it. More usage equals more revenue equals more capital to build more capacity.

------------------------------ Email 4,826 ------------------------------

From: lthomasorisis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
LATOYA THOMAS

------------------------------ Email 4,827 ------------------------------

From: mutantconspiracy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Massengill

------------------------------ Email 4,828 ------------------------------

From: mehbrad
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
meredith bradford

------------------------------ Email 4,829 ------------------------------

From: seger001
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:31
Subject: Two levels equals the haves and the have nots
The FCC website states Chairman Wheeler "intends to have rules of the road in place before the end of the year to
protect consumers and entrepreneurs."    Who are you kidding?   The only thing that the proposed new rules allows is
the speed of the internet to go to the highest bidder.  There is ZERO protection for entrepreneurs or consumers.
"Commercially reasonable" simply means that the lobbyists for big commercial entities have once again run roughshod
over the rest of us.  How will any small start-up compete on such an uneven playing field?  Answer it can't, which is
exactly what the corporations have bought from the FCC.

And in case Chairman Wheeler and the commission haven't noticed the internet is no longer a simply an information
service it is already a telecommunications provider whether you are willing to exercise Title II or not.  My job requires
me to use VOIP every day I have no choice even though the quality is terrible.  There are fewer and fewer options to
make calls via land lines as they are no longer required to be maintained.    The public is receiving telecommunication
"service" which is abysmal and the FCC wants to vote to make it "reasonable" to deteriorate even further.

------------------------------ Email 4,830 ------------------------------

From: barrykaufman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barry Kaufman

------------------------------ Email 4,831 ------------------------------

From: turtlekneader
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 20:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
gloria osborne

------------------------------ Email 4,832 ------------------------------

From: jeremy.lansman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:33
Subject: Competition versus Regulation and Free Internet.

I am a telecommunications consultant, with a lifetime of experience in
the ICT field.

I believe selling uber network treatment to vendors such as Netflix in a
mixed product will create a regulatory nightmare. Instead, the ISP
should have freedom to create a separate product, paid for in total by
the ISP and or vendor; In other words, the ISP would be free to create
other TCP/IP subnets, that are paid for by content providers or others,
so long as it is offered at no cost to the end customer.  DOCSIS VOIP
works that way now.  It is a hidden IP net buried within the "TV" cable
plant.  There is no reason conventional cable TV product could not be
also delivered via TCP/IP in unicast or multicast mode.  Everything is
digital. The bits do not care.

The core problem is lack of competition so much as regulatory policy.
Think about how the courts, congress, and regulatory agencies have
crafted law and rules such that many people have only one or two
internet service providers to choose from.  There are ways to enhance
competition.  Craft new rules promoting competition.

At this time I live in South Africa, where many people have a lot of
providers to choose from.  I believe there are at least six ISM band
unlicensed services available (in the FULL 5 GHz band) to my rural
area.  There are at least that many ADSL providers.  And quite a few
provide service via G3 and 4 cellular band.  Here, competition law
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requires that infrastructure owners sell capacity to competitors.  It is
not a foreign model in the USA, as similar rules have allowed telephone
competition over copper pairs.

I think the Commission should take the time to consider turning the
public internet into a common carrier, but allow companies to build, as
I have called it, "Free Internets" that would be available to all end
users at no charge.  Set aside some budget to hire some consultants (I
am available) to dream up ideas.

--
Jeremy Lansman
New York City USA, +1 347 696 0120
Western Cape RSA, +27 21 300 2105
Anchorage AK USA,+1 907 339 3800
Skype Lansmankyes
Fax 27862460713

------------------------------ Email 4,833 ------------------------------

From: sandy0110
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandy McComb

------------------------------ Email 4,834 ------------------------------

From: jmc1174
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James  M Connors

------------------------------ Email 4,835 ------------------------------

From: dunstan.rick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rick Dunstan

------------------------------ Email 4,836 ------------------------------

From: kimgroom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
k g

------------------------------ Email 4,837 ------------------------------

From: jrstowe
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jason Stowe

------------------------------ Email 4,838 ------------------------------

From: jeffreymfoster
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:35
Subject: Please protect net neutrality
The recent news about the FCC capitulating to the ISPs and allowing "fast lanes" (which seems to me like a euphemism
for slow lanes, really) is super disheartening.

Please don't wreck the net. The whole idea of a "tiered" system is antithetical to what makes the internet great, why it
supports so much economic development and entrepreneurship; why it is what it is. Please serve the American people
and the future of this country, not just the short term profits of a handful of already very successful corporations (at the
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expense of everyone else.) there's enough of that going on EVERYWHERE else. (Seeing our country shift to an
extraction economy is just terrible. And seeing the regulation bodies that were built to help protect against that actually
be the drivers of it, in my mind doing the opposite of what they're there for, is really frustrating.)

Please please please start actually meaningfully supporting net neutrality. That seems like the least you could do.

I really think that in a just world, you'd classify broadband as a telecommunications service, which it so clearly is.

Maybe (and I know this is a stretch) but maybe instead of worrying primarily about corporation profits, you might
actually look at why we're so outrageously behind so much of the rest of the developed world as far as broadband
availability and costs and look at how other countries have solved it.

But I'm getting ahead of myself. Before we talk about improving our embarrassing broadband situation, let's just agree
not to wreck it so much more!

Please do the right thing. The future literally depends on it.

- Jeff

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 4,839 ------------------------------

From: bill.holt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
bill holt

------------------------------ Email 4,840 ------------------------------

From: leahvani
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Leonora Orr

------------------------------ Email 4,841 ------------------------------

From: mcarneyv
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Carney

------------------------------ Email 4,842 ------------------------------

From: kristiana.h
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:37
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality Rules
FCC Chairman Wheeler,

ISPs should NEVER have been classified as they are and you know it.  To argue the Internet is not and shouldn’t be
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classified under Title II is as idiotic now as when it was mis-classified in the first place.  If you randomly asked people
on the street they’d all agree - or already believe - the Internet is a utility.  As such ISPs should be nothing more than
“dumb pipes” to get data it into our homes and businesses.  As an economic necessity in the modern world of business,
ISPs should never be allowed to play favorites, and certainly shouldn’t be able to establish a “fast line” where edge
services that can pay will get to buy an uneven playing field.  There is no way that won’t hurt innovation and disruptive
start-ups.  We don’t need rules that require government oversight, and transparency, and judgements of whether or not
how traffic is treated is fair or not - we need a rule stating ALL traffic must be treated EQUALLY.  Only then will it be
a fair and level playing field by design.

You have an obvious conflict-of-interest from having been a lobbyist for the very industry you are now charged to
regulate.  That should have been reason enough for you to never have been appointed to your current position.  So,
perhaps you need to be reminded: you do NOT work for the industry anymore, you NOW work for the American
people.  And corporations are not people.  The people are the consumers who are relying on YOU to represent OUR
interests against overwhelming corporate power.  Please do NOT hand the future of the Internet to companies like
Comcast (and on a related note, do not allow them to merger with Time-Warner Cable either.  Comcast has repeatedly
demonstrated they cannot be trusted, so they absolutely shouldn’t be given more absolute power in the industry).

Do your job, Mr. Wheeler. Stand up for US, the American consumers!  Your performance as Chairman thus far has
been underwhelming to say the least. Fight for REAL Net Neutrality, not some watered-down, toothless facsimile.  If
you are unwilling to do that, then you should resign.

Sincerely,
Kristiana Hansen
Web Designer & Developer

P.S. You may have noticed I sent this from a Comcast email account.  The only reason I even have Comcast service is
that there are literally NO other viable broadband options available in my neighborhood, and I also know I pay more for
less service than more affluent parts of the metro in which I live.  I am not alone in this situation, which is all the more
reason broadband ISPs should not be allowed to play favorites.  Many broadband consumers, especially out in here the
Midwest, are effectively held hostage by Comcast or other providers enjoying localized monopolies.

------------------------------ Email 4,843 ------------------------------

From: brndaclrk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Dear Tom Wheeler,

I just signed Zach Moore's petition "Tom Wheeler: Maintain Net Neutrality<http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-
wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>" on Change.org.

Maintain Net Neutrality by stopping the "Fast Lane" policies being proposed by the FCC.

Sincerely,
Sandy Brainard Puyallup, Washington

  _____

There are now 4 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Zach Moore by
clicking here:
http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b<http://www.change.org/petitions/tom-wheeler-maintain-net-neutrality/responses/new?
response=592e04194e5b&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>

 <http://api.mixpanel.com/track?
data=eyJldmVudCI6Im9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzIjp7ImVtYWlsX25hbWUiOiJmaWZ0eSIsImlkIjoi
dXNlcl85MDYwNTM5OCIsImNpdHkiOiIiLCJzdGF0ZSI6IiIsInppcGNvZGUiOiIiLCJjb3VudHJ5X2NvZGUiOiJVUy
IsImluY29tcGxldGVfYWRkcmVzcyI6dHJ1ZSwic2lnbnVwX2RhdGUiOiIyMDE0LTA0LTI0IiwibG9naW5fY291bnQi
OjEsInRvdGFsX2FjdGlvbnMiOjAsImNvbm5lY3RlZF90b19mYWNlYm9vaz8iOmZhbHNlLCJzaWdudXBfY29udGV
4dCI6InNpZ251cCIsImRpc3RpbmN0X2lkIjoiZDVhYzZlMjItZWQxZi00MzZjLThkYWItMjk3ZGFkNGJjZjlkIiwidG9
rZW4iOiIzMGFhMjZhMWQ2ZTkzYWUxNThkZmJkYzE2YjQ5MzMxMiJ9fQ==&ip=1&img=1>
<http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=Yca7J0IwWiyvnccfVPFtAPXm-
2FM0hXO4JQyS3pFOh66PFcyi4Htfp4ygVdj1bNZtc7azfA1SbkCEjpMsVdeMy3jWY7QhELurJYvN-
2B96nQjWf0ZsXuiqGzaUri5nIUrpJBTMPoxfcRf-2BmTywbEE9s0AacprXQ8SYwGsKLCpuMqe2Itbc7u8M1-
2F4fYIbp5oao3oksx1gdZLHDB4mDEnXGU9dlqvx7pPldK0-2FK1kQe7RKYoCUt7d3nsZt1VIn-
2FfzZ7UNp384rCVQHuxKfNdj6l0KcN47wKyGpIv5Fqlo8lJ-2BY-2BUD56axf39D3kMsJU2-2Bh3Ux>

------------------------------ Email 4,847 ------------------------------

From: wayjan19
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:41
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Wayne Oncale (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,
I am totally opposed to the end of Net neutrality that has allowed the Internet revolution.Internet service providers
should not be allowed to charge a premium to content providers to get the "fast lane" delivery. I urge you to reconsider
your decision. Respectfully yours, Wayne Oncale
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,848 ------------------------------
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From: waterwater108
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Green

------------------------------ Email 4,849 ------------------------------

From: adrawling
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Doug Rawling

------------------------------ Email 4,850 ------------------------------

From: archie_101
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
carolyn massey

------------------------------ Email 4,851 ------------------------------

From: krisgalatian
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kris Barkley

------------------------------ Email 4,852 ------------------------------

From: susanharman1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:45
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Harman

------------------------------ Email 4,853 ------------------------------

From: ladiabla333
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michelle Pavcovich

------------------------------ Email 4,854 ------------------------------

From: lwdrescher
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Drescher

------------------------------ Email 4,855 ------------------------------

From: jacquelynjudd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jacquelyn Judd

------------------------------ Email 4,856 ------------------------------

From: lmjor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lois Jordan

------------------------------ Email 4,857 ------------------------------

From: scott
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Scott Earisman

------------------------------ Email 4,858 ------------------------------

From: suzydstristan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Suzanne Dunham

------------------------------ Email 4,859 ------------------------------

From: jdalton3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julia Dalton

------------------------------ Email 4,860 ------------------------------

From: baroodyl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
L Baroody

------------------------------ Email 4,861 ------------------------------

From: sylviadeba
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sylvia De Baca

------------------------------ Email 4,862 ------------------------------

From: meanderquest
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 20:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am a resident of Illinois and I am concerned by the recently proposed rules which would allow companies to charge
more from specific companies for better service. The proposed open Internet rules concern and negatively impact
everyone in this country.

Who among us can say that they have not had their lives impacted by Google, Facebook, Netflix, and other companies?
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What if moneyed interests were to suddenly gain an advantage in the squashing of new startups? What if a company
came along which could do to Google what Google did to AOL? Our lives would very likely be improved if this
hypothetical company were to be free to flourish under a neutral Internet. On the other hand, if AOL had been able to
use their wealth at the time to obtain faster service than Google, they might have been able to crush Google and force us
 to endure under their reign. Freed from the balancing influence of competition, they would be free to set their own
rates, rules, and government regulations (because as we have seen time and again, wealthy companies contributing to
Super PACs can have a negative impact on democracy). The mission of the government is not to protect individual
capitalist entities who fear for their profits.

I am sure that you do not need me to write further on the subject. People far more eloquent and notable than myself have
 made arguments in favor of Net Neutrality and against allowing corporations to buy their way into greater profits with
more negative consequences for the less fortunate. I just wanted to make my voice heard.

Please don't do anything to harm Net Neutrality. Two virtues which are quite often touted as American principles are
free speech and the American dream of rising to greatness. An Internet which is not neutral threatens both free speech
and entrepreneurship. Therefore it is your solemn duty as Americans to guard the Internet against those who would
profit from our diminishing.

Sincerely,
Robert Knudson

------------------------------ Email 4,863 ------------------------------

From: randolphb69
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Heather Booher
5435 St Rt 55
Urbana, OH 43078

------------------------------ Email 4,864 ------------------------------

From: mattinair
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
matthew evers

------------------------------ Email 4,865 ------------------------------

From: feluscatus
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

CATHY POHLMAN
1927 MILLER
LA CROSSE, WI 54601
US

------------------------------ Email 4,866 ------------------------------

From: eilmassey
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
demand net neutrality.

Eileen Massey
5924 Herzog St
Emeryville, CA 94608
US

------------------------------ Email 4,867 ------------------------------

From: billadeb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Deborah Beck
400 decatur avenue
Peekskill, NY 10566
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US

------------------------------ Email 4,868 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Benjamin Helfman
1440 West Street
Redding, CA 96001
US

------------------------------ Email 4,869 ------------------------------

From: kline.jb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeff Kline

------------------------------ Email 4,870 ------------------------------

From: ebethdavis54321
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
nancydavis davis

------------------------------ Email 4,871 ------------------------------

From: kma36
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kelly Allison

------------------------------ Email 4,872 ------------------------------

From: shitpileofjunkmail
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Gold
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NJ

------------------------------ Email 4,873 ------------------------------

From: j.blanco718
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christopher Fernandez

NY
US

------------------------------ Email 4,874 ------------------------------

From: stephanbotes
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:56
Subject: proposed rule feedback
the proposed rule on net neutrality could be the most corrupt and stupid idea in the history of government oversight. do
not finalize the rule.

------------------------------ Email 4,875 ------------------------------

From: sanjinx333
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sanjin Deric
6114 Tall Oaks Dr
Mentor, OH 44060
US

------------------------------ Email 4,876 ------------------------------

From: dbond
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:56
Subject: Killing Net Neutrality & Your War on Small Businesses
Hi Mr. Wheeler,
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You don’t know me, but I know that you’re trying to push ahead a multi-tiered internet, allowing the mega companies to
 own the “fast internet” and regular folk use the slow internet. This type of regulation will be a death blow to 10,000s of
small businesses across the country, that rely on the fair distribution of information on the internet, not a tiered approach
 allowing only the deepest pockets to stream, communicate, update and inform their customers first. How can the
100,000’s of small businesses that use the internet be expected to pay the kinds of money Google, Apple, Microsoft, and
 the big media companies can pay.

Your decision will quickly deteriorate the even playing field the internet provides for global commerce. It will stifle
growth, to line the pockets of a few ISP’s. It’s a very near sighted approach to regulating the internet, and it borders on
atrocious when accompanied by the Citizens United & individual political contributions rulings that have occurred by
the Federal Gov’t in the recent past. Our country is being chopped up and sold to the highest bidders for short term
profits, while our freedoms are leaving us. Please find some reason in your mind and decency in your heart to change
the course of history by preventing this avenue of communication and commerce from being enslaved by the behemoth
corporations. Do not continue the rise of the 2nd gilded age, you have the power to keep the internet free, or to give it
and America to the selfish rich.

Dave Bond

------------------------------ Email 4,877 ------------------------------

From: joandgoldman2007
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joan Goldman
823 Dwight St.
San Francisco, CA 94134
US

------------------------------ Email 4,878 ------------------------------

From: numah
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Numa Haase
119 Elm St
Montpelier, VT 05602
US
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------------------------------ Email 4,879 ------------------------------

From: no2342
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
M M

------------------------------ Email 4,880 ------------------------------

From: meaghan.goldman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Meaghan Goldman

------------------------------ Email 4,881 ------------------------------
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From: canberrabowen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ian Dixon

 2617
AU

------------------------------ Email 4,882 ------------------------------

From: bmc2964m
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

We need to keep the Internet free the way it has always been.

barb caso
296 main
rocky hill, CT 06067
US

------------------------------ Email 4,883 ------------------------------

From: sjgooding
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Gooding
106 Elgin St.
St.Thomas, ot N5R3M4
CA

------------------------------ Email 4,884 ------------------------------

From: woody42013
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 20:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Dear Sirs,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. We want an open , free, internet. Lets not become China, Russia, N. Korea, where there internet access is
 limited and censored.

Scott Sherwood
PO Box 17488
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151
US

------------------------------ Email 4,885 ------------------------------

From: odw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vic and Barby Ulmer

------------------------------ Email 4,886 ------------------------------

From: barbara.forrest
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:00
Subject: Reclassify ISPs as common carriers
Dear members of the FCC:

The Internet belongs to the American people, not the big corporations. It is past time that the FCC operate in the
interests of the people and classify the ISPs as common carriers.

JUST DO THE MORALLY RIGHT THING. IT IS NOT HARD.
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Sincerely,

Barbara Forrest

------------------------------ Email 4,887 ------------------------------

From: kkincal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

It is simply not right to allow money to control access to web content.
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. This
country and the rest of the international community needs net neutrality.

Kathryn Kassem
259 N. Myrtle Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016
US

------------------------------ Email 4,888 ------------------------------

From: migb4life
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Trevor Rump
Glass Rd
Ortonville, MI 49462
US

------------------------------ Email 4,889 ------------------------------

From: barb v67
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barbara Vogel

------------------------------ Email 4,890 ------------------------------

From: phhusch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:01
Subject: Neutral
I feel that these proposals will stifle the growth of start up companies and media outlets. With the potential for payments
 giving faster sites, the "little guy" will be unable to complete. The great thing about the internet is that it is the most
equal playing field we have for media.

Paul Husch

------------------------------ Email 4,891 ------------------------------

From: dannyrerucha
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Danny Rerucha (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

I just want you to know how much I value net neutrality, and how I do not support the FCC's proposal to allow ISP's to
offer preferential treatment to Internet traffic.

Sincerely,
Danny Rerucha
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,892 ------------------------------

From: juergen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Juergen Backhaus

ot
NZ

------------------------------ Email 4,893 ------------------------------

From: crystal lady76
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Juanita Bittle
650 Sardis St.
Midlothian, TX 76065
US

------------------------------ Email 4,894 ------------------------------

From: goldsworthyj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Goldsworthy
1541 South Bundy Drive Apt 206
Los Angeles, CA 90025
US

------------------------------ Email 4,895 ------------------------------

From: scarlettrchmn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Scarlett Richman

------------------------------ Email 4,896 ------------------------------

From: lund amy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amy Lund

------------------------------ Email 4,897 ------------------------------

From: omzern
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jim Czerniak

------------------------------ Email 4,898 ------------------------------

From: gpickler
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:03
Subject: Proposed FCC Changes Allowing ISP Use Charges
Well, congratulations to Mr. Wheeler for following his master's commands
and setting it up for ISPs (read Cable companies) to charge for use of
the internet bandwidth.  I'm sure there's a cushy payoff coming after he
exits his job at the FCC.  Who's kidding who here: it's obvious the big
telecom guys are calling the shots and the little guys down here at the
bottom will end up paying for it.

------------------------------ Email 4,899 ------------------------------

From: pgeometro
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Peter Curia

------------------------------ Email 4,900 ------------------------------

From: wildwoodsoftexas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Martha Eberle

------------------------------ Email 4,901 ------------------------------

From: bakerjsmith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Baker Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,902 ------------------------------

From: grimeskrista75
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Krista Grimes

------------------------------ Email 4,903 ------------------------------

From: barrick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chris (Barrick) writes:

Mr Wheeler,

I am a consumer and computer scientist. I feel very strongly that the internet should be neutral and that the best way to
accomplish that end is to regulate ISPs as common carriers.

You are getting a very bad reputation on the internet because of your associations with the telecom and cable lobbies.
The current proposals for net neutrality favor these companies and hurt the consumer. Please don't let me down and
rectify the recent controversies introduced to the net neutrality discussion.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,904 ------------------------------

From: psmitten1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pat Smitt

------------------------------ Email 4,905 ------------------------------

From: apaluso
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:05
Subject: Keep the internet equal
Hi Tom,

I wanted to let you know that I am against the newly proposed FCC rules for internet regulations.  The internet is as
great as it is today because it’s equal for everyone, and it should remain that way.  Websites and services shouldn’t get
preferential treatment over each other based on whether or not it’s “commercially reasonable.”  Anything could be
justified as “commercially reasonable.”  What these rules propose have the potential to damage businesses, raise end
user prices, and limit freedom.  You need to consider the broad implications of these proposed rules, and you need to
keep working to keep the internet equal for everyone.

Anthony Paluso

------------------------------ Email 4,906 ------------------------------

From: gfcm11
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gary Muller
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------------------------------ Email 4,907 ------------------------------

From: richardjohnmann
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard John Mann

------------------------------ Email 4,908 ------------------------------

From: elainebecker
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elaine Becker

------------------------------ Email 4,909 ------------------------------
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From: bobs-it
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert W Shillato

------------------------------ Email 4,910 ------------------------------

From: apaluso
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:06
Subject: Keep the internet equal
Hi Mignon,

I wanted to let you know that I am against the newly proposed FCC rules for internet regulations.  The internet is as
great as it is today because it’s equal for everyone, and it should remain that way.  Websites and services shouldn’t get
preferential treatment over each other based on whether or not it’s “commercially reasonable.”  Anything could be
justified as “commercially reasonable.”  What these rules propose have the potential to damage businesses, raise end
user prices, and limit freedom.  You need to consider the broad implications of these proposed rules, and you need to
keep working to keep the internet equal for everyone.

Anthony Paluso

------------------------------ Email 4,911 ------------------------------

From: finfan28
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Boldish

------------------------------ Email 4,912 ------------------------------

From: ckahl5
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Tom,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism. I know that you used to work as a
lobbyist for the cable companies, just as former FCC commissioner Meredith Baker went from being FCC
commissioner to Senior VP of Comcast's Government Affairs. I know you are likely being well paid, either directly or
with a job offer sometime in the future, to favor the outcome the cable companies desire with regards to net neutrality.

By placing your personal interests ahead of the public's you are doing irrevocable harm to our nation. For a nation that
claims to be all about opportunity for the poor we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance for people to start
 up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't paying cable
companies that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for. It is inconceivable that you believe
 that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for anyone besides major corporations.You are selling out the
public good to line your pockets. Once net neutrality is ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue.
Your actions will have hugely negative repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on
you, but you should be ashamed of what you are doing.

------------------------------ Email 4,913 ------------------------------

From: robertwedemeyer
To:

eart
hlink.net
Date: 4/25/2014 21:07
Subject: Internet Access
Right now there is no one protecting Internet users from ISPs that block or discriminate against websites. It’s time for
the new FCC leadership to correct the agency’s past mistakes and to reassert the agency’s clear authority over our
nation’s communications infrastructure. To preserve the open Internet, the FCC must reclassify broadband Internet
access as a telecommunications service.

Use your authority to establish a solid legal footing for the vital policies and protections this court decision threatens.

Thanks,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Robert Wedemeyer

------------------------------ Email 4,914 ------------------------------

From: robertwedemeyer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:07
Subject:
Right now there is no one protecting Internet users from ISPs that block or discriminate against websites. It’s time for
the new FCC leadership to correct the agency’s past mistakes and to reassert the agency’s clear authority over our
nation’s communications infrastructure. To preserve the open Internet, the FCC must reclassify broadband Internet
access as a telecommunications service.

Use your authority to establish a solid legal footing for the vital policies and protections this court decision threatens.

Thanks,
Robert Wedemeyer

------------------------------ Email 4,915 ------------------------------

From: ned.lemieux
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ned Lemieux (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler. You have no right to play lord and master over the internet. In a "free" nation, we are all too quickly
losing every last bastion of that oh-so-prized right. The internet is the one place we can be truly free, Facebook TOS
aside. You must be raking it in, allowing the likes of Comcast, ATT, and Verizon, among others, to dictate how much
bandwidth we'll all be able to enjoy, unless we cave and pay. How much of that deal goes into YOUR pocket? I will do
all I can to fight you in this, and even advocate to bring it to SCOTUS, although I hold very small hope. They're as
partisan as you appear to be, so we can guess where their allegiances lie. Yours are no different. We the People, will
stand in the way of whatever you decide to bring, so be ready for a fight. Once the facts come out, I don't see you lasting
 too very long in your job, and step out of line too far, and I hope you rot in a dank, dark jail.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,916 ------------------------------

From: yuliah92
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Hayes

------------------------------ Email 4,917 ------------------------------

From: cng04843
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:09
Subject: Internet neutrality must be the standard
The American public needs a one-speed neutral internet.  It was built on public dollars.  Do not tier and enable
privileged corporations with their political and business priorities to gain disproportionately and, worse yet, determine
what message gets communicated faster and better.

The issue is political speech. How un-American and undemocratic it is now to tier our communication system to one for
 big money and one, not.

 It's far too important to be left to oligarchs. Common carrier laws date back to the Magna Carta.

Keep a neutral internet. President Obama needs to keep his internet neutrality promise.

------------------------------ Email 4,918 ------------------------------

From: obitoddkenobi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Todd R. Finlay (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler, Please  keep the internet open with equal access for all. Thank you, Todd Finlay
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,919 ------------------------------

From: juli
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:09
Subject: On Net Neutrality.
The Internet, as the meme arose from congress some years ago, is a series of tube, it's not a truck.

A customer is not paying their ISP to go out and fetch some content and bring it back to them; the ISP is probably
involved with at most half of the tubes involved.  The majority of intermediaries are going to be neutral because they
don't have a reason not to be; if they do have a reason not to be, it's simply anti-competitive.
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These many exchange points, these are where the billing, the metering should happen, on the basis of volume used, on
the basis of the immediate party who is relaying the traffic.  In reality, my ISP has little to do with the content I transmit
or receive, and this is how it should be, how it must be.

I pay my ISP to be able to move data between me and their peers (and within their internal network, for that matter) at a
certain rate.  I do not pay them to care about the contents of the data, because it is patently-absurd for them to care.
They only need to care if their peer exchanges also move away from net neutrality, and start to charge more for data to
and from certain locations.  Then my ISP needs to bill me something more than they do.

If my ISP ran a sewer (and being Comcast, that's a fair analogy), the best way for them to bill me would be to look at
how much capacity they commit to being available to me, and the only kind of metering they should do is to ensure I
don't exceed my capacity.  And this makes good sense, since the Internet is not in a single-segment sewer that drains
quickly and easily, but is more like the sewers of multi-tiered cities in the sky.  Comcast have a certain amount of
capacity with the next sewer down and so on.  They make sure my waste gets to its destination, and indeed do not really
need to care about what that destination is.

Now, they could charge me different amounts for different kinds of waste, or they could prioritize some kinds of waste
over others.  But why should they?  It is merely a justification for them to extract more money, to gouge on the basis of
needs.  They have no functional reason for requiring it.

I am sure you will get better descriptions and better objections than that, but it really seems as though the FCC do not
understand this world they have the unenviable task of regulating.  Simply none of the justifications make any sense, but
 they appear to because they adopt wrong framings, lazy rhetoric, and polemics that connect with business-oriented
people.

But those of us who work on the systems that make the Internet work know that it's a bunch of crap intuitively, because
there's no technical justification at all.  This is just business opportunism; the creation of a problem to justify an increase
 in profits.  That is not how business should work, especially given that society has become so locked-in to the neutral
Internet in these past several decades, and devoted huge amounts of capital to its development.  If we had known that
the Internet was going to be as neutral as AOL, we might have built and used something else instead.  Note that every
non-neutral Internet-esque provider has failed, while the open Internet has soared.  Sunk costs being what they are, it
would be difficult to replace.

But not impossible.

It would be like a company who makes spoons from a taxpayer-funded design with all kinds of taxpayer subsidies
deciding one day that if you use the spoon to eat ice cream or other "luxury foods" you owe them additional royalties.

Thanks,
Juli.

------------------------------ Email 4,920 ------------------------------

From: perfectlygrand
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler~
We want net neutrality.  The internet needs to be treated as a utility and not rigged as another double dip revenue stream
 for your friends.  Please resign.
Charles Flaum
1846 RT 100c
Johnson, VT 05656
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------------------------------ Email 4,921 ------------------------------

From: laverne3m
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
LaVerne Rose Moore

------------------------------ Email 4,922 ------------------------------

From: dbcooney
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donald Cooney

------------------------------ Email 4,923 ------------------------------
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From: mcbisselli
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Bissell

------------------------------ Email 4,924 ------------------------------

From: jen.c.mars
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jennifer Marshall

Chicago, IL

------------------------------ Email 4,925 ------------------------------

From: carmenfletcher
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carmen Fletcher
69 Thompson St.
Milford, CT 06460
US
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------------------------------ Email 4,926 ------------------------------

From: kitty9gypsytoo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pamela Check

------------------------------ Email 4,927 ------------------------------

From: eaustin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:11
Subject: It stinks!
It doesn’t matter what we say. You guys will do whatever you want anyway.

Ed Austin| Special Assets Recovery |Credit & Collections | Comdata, Inc.

5301 Maryland Way | Brentwood, TN 37027 |w: 615.370.7000 ext 4529| f: 615.370.7562 |
mailto:

  _____

IMPORTANT: The sender intends that this electronic message is for the exclusive use of the person to whom it is
addressed. This message may contain information that is confidential. If the reader of this message is not an intended
recipient, be aware that any disclosure, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication, or the use of its
contents, is prohibited. If you have received this message in error, then please immediately notify the sender of your
inadvertent receipt and delete this message from all data storage systems. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 4,928 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: lyngla1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
L Glanser

------------------------------ Email 4,929 ------------------------------

From: laurence kendall
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Laurence Kendall

------------------------------ Email 4,930 ------------------------------

From: itsallabout
To:
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It saddens me to think I though America was a great place and to look now and realize how corrosive our own
government is to ourselves and the people. The internet was concieved and created by multiple nations and people for
the purpose of connecting people. It took off and became a world wide phenomenon. To want such a beatiful thing
restricted because a few companies can pay a lot of money is one of the most crushing things I have ever felt. It tells me
America is not about the people, but is about the 1% and the way the American people can fed the bank accounts of the
1%.

America is now an oligarchy, a badge of shame. How do we know? Multiple studies (
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/jeffrey-winters/oligarchy-and-democracy-i_b_5206368.html?
utm_hp_ref=business&ir=Business , http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2014/apr/21/americas-oligarchy-not-
democracy-or-republic-unive/ ) has come to the conclusion of it. A country founded for the people by the people has
become so corrupt and so lazy that those words mean nothing. We have no inspiration to inspire us to revolt, riot,
protest because we have to work or get fired or because things happen so fast when it is against peoples best interests
that we don't know before it is too late. we should fight for a democracy, if not by the people then at least by the people
we trusted to help us for us. But what is help compared to millions of dollars, right?

You, the FCC, need to fight FOR THE PEOPLE, not corporations. They are not the people, they are groups who want to
 make it harder for us to use and experience the internet. You need to help me, us, America, and our image to the world.
We are quickly becoming a laughing stock as the EU has overtaken us in finance and ability. If you don't think those
reasons or causes are sufficient to make you help the people, the ones you should serve first, then you are in the wrong
spot. If you don't want to help anyone but your billionaire friends and yourselves you are the problem the causes more
problems and you are the scourge of America.

Please help America be successful and a beacon to the world of how to live and govern.

A very concerned and terrified citizen and a potentially voiceless person you prefer to ignore,
                  Elijah Craig

Elijah Craig
4642 SE Bakken Court
Port Orchard, WA 98366

------------------------------ Email 4,933 ------------------------------

From: cenoura a cuidadosa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Hannah Alanko
44490 Pocahontas Road
Baker City, OR 97814
US

------------------------------ Email 4,934 ------------------------------

From: borisrorer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:13
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Boris Rorer

------------------------------ Email 4,935 ------------------------------

From: john.curtis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Curtis

------------------------------ Email 4,936 ------------------------------

From: larry.justin.eckert
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Justin Eckert

OR
US

------------------------------ Email 4,937 ------------------------------

From: airbat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
nicholas lenchner

------------------------------ Email 4,938 ------------------------------

From: carlopanno
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:14
Subject: Net neutrality

Mr. Wheeler,

Please don’t make us pay a ransom to have quick and easy access to the Internet.

Best regards,

-- Carlo Panno
Burbank, California

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 4,939 ------------------------------
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From: e2ef3a00
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Debra Krogbin
10021 Arbuckle Dr
Las Vegas, NV 89134
US

------------------------------ Email 4,940 ------------------------------

From: chris
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chris Hilton (  writes:

DO NOT END NET NEUTRALITY!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,941 ------------------------------

From: magikcat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Tashina Wolfe (  writes:

HOW DARE YOU!? These are my rights that you are infringing on.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,942 ------------------------------

From: m blisshaven
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Melissa Blisshaven

Charleston, WV
US

------------------------------ Email 4,943 ------------------------------

From: thomaskfinch
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thomas Whitson
1330 Contra Costa Ave, Apt C4
San Pablo, CA 94806
US

------------------------------ Email 4,944 ------------------------------

From: walkenboy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brad Paulson

------------------------------ Email 4,945 ------------------------------

From: bhaktirocks
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ane takaha

------------------------------ Email 4,946 ------------------------------

From: i.tanya
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tanya Ishikawa

------------------------------ Email 4,947 ------------------------------

From: tpost7
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Timothy Post
1108 NE Independence Ave.
Apt. #1015
Lee's Summit, MO 64086

------------------------------ Email 4,948 ------------------------------
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From: bethcarr1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Beth Carr

------------------------------ Email 4,949 ------------------------------

From: billandi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Bill Hartsock
2508 Hughes Ave
Claymont, DE 19703
US

------------------------------ Email 4,950 ------------------------------

From: mpbcs3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Herrick Cross Jr
933 State Route 3
Plattsburgh, NY 12901
US

------------------------------ Email 4,951 ------------------------------

From: rpoverfield
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ray Overfield

------------------------------ Email 4,952 ------------------------------

From: normbarbc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Norman Cubanski
9373 Snowbird Way
Sacramento, CA 95826

------------------------------ Email 4,953 ------------------------------

From: deenoblett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dee Noblett

------------------------------ Email 4,954 ------------------------------

From: nikorasu85
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to charge for special, faster lanes to deliver their content, while
reducing non vip bandwidth quality. In an environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and
 every day Internet users won't be able to compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that
has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

What's more, Internet providers should be classified as Common Carriers, and should not manipulate or limit the data
carried by their lines.

Nikolaus Stromberg
210 S Gage ST
Somonauk, IL 60552

------------------------------ Email 4,955 ------------------------------

From: crd1853
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chris Davis
350 Vistamont Drive
Grass Valley, CA 95945

------------------------------ Email 4,956 ------------------------------

From: wright.491
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chadwick Wright
8952 Marchbank Lane
Lewis Center, OH 43035
US

------------------------------ Email 4,957 ------------------------------

From: bs03751
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Sloboda
1353 Gleneagles
Highland, MI 48357
US

------------------------------ Email 4,958 ------------------------------

From: bbindygirl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
barb stahl

------------------------------ Email 4,959 ------------------------------

From: petenik
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ted Pletenik, Jr.

------------------------------ Email 4,960 ------------------------------

From: twday60
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:20
Subject: Net Neutrality is Democracy-Critical
In the last 40 years, the FCC has made a collection of poor decisions, many of which have probably fatally harmed our
democracy: the incredibly foolish and corrupt 1987 decision to repeal the Fairness Doctrine; allowing communications
to merge forming "too big to fail" monopolies that elevate consumer costs and provide no technological value or
advantage; rule changes allowing a few corporations or, even a single corporation, to own every media outlet in major
markets; and, now, the idiotic move to close the internet that will completely close the loop on the country's news
outlets so that a few rich and powerful people have the only word on any major issue.

Instead of serving corporate over public interests, it would be encouraging to see one department in the federal
government fighting for a free "press," consumer rights, and to limit the power of corrupt, incompetent, and anti-
democratic corporate interests. If just acting as a gatekeeper for corporate investors is the best service the FCC can
provide, it may be time to shut the agency down entirely.
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---------------
Thomas.W. Day
Little Canada, MN

------------------------------ Email 4,961 ------------------------------

From: trisha9254
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patricia Cooper
1992 Mineola St Apt A
Colorado Springs, CO 80915
US

------------------------------ Email 4,962 ------------------------------

From: e donnadieu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elisa Donnadieu

------------------------------ Email 4,963 ------------------------------

From: luke
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Luke Dykes
121 Kings Mountain Dr.
Church Hill, TN 37642
US

------------------------------ Email 4,964 ------------------------------

From: petewalrath
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Peter Walrath (  writes:

I would like to know WHY you think it's ok to make decisions which pander to the interests of the corporate world
while doing nothing to protect the average American's interests in having a uncensored, equally-accessible internet.
WHY is this ok?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 4,965 ------------------------------

From: born2rungal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donna Doherty
37 Exeter St.
Quincy, MA 02170
US

------------------------------ Email 4,966 ------------------------------

From: shmatrick19
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patrick Rooney

------------------------------ Email 4,967 ------------------------------

From: johnt3471
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. We want what has always been a free internet and not a give away to giant corporations. The American
people are fast reaching a point where we will no longer tolerate a government for the corporations,  by the
corporations, and no place for the views of the ninety eight percent of we Americans.

John Toth
5027 U.S. Highway 50
Salem, IL 62881
US

------------------------------ Email 4,968 ------------------------------

From: gattopaws16
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gina Gatto
18755 Crest Ave
Castro  Valley, CA 94546
US

------------------------------ Email 4,969 ------------------------------

From: gallogarden
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

This decision would be the height of irresponsibility, and appears to have been decided without significant
understanding of the consequences to working Americans.  You must recognize the impact allowing corporations to
determine what media content is available to the public and at what cost, smacks of government run as an oligarchy.

Christine Gallo
230 Navajo Rd
Pittsburgh, PA 15241
US

------------------------------ Email 4,970 ------------------------------

From: abconners
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:24
Subject: You are destroying America
America is based on freedom and democracy. Do not enable the oligarchy of corporate power to control the last bastion
of free speech.

------------------------------ Email 4,971 ------------------------------

From: budvieira
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:24
Subject: Net neutrality - NOT!
Open access to the internet is increasingly a lifeline to disadvantaged and voiceless people around the world. Where
they cannot compete in the financial marketplace, they can band together and compete in the marketplace of ideas. By
opening up the internet to paid 'high speed lanes', you are taking the one resource for power and change these people
have left and putting it on the auction block for the highest bidder. We need FAR LESS corporate control over public
and private discourse, not more. PLEASE DON'T DO THIS!!

------------------------------ Email 4,972 ------------------------------

From: mneko13
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Also, MY GOD, they hired a cable lobbyist as part of the FCC? Just how many foxes did Obama bring
into the hen house?

Jess Ragan
8584 Peoples Road
Edmore 48829
US

------------------------------ Email 4,973 ------------------------------
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From: pash
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
P Galbavy

------------------------------ Email 4,974 ------------------------------

From: dpokorny
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dennis Pokorny

------------------------------ Email 4,975 ------------------------------

From: shaperobenjamin
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:25
Subject: Kill this self-defeating and unhelpful proposal
Dear FCC,

In 2010 I was an intern at the Office of Telecommunication and Information Applications at the NTIA.  I am also a
family friend of Edward Lazarus, former Chief of Staff for Chairman Genarchowski.

I am dismayed at the reports of your backing off of regulating Internet connections to ensure equal treatment of all
traffic.  Your protests aside, these proposed "peering" agreements provide a perverse economic incentive for ISPs to
slow down and cease general infrastructure improvements in favor of building out special "priority lanes" for additional
fees.

I understand that under your current classification of Internet as an Information service rather than a
telecommunications precludes you from applying your Open Internet rules as per the Supreme Court's interpretation.

As a citizen and taxpayer, I request a copy of the FCC's full legal and technical explanation as to why the FCC is not
taking the step of reclassifying Internet as a telecommunications service.

I thank you for taking the time to respond to my request,

Ben Shapero

------------------------------ Email 4,976 ------------------------------

From: mshores
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Melody Shores

------------------------------ Email 4,977 ------------------------------

From: adamwaynesmith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:25
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Adam Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,978 ------------------------------

From: moxieking
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ann King

------------------------------ Email 4,979 ------------------------------

From: dan7a7davis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
D Davis

------------------------------ Email 4,980 ------------------------------

From: jbrgray
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jim Gray

------------------------------ Email 4,981 ------------------------------

From: sanf sara
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Margo Krindel
1237 2nd Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122
US

------------------------------ Email 4,982 ------------------------------

From: heyrobert8
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: net neutrality
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I am not pleased with Mr. Wheeler's latest gift to Comcast/Verizon, and his destruction of net neutrality. This is nothing
other than corporate whoring on his part. Maybe he is trying to set himself up for a nice cushy job with one of these
corporations after he leaves office. His abandonment of the voting public, and our rights is simply astounding. Shame on
 him.
Sincerely, Robert Heymann

------------------------------ Email 4,983 ------------------------------

From: corwynte
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathryn Richardson

------------------------------ Email 4,984 ------------------------------

From: eichelbug
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
 This is a provider-side issue!
Cable companies need to be defined as common carriers, and not allowed to implement sliding scale fees based on
content of user/recipient media!
It's pretty straightforward and simple.
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

john eichelberger
3618 1/2 W.Washington Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90018
US

------------------------------ Email 4,985 ------------------------------
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From: jennifer-militzer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We hold this truth to be self evident:   All content is to be treated equally on the Internet.

Jennifer Militzer-Kopperl
2331 Haldis Way
Sacramento, CA 95822
US

------------------------------ Email 4,986 ------------------------------

From: jennifer-militzer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We hold this truth to be self evident:   All content is to be treated equally on the Internet.

Jennifer Militzer-Kopperl
2331 Haldis Way
Sacramento, CA 95822
US

------------------------------ Email 4,987 ------------------------------

From: nanmattis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nan mattis
401 grove
Haddonfield, NJ 08033
US

------------------------------ Email 4,988 ------------------------------

From: derek 19822002
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:27
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,
I, as a tax-paying law-obiding American citizen with a job, I vehemently object to this proposal.  This internet should be
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 open to everybody...we common folks already pay to use it unregulated every month, so there's no reason why only big
corporations should be able to use the internet unregulated.  It's a disgrace to this country and this isn't what our soldiers
fight, die, and get maimed for.  We common people are struggling and lots of us use the internet not just for browsing,
but for job searching, staying in touch with family and friends, and running online business...so not only would this be
bad for common people, but it would be bad for the economy as well.  Mr. Wheeler, if you let this pass...you, as well as
the Obama Administration, will be held accountable.  Do you do this for money?  If so, just remember...when we all die
someday, the money and material things will stay here and we'll have a God to answer to.   At least Karma will visit
you...so please do the right thing and be conscientious in your decisions, OK?  Rich people and politicians maybe above
 the law...but Karma and God can't be bribed.

Sincerely,
Derek R. Smith

------------------------------ Email 4,989 ------------------------------

From: scjfar
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Clare Farabaugh

------------------------------ Email 4,990 ------------------------------

From: sje4
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Susan Ensinger
P.O. Box 233
253 Long Rd
Lenhartsville, PA 19534
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US

------------------------------ Email 4,991 ------------------------------

From: dmbealmd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler

I oppose any attempt to change strict policies of Net Neutrality as you have proposed.

Any change from Net Neutrality would be the end of the internet as a institution supporting democratic principles.

Daniel Michael Beal, M.D.
Distinguished Life Fellow, American Psychiatric Association

------------------------------ Email 4,992 ------------------------------

From: ldixon2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Le Ila Dixon
4406 John Reagan St
Marshall, TX 75672
US

------------------------------ Email 4,993 ------------------------------

From: 4peanuts
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rebecca Barela
2228 Vireo Drive
North Augusta, SC 29841
US

------------------------------ Email 4,994 ------------------------------

From: beralmu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:28
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
bernardo  alayza mujica

------------------------------ Email 4,995 ------------------------------

From: the.becketts
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 21:29
Subject: I demand Full Net Neutrality
I demand the FCC classify Broadband Internet Access as a "Title II telecommunications service." under the
Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not
something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

Remember "I support Title II." Otherwise, the carriers can mess with the traffic and we're only debating the details of
how much they can mess with it.

I am sick of the corporate lobbying, corruption, and the revolving door of greed. Destroying net neutrality or cherry
picking what it stands for DOES NOT BENEFIT THE PUBLIC. Just when Brazil and Europe have strengthened their
laws and considered internet access a human right and protected full net neutrality, the good old United States of
Corruption and Representatives of Telecoms has gone out of their way to ruin the internet yet again. This will absolutely
 destroy everything. Stay out of it. We need laws passed that make the infrastructure of the internet open, free,
decentralized, neutral, and most importantly untouched so that innovation and free speech can flourish forever. I
demand fair, uncensored internet that anyone can share and access any content they desire, all at the same
speed/priority.

------------------------------ Email 4,996 ------------------------------

From: phefel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
http://m.neogaf.com/showthread.php?t=808150

------------------------------ Email 4,997 ------------------------------
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From: tdpreston
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Teresa Preston
84 Jacksonville Road
Homer City, PA 15748
US

------------------------------ Email 4,998 ------------------------------

From: phefel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Read this thread about how shitty you run the FCC.

http://m.neogaf.com/showthread.php?t=808150

------------------------------ Email 4,999 ------------------------------

From: noregroetz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cynthia Groetzinger

------------------------------ Email 5,000 ------------------------------

From: beralmu
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 21:31
Subject: PROTECT NET NEUTRALITY
Chairman Tom Wheeler:
Commissioner Mignon Clyburn:
Commissioner Jessica Rosenworcel:
Commissioner Ajit Pai:
Commissioner Michael O’Rielly:
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   Dear Commissioners

   I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

   We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

   We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

   The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

   We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

   Bernardo Alayza Mujica
   51111

   bernardo alayza mujica

------------------------------ Email 5,001 ------------------------------

From: jvanderl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jenifer VAnderland
210 American Dr
Ruther Glen, VA 22546
US

------------------------------ Email 5,002 ------------------------------

From: amritemt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
amrit khalsa

------------------------------ Email 5,003 ------------------------------

From: ravenousguitarist
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Deeds (  writes:

How much did it cost you to buy the position? I'm sure the Telecom companies are happy with your placement.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,004 ------------------------------

From: kylthrfaerie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jim Oxyer
1210 S Brook St Unit 1
Louisville, KY 40203
US

------------------------------ Email 5,005 ------------------------------

From: jmat1009
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:33
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

J. Mattie

Winger Springs, FL 32708

------------------------------ Email 5,006 ------------------------------

From: dmt8664
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Deanna Clinger
5133 Phillips Run
Canal Winchester, OH 43110
US

------------------------------ Email 5,007 ------------------------------

From: garden-granny
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Judith Saffran
605 Gatewood Dr.
Lowell 46356

------------------------------ Email 5,008 ------------------------------

From: chrisasay
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christopher Asay

------------------------------ Email 5,009 ------------------------------

From: lowellbarnes
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:34
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lowell Barnes (  writes:

My hope is to live long enough to see people that use their position in government to violate the interests of the majority
 of citizens of this country as you have, on trial for corruption.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,010 ------------------------------

From: btpg2252
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brian Guibbons
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------------------------------ Email 5,011 ------------------------------

From: cordare
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bernd Upnmoor
Quellenweg 23b
Hamburg, ot 20535
DE

------------------------------ Email 5,012 ------------------------------

From: dlarson1921
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dale Larson
1920 Tures Ln
Des Plaines, IL 60018
US

------------------------------ Email 5,013 ------------------------------

From: melcathcart
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Melissa Cathcart
3018 38 Ave S.
Minneapolis, MN 55406
US

------------------------------ Email 5,014 ------------------------------

From: drhayes21
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:36
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Danny Hayes

------------------------------ Email 5,015 ------------------------------

From: lornadoone59
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  The internet is for communication; NOT, the high paying movie companies that have remarked the
FIRST intentions of the technology!

Lorna Day
100 Jackson Street
Keyport, NJ 07735
US

------------------------------ Email 5,016 ------------------------------

From: pamharris810
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Pam Harris
3404 S 176th
Seattle, WA 98188
US

------------------------------ Email 5,017 ------------------------------
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From: ddavis78
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:36
Subject: Lets reclassify the internet, please support net neutrality.
Dear Commissioner Clynburn

    I am writing you because I have been hearing an awful lot about corporations starting to prioritize flow of information
 on the internet to their own applications. It seems like a horrible idea.

   I am a Medical student in Missouri, and I use the internet all the time for my medical education. There are so many
great resources our medical school has made available to us. For example I've watched two lectures, and quizzed myself
 in anatomy using MRI images online just today! This evening I will be chatting with my girlfriend on skype.

I rely on a fast, efficient, internet everyday for basic things from chatting with my friends and family, to educating
myself in Medicine.

If corporations get the power to throttle things they don't like. They will throttle googlechat, they will throttle Skype.
They will throttle the resources I use to educate myself.

It is very discouraging to hear the chairman of the FCC giving up on Net Neutrality. You guys are supposed to
representing us!!

So Please please please start pushing for the reclassification of the internet!! We need a free internet to stay competitive
and educated!

Thanks

-Dan

------------------------------ Email 5,018 ------------------------------

From: bobortrout
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bob Hammond

------------------------------ Email 5,019 ------------------------------

From: rforester9
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Our businesses need net neutrality.  Major corporations are doing just fine thank you.

Rosemary Forester
16580 Maple Circle
Lake Oswego, OR 97034
US

------------------------------ Email 5,020 ------------------------------

From: 1tailslap
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Karen Tracy
P.O. Box 1457
Gualala, CA 95445
US

------------------------------ Email 5,021 ------------------------------

From: nibbiekat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Wendie Fischer
5006 Doman Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356
US

------------------------------ Email 5,022 ------------------------------

From: jross367
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jordan Ross
1830 S. Carpenter Lane
Cottonwood, AZ 86326
US

------------------------------ Email 5,023 ------------------------------

From: grinpower7
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

April Silverman
325 WEst Bridge Street  #166
21 Darien Court
New Hope, PA PA 18938
US

------------------------------ Email 5,024 ------------------------------

From: brendabalanda
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brenda Balanda

------------------------------ Email 5,025 ------------------------------

From: geostud
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Zellmer
31217 Kingsley St.
Lucerne Valley, CA 92356
US

------------------------------ Email 5,026 ------------------------------

From: krismuller
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want rules to protect equal access to all media, in other words, we want net neutrality to be preserved.
To protect our democracy, which depends on free access to information, please preserve net neutrality.

Kris Muller
2230 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705
US

------------------------------ Email 5,027 ------------------------------

From: krismuller
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want rules to protect equal access to all media, in other words, we want net neutrality to be preserved.
To protect our democracy, which depends on free access to information, please preserve net neutrality.
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Kris Muller
2230 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705
US

------------------------------ Email 5,028 ------------------------------

From: reidkm21
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kathy Washington
25547 Dabner Dr
South Riding, VA 20152
US

------------------------------ Email 5,029 ------------------------------

From: lund amy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Amy Lund
3347 Old Lakeview Rd.
Hamburg, NY 14075
US

------------------------------ Email 5,030 ------------------------------

From: kgarlington
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
katy garlington

------------------------------ Email 5,031 ------------------------------

From: bruceleib
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Celeste Leibowitz

------------------------------ Email 5,032 ------------------------------

From: eac
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:42
Subject: preferential treatment a terrible idea
Madams and Sirs:

If the New York Times can afford the fees to load quickly on my
iPhone, and the Hampshire Daily Gazette cannot, which news source
will I turn to more often?  How can my local media compete?

If Google Docs speed onto my laptop, and a startup's tools do not,
how can the new technology get a fair chance?

Preferential treatment tilts the playing field hugely towards the big
players with deep pockets to pay for the preferential treatment. It
would be a huge blow against diverse free speech and a fair
marketplace.
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Thank you,

--
Eric A. Cohen   |

____________________________________________________________
FREE 3D EARTH SCREENSAVER - Watch the Earth right on your desktop!
Check it out at http://www.inbox.com/earth

------------------------------ Email 5,033 ------------------------------

From: bowalli27
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

It's incredible you losers are willing to use your power to take more of what little we have left of our lives away from
the people who have made your position possible.

You have apparently chosen to compel the internet to worship the same financial ideals as the rest of our society.

Money is the only power you recognize, like it will save your sorry asses - or maybe make your life more meaningful.

Have a happy, well-funded, life.  Losers!

Bob Wallick
6597 N. Lakeshore Dr.
Harbor Springs, MI 49740
US

------------------------------ Email 5,034 ------------------------------

From: choice
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Stone

------------------------------ Email 5,035 ------------------------------

From: deborahhoover
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Deborah Hoover
1915 California st.
#204
San Francisco, CA 94109
US

------------------------------ Email 5,036 ------------------------------

From: gekkoe808
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Noah Young

OR 97402
US

------------------------------ Email 5,037 ------------------------------

From: gschmitz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gladys Schmitz

------------------------------ Email 5,038 ------------------------------

From: memman838
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am Tim Aragon and I am against any threat to net neutrality!  Net neutrality is vital to the intrinsic value of the
internet.  Any pay for speed or similar plans would amount to no less than a direct threat against the first amendment!

------------------------------ Email 5,039 ------------------------------

From: abcphdpdx
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler:

The internet is a vital communication device for everyone, just as the
telephone has been.  Please reclassify broadband as a telecommunication
service.

Sincerely,

Ann B. Clarkson

--
Ann B. Clarkson, Ph.D.

------------------------------ Email 5,040 ------------------------------

From: grecorivera
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

gregory rivera
702 Rotonda Circle
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ROTONDA WEST, FL 33947
US

------------------------------ Email 5,041 ------------------------------

From: bardinp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Phyllis Bardin
1409 E Gadsden St
Pensacola
Pensacola, FL 32501
US

------------------------------ Email 5,042 ------------------------------

From: leemer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Leemer Ceernohlavek
1670 Welsh Lane
Fulton, MO 65251
US

------------------------------ Email 5,043 ------------------------------

From: siamakv
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Siamak Vossoughi

------------------------------ Email 5,044 ------------------------------

From: skate1980
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kevin McGuire
577 W. Market St.
York, PA 17113
US

------------------------------ Email 5,045 ------------------------------

From: aswiervosnos
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

amy swier

------------------------------ Email 5,046 ------------------------------

From: rh24
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rehana Huq

------------------------------ Email 5,047 ------------------------------

From: zoek7
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Z Kastl

------------------------------ Email 5,048 ------------------------------

From: mrluispabon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Luis Pabon
154 Rothwell Ave.
Cliffside Park, NJ 07010
US

------------------------------ Email 5,049 ------------------------------

From: k_dieroff
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
klaus dieroff

------------------------------ Email 5,050 ------------------------------

From: gonzalesjames53
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Gonzales
100 W. Main Street, Apt. 611
Bloomfield, IN 47424
US

------------------------------ Email 5,051 ------------------------------

From: cyedwil
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

AND

Expanded bandwidth like most of the advanced nations.
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Cyrano Wilson
9300 gynndale drive
clinton, MD 20735
US

------------------------------ Email 5,052 ------------------------------

From: tom.wittbrodt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thomas Wittbrodt
1458 Concord St
Enter your address line 2 here
Framingham, MA 01701
US

------------------------------ Email 5,053 ------------------------------

From: mrdsir
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Devin Henry

------------------------------ Email 5,054 ------------------------------

From: patty4282
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:51
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patty Linder

------------------------------ Email 5,055 ------------------------------

From: eth27
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ethel Silverberg

 12202

------------------------------ Email 5,056 ------------------------------

From: aoshotse
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Abraham Oshotse

------------------------------ Email 5,057 ------------------------------

From: chrisasay
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:53
Subject: Net Nutrality!
Ms. Clyburn:

I strongly support Internet Neutrality, and strongly oppose the
current proposal to allow discrimination, based on one's ability to pay.

Sincerely,

Christopher Asay
516 Carol Street
Dover, DE 19904
302-674-3422

------------------------------ Email 5,058 ------------------------------

From: cathegiffuni
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
C. Giffuni
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------------------------------ Email 5,059 ------------------------------

From: throwaways
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jonathan Mitchell

------------------------------ Email 5,060 ------------------------------

From: chrisasay
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:53
Subject: Net Nutrality!
Mr. Wheeler:

I strongly support Internet Neutrality, and strongly oppose the
current proposal to allow discrimination, based on one's ability to pay.

Sincerely,

Christopher Asay
516 Carol Street
Dover, DE 19904
302-674-3422

------------------------------ Email 5,061 ------------------------------

From: hkbeale
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.  We
want net neutrality.

Howard K. Beale, Jr.
38 Bartlett Street
Northborough, MA 01532
US

------------------------------ Email 5,062 ------------------------------

From: krisportal55
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:54
Subject: 2 Tier Internet
Please, please, please consider what you are doing. We the people cannot afford to have cable
and telecommunication companies monopolize internet access.  My internet is controlled by my cable company.  In
rural areas such as mine (Upstate NY), if I don’t bundle services, I’ll be stuck with subpar DSL.

As it is, my communications bills do nothing but escalate.  If you want this country to prosper, then don’t cut its
citizens’ access to modern technology.  Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 5,063 ------------------------------

From: stuartbramhall
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dr Stuart Jeanne Bramhall

------------------------------ Email 5,064 ------------------------------

From: laughingrat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:54
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karen Ratzlaff

------------------------------ Email 5,065 ------------------------------

From: link.jonesii
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Jones

AZ
US

------------------------------ Email 5,066 ------------------------------

From: gisele
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gisele Germain
1625 w. Frye Rd
phoenix, AZ 86046
US

------------------------------ Email 5,067 ------------------------------
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From: mikeclaporte
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike LaPorte
6488 SW MIDMAAR PLACE
PORTLAND, OR 97223
US

------------------------------ Email 5,068 ------------------------------

From: millerk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kerby  Miller

------------------------------ Email 5,069 ------------------------------

From: sarahflum
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

sarah flum
8958 ee.25 rd
rapid river, MI 49878
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AL

------------------------------ Email 5,070 ------------------------------

From: fbertonaschi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Francis Bertonaschi
250 Hazelwood Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15207
US

------------------------------ Email 5,071 ------------------------------

From: joyceck10
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
joyce cooper (  writes:

Commercializing the Internet to the disadvantage to smaller contributors is fundamentally wrong. It is totally opposed to
 the basic function of free access to digital media. Greed should not once again prevail. Don't do this
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,072 ------------------------------

From: jgranda
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Judy Granda
7349 Ulmerton Rd
Lot
Largo, FL 33771
US

------------------------------ Email 5,073 ------------------------------

From: bobortrout
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 21:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bob HAMMOND
your street
Salem, OR 97759
US

------------------------------ Email 5,074 ------------------------------

From: newman1986
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Melinda Newman

------------------------------ Email 5,075 ------------------------------

From: treebiology
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Kim Landsbergen

 43221

------------------------------ Email 5,076 ------------------------------

From: alese tait
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alese Tait
1492 Elm St.
Stratford, CT 06615
US

------------------------------ Email 5,077 ------------------------------

From: greer0190
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William S. Greer
4320 S.W. Crestwood Dr.
Portland, OR 97225

------------------------------ Email 5,078 ------------------------------

From: chrisgamble03
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Gamble

AL
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,079 ------------------------------

From: bsintuc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Sanchez
9520 E. Colette St.
Tucson, AZ 85748
US

------------------------------ Email 5,080 ------------------------------

From: pabvlnb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pat Brunson

------------------------------ Email 5,081 ------------------------------

From: gensystems
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Stephen Ryack
82 Hosmer Rd
PO Box 61
Heath, MA 01346
US

------------------------------ Email 5,082 ------------------------------

From: chrisgamble073
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Gamble

AL

------------------------------ Email 5,083 ------------------------------

From: jrnoles
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Noles
106 Bonner Cort
Cary, NC 27511
US

------------------------------ Email 5,084 ------------------------------

From: cece814
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kevin Deatrick
1920 SW High Ave.
Topeka, KS 66604
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,085 ------------------------------

From: chrisgamble073
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Gamble

AL
US

------------------------------ Email 5,086 ------------------------------

From: lizziemuir66
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
elizabeth smith

------------------------------ Email 5,087 ------------------------------

From: laurastar2013
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Laura H Stephens
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4119 Phoenix St
Concord, CA 94521
US

------------------------------ Email 5,088 ------------------------------

From: e.macpalmer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I'm not one of the big outfits who can afford to pay for special treatment, and If I was I would still think it was
WRONG.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Macdougall Palmer
4 Briarwood Lane
Missoula, MT 59803
US

------------------------------ Email 5,089 ------------------------------

From: vebeard
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Valerie Beard

------------------------------ Email 5,090 ------------------------------

From: kylevanhove
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kyle Vanhove (  writes:

I'm writing to ask you to back away from your current proposals on how the FCC should regulate internet traffic. True
net neutrality, where everything sent over wifi, cable, DSL or satellite is treated equally, is essential not only to a free
market, but to freedom of speech, and keeping the USA competitive in the world. The free exchange of thoughts and
ideas online has made such a huge impact on society that we can't risk it being restrained or stopped in any way, shape,
or form. Please listen to the American people and make sure that all internet is created and treated equally.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,091 ------------------------------

From: jose.a.padro
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jose Padro

------------------------------ Email 5,092 ------------------------------

From: jeff
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeff Regan
256 Shearwater Isle
Foster City, CA 94404
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,093 ------------------------------

From: shirleyallison34
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shirley Allison
699 S. Zinnia Ct.
Lakewood, CO 80228

------------------------------ Email 5,094 ------------------------------

From: mllabarge
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:02
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael LaBarge (  writes:

You must END your campaign for removing Net Neutrality! A free and open internet is the basis of our modern
telecommunication system, and destroying that would kill the internet as we know it.  ISP's should NOT be able to
restrict access to certain parts of the internet!  Only the rich will be able to access or create internet content.  This is
essentially censorship!  If you end Net Neutrality, you will kill the internet!  DO NOT END NET NEUTRALITY!!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,095 ------------------------------

From: dr.john.stewart
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

JOHN STEWART
909 SAN JACINTO AVE
None
TEXAS CITY 77590
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,096 ------------------------------

From: pandabluu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tia Ja

------------------------------ Email 5,097 ------------------------------

From: dgendvil
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Derek Gendvil
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------------------------------ Email 5,098 ------------------------------

From: fixit
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:03
Subject: Comments

Comments

The Internet should be treated similar to vehicle roadways where
EVERYONE has the same speed limit.

The Internet IS a utility just like radio and TV.

Freedom Of The Press Belongs To Those Who Have One.

WE, The People are outspoken on this. Pay attention to US, not lobbyists.

------------------------------ Email 5,099 ------------------------------

From: ha wise
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Hayley Wise
617 Starlite Way
Fremont, CA 94539
US

------------------------------ Email 5,100 ------------------------------

From: jehewitt77
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jo Hewitt
1212 North Oakland Avenue
Indianapolis, IN 46201
US

------------------------------ Email 5,101 ------------------------------

From: lynn2727
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sylvia Salter
14861-10 Summerlin Woods DR
Fort Myers, FL 33919
US

------------------------------ Email 5,102 ------------------------------

From: quatermass5
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Leavy

------------------------------ Email 5,103 ------------------------------

From: cattanach ink
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
scott cattanach

------------------------------ Email 5,104 ------------------------------

From: bigkherm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kermit Horton
4102 Iliad Ct Apt 103
Tampa, FL 33613
US

------------------------------ Email 5,105 ------------------------------

From: sheen.panoor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sheen Panoor

------------------------------ Email 5,106 ------------------------------
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From: sweetz 21 83
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

CRYSTAL DELGADO
900 Park
el paso, TX 79902
US

------------------------------ Email 5,107 ------------------------------

From: pattysd
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patty Gorton
190 Cottage grove Ave.
#108
Cedar Rapids, IA 52403
US

------------------------------ Email 5,108 ------------------------------

From: amyehodges
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Amy Hodges
3116 164th St SW
#1903
Lynnwood, WA 98087
US

------------------------------ Email 5,109 ------------------------------

From: richbart7078
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Bartkowicz
1011 Atlantic Ave., Apt. A
Hoffman Estates, IL 60169
US

------------------------------ Email 5,110 ------------------------------

From: tom.halfmoon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:07
Subject: FCC Internet proposal
The proposed Internet ruling.

From the information that I have read, this proposal appears to be another shift towards the “MONEY”.

Why should the people/companies with the most resources control the internet? If the smaller net providers are priced
out of the market place where will the alternate content come from. The internet users will only see what the dominate
players what us to see, “their products and their view point”. The Internet should be about the alternatives out there.

I want to see the best sites on the internet not the ones with the most money to buy their way to the top of the search
lists.

Please review this proposal from the end users prospective viewpoint.

Thank You

Tom Walton

Seattle WA

------------------------------ Email 5,111 ------------------------------

From: ackweed69
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

stephen Walker
1800 SW 15th Street
Bell, FL 32619
US

------------------------------ Email 5,112 ------------------------------

From: gensystems
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Stephen Ryack

------------------------------ Email 5,113 ------------------------------

From: chrislipr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Frederic Chrislip

------------------------------ Email 5,114 ------------------------------

From: rolo921
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

rogelio castaneda
3730 underwood drive
san jose, CA 95117
US

------------------------------ Email 5,115 ------------------------------

From: chuckw3.2005
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Charles Welch
16 Lookout Mountain Road
GreenHarbour
Lake George, NY 12845
US

------------------------------ Email 5,116 ------------------------------

From: thosrogers
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Thomas Rogers

------------------------------ Email 5,117 ------------------------------

From: kconsidinebaran
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kay Considine-Baran

------------------------------ Email 5,118 ------------------------------

From: kelvin-yeh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kelvin Yeh
3901 Whistle Train Road
Brea, CA 92823
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,119 ------------------------------

From: peacebirdstudio
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amy Harbison

------------------------------ Email 5,120 ------------------------------

From: beralmu
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Internet For The Wealthy
Chairman Tom Wheeler:
Commissioner Mignon Clyburn:
Commissioner Jessica Rosenworcel:
Commissioner Ajit Pai:
Commissioner Michael O’Rielly:

   Dear Commissioners

   I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

   We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

   We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

   The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

   We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

   bernardo alayza mujica

------------------------------ Email 5,121 ------------------------------

From: russell.mosemann
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:09
Subject: Free, open neutral
I strongly encourage you to maintain and strongly enforce net neutrality.

Users must have equal access to information. If coporations are allowed to decide what information receives priority,
they will have the ability to override the user's choices and override the service for which the user paid. It is like
subscribing to the newspaper but letting someone else decide what pages you get to see.

Internet providers are double dipping by charging the user for access to the Internet and then charging the content
provider for the same service the user paid for. Those costs are eventually passed on to the user. Another problem is that
 ISPs are communication carriers but are now attempting to monpolize access to users by also becoming content
providers. What better way to profit than to choke off the competition and force captive customers to view your content
in the telecommunications arena where there is little or no competition?

If telecommunications carriers are providing access to communication, that is what they should provide. Please keep net
 neutrality strong. Thank you.

--
Russell Mosemann, Ph.D.
Professor of Computer Science

------------------------------ Email 5,122 ------------------------------

From: marcidkelley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Marci  Kelley

------------------------------ Email 5,123 ------------------------------

From: jabus001
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
James Bussa (  writes:

How much are they paying you to kill the internet.  Try serving the American people and not the corporations for a
change.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,124 ------------------------------

From: skyofblu
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lynn Hamberger

VA 22204
US

------------------------------ Email 5,125 ------------------------------

From: bslingard
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Commercial interests do not own the Internet.  It was created by the people and for the people.  Please uphold the
decades long tradition within the FCC that ensured public access to communications, regardless of changes in
technology.

Brian Lingard
9 Wadsworth Road
Shrewsbury, MA 01545
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,126 ------------------------------

From: ahogarse
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

mrs marshall
2211 1st st
leavenworth, KS 66048
US

------------------------------ Email 5,127 ------------------------------

From: tturcas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tabitha B

OK
US

------------------------------ Email 5,128 ------------------------------

From: machineghost
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:13
Subject: Please Keep Net Neutrality!
The large internet providers are literally making billions of dollars a year at present.  If you eliminate Net Neutrality, all
it will do is allow these companies, which are de facto monopolies or duopolies already, to make even more money by
taking it from internet companies ... using infrastructure which was subsidized on the public dime!  This will make the
internet worse for everyone in America ... except Comcast and company.

Please reverse your decision and restore Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,
Jeremy Walker

------------------------------ Email 5,129 ------------------------------

From: c9tds
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Nardini

kenai, AK 99611
US

------------------------------ Email 5,130 ------------------------------

From: kat51855
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kathy Collins

Evansville, WI 53536
US

------------------------------ Email 5,131 ------------------------------

From: attig
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brad (Attig) writes:

Ending Net Neutrality, who bought you?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,132 ------------------------------

From: burnysmom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Cynthia Carter
330 Valcour Road
Columbia, SC 29212
US

------------------------------ Email 5,133 ------------------------------

From: twanya1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
CHRIS SCHMIDT

------------------------------ Email 5,134 ------------------------------

From: daisy2929
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Yvonne Fisher Neal

------------------------------ Email 5,135 ------------------------------

From: rsharbutt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ray Sharbutt
P.O. Box 3773
Moriarty, NM 87035
US

------------------------------ Email 5,136 ------------------------------

From: carolynfasel1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Mr. Wheeler:
Things are going badly enough for the average citizen of this country. Why are you selling us out?

Words can hardly express the outrage i feel about your nasty betrayal of the people who do the actual work in  US.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carolyn Fasel
904 E 55th 1/2 St
Austin, TX 78751
US

------------------------------ Email 5,137 ------------------------------

From: sandiegomateo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:17
Subject: Resign immediately
Commissioner Wheeler,
Please resign effective immediately. You are a former cable company lobbyist and your extreme corrupted bias will
crush American ingenuity forever more. You are incapable of any discernible objectivity and you should recuse yourself
 from decisions affecting 300 million Americans. You are drunk on your own power and Your decisions are are
unconstitutional and tantamount to treason in my opinion. You are not fit to hold your position, you are cashing in at
Americas expense. I believe that this is the catalyst that will begin to rid the American government of parasites holding
appointed positions and setting federal policy for personal gain.
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I have demanded that my California congressional leaders launch a full scale investigation into Commissioner Tom
Wheeler and the FCC's deliberate and willful mishandling of Net Neutrality that only benefits huge corporations, cable
giants and telecoms. The entire nation is now seeing the real you.

Resign, resign, resign,
Matthew Steven Melin

------------------------------ Email 5,138 ------------------------------

From: samlmorn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Samuel Morningstar

------------------------------ Email 5,139 ------------------------------

From: joelrocket2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joel Hill
556 Sunlit Lane
Bonny Doon, CA 95060
US

------------------------------ Email 5,140 ------------------------------

From: kentm123
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kent mollohan

------------------------------ Email 5,141 ------------------------------

From: wanderer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

We were told that it did not matter that just a few people controlled all the news media because you can get news on the
internet now but it now seems that the internet will also be controlled. Does anybody worry about the average citizen? It
 seems no one in government does.

William Reese
2497 W Salem Rd
Underwood, IN 47177
US

------------------------------ Email 5,142 ------------------------------

From: wonderyrednow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:19
Subject: KEEP THE InterTubes NEUTRAL !!!!
DO NOT ALLOW CORPORATE GREED TO DESTROY THE InterTubes !!!!!

ALL ISPs CHARGE FOR ACCESS, THEY CHARGE YOUR Constituents, THE CITIZENS OF THESE UNITED
STATES $29.99 A MONTH AND THEY CHARGE EVERY CONTENT PROVIDER $3,600 PER MONTH PER DS-
1 (1.44mbs) CHANNEL !
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

vivian barro
603 w harvie avenue
same as above
gastonia, NC 28052
US

------------------------------ Email 5,145 ------------------------------

From: info
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:20
Subject: net neutrality plans
Dear Sirs

It galls me to think that some of the biggest cable providers, who also have the worst record (bar none) for customer
service in the USA should be trusted to provide a honest net neutrality, and if they do provide an fair alternative, that the
 FCC would have the teeth, the budget and the power to keep them straight.

Regards
Roger Kirby

------------------------------ Email 5,146 ------------------------------

From: mwolgin
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Wolgin
1709 Devon Dr.
Albany, GA 31721
US

------------------------------ Email 5,147 ------------------------------

From: baldeagle1937
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Ken Johnson
520 NE Erickson Lane
Poulsbo, WA 98370
US

------------------------------ Email 5,148 ------------------------------

From: markashercullen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Cullen
5316 W Denton St.
Boise, ID 83706

------------------------------ Email 5,149 ------------------------------

From: anghart66
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
The American people want  net neutrality.  It is your
responsibilty to seethe get it.

Angie Hart
500 E Country Club Drive #22
Yuma, AZ 85365
US

------------------------------ Email 5,150 ------------------------------

From: dimpledgoddess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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laura troiber

Minneapolis, MN 55448
US

------------------------------ Email 5,151 ------------------------------

From: contactimprovisation
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lori m

------------------------------ Email 5,152 ------------------------------

From: jkwiat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph Kwiatkowski
58 Cushing Street
Fredonia, NY 14063
US

------------------------------ Email 5,153 ------------------------------

From: fkarlson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
fred karlson

------------------------------ Email 5,154 ------------------------------

From: princess_shroom
To:

Date: 4/25/2014 22:22
Subject: I am in favor of Net Neutrality.
Hello, FCC person,

I am very much in favor of the internet. Short of us not having another World War, a it's pretty much my top priority.
I'm not really up to writing a very good letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service
Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've
been told, this will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of
information in any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do *not* want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html

Do I need to give you my address or something for you to tally my opinion? Or is just sending this email enough? Do
you need my name? I'd rather not have to. But... I don't want to take a chance that this won't get tallied, or that you won't
 tell me that it isn't being tallied and that I need to write back with my name/address for my letter to count. So... I'll give
you my name and country, that should be enough, what with the FCC being a federal-level program. Let me know if it's
not.

Sincerely,

Amanita Ramuglia
United States of America

------------------------------ Email 5,155 ------------------------------

From: rowensea
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ruth Owen
6263 Thorndyke Rd.
Quilcene, WA 98376
US

------------------------------ Email 5,156 ------------------------------

From: lisabourassa
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lisa Bourassa
4536 chicago Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

------------------------------ Email 5,157 ------------------------------

From: tcope
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:23
Subject: net neutrality
Please keep the internet open and support net neutrality.  Please act in the interest of consumers and not big business.
Thank you.

Tom Cope/Jan Muir
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 5,158 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
John Treacy (  writes:

You  have destroyed the level playing field of the internet, and you know it. It will be nearly impossible for another
Google or Amazon to emerge  from pure innovation. I watched great companies spring forth since the 80s and I am glad
 I got to see that. Future generations will not thanks to you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,159 ------------------------------
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From: keith.vanderpool
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Keith Vanderpool (  writes:

Fast lane decision.

Worst idea ever that threatens the country.

Reverse this decision now and out in policies that allow true competition that benefits consumers.

This decision is shameful and a truly terrible act that puts US prosperity at risk.

I will be contacting my congress people and local representatives.

Keith Vanderpool
545 N 1st Street #411
Minneapolis, MN 55401
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,160 ------------------------------

From: randallhagadorn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Randall Hagadorn

------------------------------ Email 5,161 ------------------------------

From: pritchie
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/25/2014 22:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jerry Ritchie
18
Hermiston, OR 97838
US

------------------------------ Email 5,162 ------------------------------

From: shadowtlk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sean Sullivan
12672 N Golden Jubilee Dr
Marana, AZ 85653
US

------------------------------ Email 5,163 ------------------------------

From: tmoyer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Todd Moyer
502 South Avenue 17
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US

------------------------------ Email 5,164 ------------------------------

From: alamberg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Amy Amberg
2566 Ellis Ave #105
St. Paul, MN 55114
US

------------------------------ Email 5,165 ------------------------------

From: keith.vanderpool
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:26
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner
Keith Vanderpool (  writes:

Fast lane decision.

Worst idea ever that threatens the country.

Reverse this decision now and out in policies that allow true competition that benefits consumers.

This decision is shameful and a truly terrible act that puts US prosperity at risk.

I will be contacting my congress people and local representatives.

Keith Vanderpool
545 N 1st Street #411
Minneapolis, MN 55401
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,166 ------------------------------

From: zukimail02
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Kristine Sloan

------------------------------ Email 5,167 ------------------------------

From: 1stcor1551
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Hutchins
2391 Romar Rd
Salem, VA 24153
US

------------------------------ Email 5,168 ------------------------------

From: christslaine
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Lane
8 minniear ct
Fredericksburg, VA 22406
US

------------------------------ Email 5,169 ------------------------------

From: reddingjewel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Julie Harmon

------------------------------ Email 5,170 ------------------------------

From: efischer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:27
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elaine Fischer

------------------------------ Email 5,171 ------------------------------

From: jasonkbowling
To:

gov
Date: 4/25/2014 22:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear members of the FCC,

Can you please explain why you are making a decision that seems to
destroy the net neutrality and hand unprecedented power to content
providers while at the same time costing the American public more money?
Do you think this is a good idea? Did they convince you with a well
reasoned argument?

As a tax payer funding this government and an internet user that will be
greatly harmed by this decision I would dearly like to know.

thank you,

jason bowling

------------------------------ Email 5,172 ------------------------------

From: wayneej
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Wayne Johnson

------------------------------ Email 5,173 ------------------------------

From: johnamazon97
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:28
Subject: 16 Year Old Asking You to Rethink Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

From a small government program named ARPA to what is today, the internet has become a magical place. I can go
online, and reveal the wonders of the world to myself on Wikipedia<http://www.wikipedia.org/>, or if I'm feeling a
little less adventurous can log on and play some League of Legends<http://gameinfo.na.leagueoflegends.com/en/game-
info/>. Likewise I can choose where I want to do my business. If I need to buy electronic components, I can go to
Ebay<http://www.ebay.com>, Amazon<http://www.amazon.com>, or I could choose to buy from a smaller, more
specialized business such as Hansen Hobbies<http://www.hansenhobbies.com>.

It's this kind of freedom of choice that makes the internet great, and it's this kind of freedom that the FCC is threatening
by creating regulations that allow ISPs to create "fast lanes" for companies that have the resources to invest in faster
internet speeds. While companies like Amazon and Ebay and Google have the resources to invest in these fast lanes,
Hansen Hobbies does not. Hansen Hobbies will be increasingly pushed to the slower side of the internet, and will be
out-competed unfairly by larger corporations who have funds they do not. Hansen Hobbies is on the losing end of the
stick, and we will lose a great choice for electronic components, and the great people it employed. Without competition,
the larger corporations will form monopolies, and we will return to the era of mega monopolies formed by the likes of
the world's modern day Andrew Carnegie's and John Rockefeller's.

Competition is healthy for everyone, the economy and the people. By creating competition, new technologies are
created, and new industries are formed. But ultimately, the consumer is the winner, because as the corporations battle it
out, the consumers pick and choose who can provide the best service, at the best price. And it is this competition that is
ultimately being eliminated with these regulations. Americans already pay the most for some of the slowest internet in
the world, and passing these regulations would only hurt people more than they already have been. We Americans
invented the internet, and yet the vast majority of us are lucky to have 20mbps download speeds, while countries like
South Korea have 500 mbps for a mere fraction of the price. This is pretty pathetic for the pioneers of a technology as
insane as the internet.

In the end though, it comes down to personal gain, doesn't it Mr. Wheeler? The tech companies may be paying or
promising you big payments, but in the end it comes down to who you want to be remembered for; would you rather be
in the textbooks for being the guy who killed the internet for the American people, or would you rather be the guy who
pulled the internet out of the slimy abyss of corporate greed and corruption and restored it to its former glory? It's up to
you and I hope for the future of American internet that you make the right choice.
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For the Sake of the Web,

Shay Sackett

------------------------------ Email 5,174 ------------------------------

From: kerouac375
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gretchen Nemzer
3553 Barry av.
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US

------------------------------ Email 5,175 ------------------------------

From: danh.piper
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:29
Subject: New internet rules
You need to scrap your new rules

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 5,176 ------------------------------

From: pablomor1954
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Pablo Morales
3229 S. 54th CT.
Cicero, IL 60804
US

------------------------------ Email 5,177 ------------------------------

From: marcy.horner
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

I remember when it was illegal to use the Internet for commercial purposes - it was the National Research and
Education Network - and that's what it should remain

marcy horner
624 courtside
h206
olympia, WA 98502
US

------------------------------ Email 5,178 ------------------------------

From: jonnyquest79
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John M Shandor
928 northampton st.
Easton, PA 18042

------------------------------ Email 5,179 ------------------------------

From: jtalladira
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joe Talladira
7200 M. B. Jodoin
Montreal, QC H1J 2R4
CA

------------------------------ Email 5,180 ------------------------------

From: gsells
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Greg Sells
3300 Parker Ln. Apt. 258
Austin, TX 78741
US

------------------------------ Email 5,181 ------------------------------

From: cvwickstrom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Clifton Wickstrom

------------------------------ Email 5,182 ------------------------------

From: hwh
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Harry Heise

------------------------------ Email 5,183 ------------------------------

From: positive.life999
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

K Luke
48 Wasatch Drive
Logan, UT 84321
US

------------------------------ Email 5,184 ------------------------------

From: csygiel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chet Sygiel

------------------------------ Email 5,185 ------------------------------
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From: lizas1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Liza Siegel

------------------------------ Email 5,186 ------------------------------

From: rodriguez4226
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pedro Rodriguez

------------------------------ Email 5,187 ------------------------------

From: druflowers
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dru Flowers
2421 Lake Brandt Pl
Apartment J
Greensboro, NC 27455
US

------------------------------ Email 5,188 ------------------------------

From: tomboy1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
tom roberts

------------------------------ Email 5,189 ------------------------------

From: sigularityfuture
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:37
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Time William Judge (  writes:

To the great and powerful wheeler,

The free and open Internet is one of the most beautiful accomplishments of human civilization. If you succeed in killing
it by prostituting yourself to corporations, I have no doubt you will earn your name the type of infamy reserved for the
worse totalitarians of history.

You have no idea what the Internet means to us. Your family will bare the shame of your decision for generations. I



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

truly and most sincerely hate you.

-Everyone under 30.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,190 ------------------------------

From: excrazymac
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:38
Subject: Net Neutrality Feedback
Hello,

I disagree with these proposed rules. ISPs should be classified as common carriers. Hear me out:

ISP choice is a joke. Over half of Americans are served by either Comcast or TWC (who are trying to merge) as their
ISP. Therefore, even if the ISP posts all traffic it discriminates, citizens won't be able to switch to a less discriminatory
ISP, there just isn't choice.

ISPs will not have incentive to build up networks for a proposed "fast lane". The existing lanes will just get more
congested and to appear "fast" (i.e. - today's "normal") content providers will have to pay. It also means that any new
startup who can't afford "fast" lanes would be at a disadvantage when launching innovative new products.

ISPs and peering agreements are all trying to bleed money. I pay my ISP for a 10mbps connection and a content
provider pays its ISP for a 10mbps connection. There's absolutely no reason why the content provider needs to pay its
ISP more because it uses more data, or to get its full 10mbps. The only problem is that companies like Netflix have
made things lopsided, and that's disrupting peering agreements. The problem is peering agreements, not the content
providers.

ISPs as common carriers would be required to treat all traffic as equal. They would be required to support the speeds
promised to users. Everything is equal. I won't have to pay $5 extra for a higher speed Netflix connection, or $10 extra
to get youtube videos streaming in realtime. It's all data, please treat it as such.

Thanks,
Kyle

------------------------------ Email 5,191 ------------------------------

From: pooka
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Steve Schueller

------------------------------ Email 5,192 ------------------------------

From: rucel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:38
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Russell Pearlman (  writes:

I would like for you to restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying broadband as a
telecommunications service.

Thank you,

Russell Pearlman
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,193 ------------------------------

From: coryrobertsintokyo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:38
Subject: Do Not Attempt to End the Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chester Roberts II

US

------------------------------ Email 5,194 ------------------------------

From: coryrobertsintokyo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:38
Subject: Do Not Attempt to End the Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

 net neutrality.

Chester Roberts II

US

------------------------------ Email 5,195 ------------------------------

From: jitkaavs
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
jitka mencik

------------------------------ Email 5,196 ------------------------------

From: melbajade
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Melba Dlugonski

------------------------------ Email 5,197 ------------------------------

From: ka0czw
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am a firm believer that doing away with net neutrality will lead to an outcome similar to the cable television industry.
Too costly for some and rapidly becoming that way for many more. Watch as "over the air", (and free) television
becomes an ancient and antique reality. How many roof top TV antennas do you see today? Can amateur radio antennas
be far behind?

It all will eventually lead to the United States falling further behind in technological endeavors because the "poorer"
intelligent, gifted individual may not reach that technological competence level that would possibly have allowed them
to discover the next new important breakthrough. They may not be able to search, surf and cruise the internet for
information as freely as they would in a less commercial internet. Some countries under-right or encourage high speed
internet access for the masses. Should that kind of choice make other countries the home of the tech savvy, innovative
future human beings who may technologically shake and shock the United States?

Beware: Can you see the money trail?

Bill Wright
KA0CZW

------------------------------ Email 5,198 ------------------------------

From: robert.swett
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Swett

NC
US

------------------------------ Email 5,199 ------------------------------

From: hillary kantmann
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Hillary Kantmann
1033 63rd Street
Oakland, CA 94608
US

------------------------------ Email 5,200 ------------------------------

From: mordecai369
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  It's high time you who are supposed to be representing us STOP violating the Constitution and
Declaration before you are Indicted for High Treason and punished accordingly. I personally vote for execution for
crimes against all humanity.

Arthur McGowan
2007 Belmont Ave
Pueblo, CO 81004
US

------------------------------ Email 5,201 ------------------------------

From: medicinetalk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Athena Peanut
R.R. Box 4573
Pahoa, HI 96778

------------------------------ Email 5,202 ------------------------------

From: melnieweezie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Melanie Hanzlik

------------------------------ Email 5,203 ------------------------------

From: quatermass5
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Leavy
2031 Placita de Vida
#20
Santa Fe, NM 87505
US

------------------------------ Email 5,204 ------------------------------

From: alias52
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tom Anderson

 25705

------------------------------ Email 5,205 ------------------------------

From: keithwilson73
To:

gov
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:43
Subject: Please Don't Destroy Net Neutrality
This is just a quick note to strongly urge you to reconsider the pending action to destroy net neutrality. This policy will
line the pockets of big corporations while costing more for the average person. It will also make entry more difficult for
start-ups thus putting America at a disadvantage in terms of technological innovation and productivity. If you examine
the history of world powers you will see that only those with a strong middle class endure. The United States of
America seems to be at precarious time, we must make decisions to ensure we foster the middle class not create a wider
divide between the rich and the poor.

Concerned American,

Keith Wilson

------------------------------ Email 5,206 ------------------------------

From: gigicam
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Protect Democracy!
I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

georgette camisa

 90275

------------------------------ Email 5,207 ------------------------------

From: sigularityfuture
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:44
Subject: Subject: the freaking Internet.
To the great and powerful wheeler,

The free and open Internet is one of the most beautiful accomplishments of human civilization. If you succeed in killing
it by prostituting yourself to corporations, I have no doubt you will earn your name the type of infamy reserved for the
worse totalitarians of history.

You have no idea what the Internet means to us. Your family will bare the shame of your decision for generations. I
truly and most sincerely hate you.

-Everyone under 30.
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------------------------------ Email 5,208 ------------------------------

From: cameron818
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
"Pay-to-play" will stifle small business, the true backbone of our economy. We want action for democratic media, not
platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Cameron Halket

 75060

------------------------------ Email 5,209 ------------------------------

From: ellen franzen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ellen Franzen

------------------------------ Email 5,210 ------------------------------

From: tereholt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rhonda Holt

------------------------------ Email 5,211 ------------------------------

From: carlosalva8840
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

choky alvarez
7100 rue bordeaux
miami, FL 33141
US

------------------------------ Email 5,212 ------------------------------

From: mommadocjax
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Wendy H
Starshine Cave
Jax, FL 32257
US

------------------------------ Email 5,213 ------------------------------

From: jswglick
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Glick

IN 46526
US

------------------------------ Email 5,214 ------------------------------

From: dayglo78
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Debra Diegoli

------------------------------ Email 5,215 ------------------------------

From: lanctot
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul & Kathleen Lanctot

------------------------------ Email 5,216 ------------------------------

From: johnfeissel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Feissel

------------------------------ Email 5,217 ------------------------------

From: thekurodavagrant
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The internet needs to be reclassified as a common carrier.  It is too much of a utility in modern times to be slowly
strangled like television and other content.  The need to regulate the internet to respect the tenets of net neutrality is
apparent in the desire to create express lanes for a select few content providers with enough cash to get it.

The infrastructure of the internet is not unlike that of power or water, and in the information age, it is the medium of the
modern economy.  This infrastructure is complex enough that it doesn't make sense to require real competition to create
its own version.  Any starting competition needs to lease space, and because of the legal classification, owners have free



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

 reign over how they can discriminate in their shares.

I can understand the holes that are revealed in trying to  legally justify net neutrality regulation, but it's a problem that
can and needs to be fixed to ensure positive growth in the economy.

Ian Ratti
4 Beechwood Dr.
Chalfont, PA 18914
US

------------------------------ Email 5,218 ------------------------------

From: ldstratton
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Derek and Lorna Stratton

------------------------------ Email 5,219 ------------------------------

From: ron.naminski
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr Wheeler

Please do not succumb to the siren song of commercial interests of the
Internet.

You cannot possibly believe this will benefit the public interest in
general.

It will be like removing oxygen from the room.

Think of future generations which will be bludgeoned by the incremental
progression of this senseless act.
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Stand Fast !

Ron Naminski

------------------------------ Email 5,220 ------------------------------

From: jamestsmith72
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:48
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
james smith (  writes:

I'm urge you, Chairman Wheeler to scrap the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential
treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,221 ------------------------------

From: azb
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:48
Subject: Reinstate Real Net-Neutrality
This is a DEMAND that the FCC reinstate Net Neutrality, by reclassifying ISPs as telecommunications providers, NOT
information (content) providers.

Our ISPs (Comcast, AT&T, Verizon - those services that connect both individuals and companies to this amazing
Internet) complain that they need more revenue to cover the cost of infrastructure and bandwidth. Fine.

There are TWO WAYS to pay ISPs for bandwidth consumed, and each limits the consumer, but in different ways.

If you raise the cost to the end-user/consumer, according to each user's consumption, those high-volume consumers will
have to pay more or self-limit their downloads, but will still be free to select which content to retain, with quality
delivery. It is a self-imposed vertical limit on volume, advancing no horizontal restrictions on choice of material.

If instead you charge the producers for the content they provide, the consumer may believe they are getting a good deal
- costs to them may remain lower. But unknown to them, over time, the variety of content will fade as smaller players
cannot afford to pay the premiums for the delivery of good service. The consumer's vertical is unlimited - they can
gorge themselves on slickly-produced "corporate" materials, but their horizontal choices become narrowed, and they
won't even know it!

The death of Net Neutrality will move the Internet to something closer to sponsored television - entertaining perhaps,
but no longer a fair forum for the free exchange of ideas and grassroots-produced content.

Unlike broadcast TV, it is the users who PULL content, NOT the producers who PUSH content.

Allowing ISPs to charge those who merely make content available, instead of those who are actually responsible for the
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incurred volume (the consumers) will mean an end to the world's greatest, and possibly ONLY true meritocracy. The
popularity of content, the "resonance of message", will become a reflection of how much the producer can pay to
promote it, rather than the degree to which it is sought and shared by the consumers.

The world cannot afford to lose Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,  Anthony Bartoletti

------------------------------ Email 5,222 ------------------------------

From: tetra1015
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Hayden Collins

Minot, ND 58703

------------------------------ Email 5,223 ------------------------------

From: pushloop57
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Poland
109-c Calle Bucare Apt. 4A
San Juan, PR 00913
US

------------------------------ Email 5,224 ------------------------------

From: rzevallos
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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rosana zevallos (  writes:

You must be happy, eh! All that work...all those years. In a few more you'll return to work for your people as a real
hero. Enjoy your bonus!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,225 ------------------------------

From: tanya.anne.maria
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tanya Maria

------------------------------ Email 5,226 ------------------------------

From: robertq
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Berquist
PO Box 145
102 N. Ann St.
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Perry, IL 62362

------------------------------ Email 5,227 ------------------------------

From: 10evan.cooper
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Adopting the proposed changes to net neutrality would severely hinder the creativity of the American internet, thus
allowing other countries to surpass us in the system we created. It would give more power to huge telecommunications
companies and take power and creativity away from the American people. Please make the right choice in maintaining
net neutrality.

Sincerely,
Evan Cooper

------------------------------ Email 5,228 ------------------------------

From: snepi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Steve Nepi

------------------------------ Email 5,229 ------------------------------

From: elza01us
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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roger shoemake
PO box 754
10565 winston lane
fishers, IN 46038
US

------------------------------ Email 5,230 ------------------------------

From: olamay
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The internet should be part of the Commons.  It belongs to the people, not the corporations!

Nancy Wagner
10809 N.E. 157 St.
Bothell, WA 98011
US

------------------------------ Email 5,231 ------------------------------

From: steve.n.marge
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marge Heggison
8 Breakneck Hill Road
Lincoln, RI 02865
US

------------------------------ Email 5,232 ------------------------------

From: jamesleroywhitney
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James  Whitney

------------------------------ Email 5,233 ------------------------------

From: chaos333
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Obviously, we're not the shadowy people who bought and paid for you, but technically something developed at DARPA
 and not by the corporate oligarchs who would take charge of the net to remake it as cable 2.0. Cable giants and
telecoms should be stopped much farther from their nefarious goal than they are even now. Citizens have come to
expect that we are never taken into consideration on any issue, and I can't help but feel that my writing is an exercise in
futility as I can't dangle a lucrative job for you to dissuade you from dismantling the internet, but there it is.

There's an old fashioned notion that would have a person considering what kind of legacy they will leave for future
generations. Here's your chance to tighten the oligarch grip on the throat of freedom and innovation or to loosen that
grip and allow the patient (the aforementioned freedom and innovation) to breathe for a while longer.

P. Williams

FL 34786
US

------------------------------ Email 5,234 ------------------------------

From: mikachu51
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mika Stonehawk
2480 Irvine Blvd
Tustin, CA 92782
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,235 ------------------------------

From: hlr3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

You lead us all to believe that you've discovered the usual get-rich scheme in government service-- betray the public
interest and accept lucrative Board of Directorships from one or more media companies you now "regulate."

Instead of following your example, the FCC needs to classify broadband as a telecommunications service,

Herbert Reynolds

------------------------------ Email 5,236 ------------------------------

From: eliking56
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Elijah King (  writes:

How do you sleep at night?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,237 ------------------------------

From: ackerperson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
judith ackerman

------------------------------ Email 5,238 ------------------------------

From: roseaj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: It Would be UNETHICAL to end Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
How many freedoms will you be taking away from the people of the US? You have already screwed up the airwaves,
now you are trying to screw up the internet. The US should NOT be continually selling to the highest bidder!

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Janice Rose
20367 S Hwy 211
Colton, OR 97017
US

------------------------------ Email 5,239 ------------------------------

From: roseaj
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: It Would be UNETHICAL to end Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
How many freedoms will you be taking away from the people of the US? You have already screwed up the airwaves,
now you are trying to screw up the internet. The US should NOT be continually selling to the highest bidder!

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Janice Rose
20367 S Hwy 211
Colton, OR 97017
US

------------------------------ Email 5,240 ------------------------------

From: bg.young2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I expect companies to want to make money. However, I also expect a government oversight agency to be the "voice" of
the consumer and the protector of the market for all of us. I do not expect any company to have to power to gouge its
customers and have the an unjustified leverage (extortion) over content providers.
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The United States already pays some of the highest broadband rates in the world. They do not deserve to be given this
additional power.

The changes you are proposing are "pay to play" and will work very well indeed for the largest, deep-pocket companies
but not for anyone else. The AT&Ts, Verizons, and major cable companies have received huge amounts of money from
the U.S. taxpayer to build out infrastructure and create higher bandwidth capacity for their customers. They have NOT
fulfilled their promises to do so -- over and over.

The rules you are proposing are murky and slanted towards the big players. We are expected to trust -- once again -- that
 these companies will not game the system and use their market power to shut out small businesses, startups and the
American consumer.

This will be a major blow to innovation in technology in many industries. Based on their past behavior, these companies
 are not to be trusted. They whole thing stinks of payola and extortion. This is a very discriminatory ruling and will have
 profound and long-term negative effects for our entire economy.

If you were floating a trial balloon to see what people have to say about it, then I say it is a very bad idea and will create
a two-tier Internet society that will put a stranglehold on one of the most powerful innovation engines ever invented.

KEEP NET NEUTRALITY.

Sincerely,

Brenda

Brenda Young
813-579-3452

------------------------------ Email 5,241 ------------------------------

From: jcspublicactive
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
J Spencer

------------------------------ Email 5,242 ------------------------------

From: double dbrew
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. Do your
job and protect the public consumer interests. We want net neutrality.

Douglas Draper
604 NW 16th St.
Corvallis, OR 97330
US

------------------------------ Email 5,243 ------------------------------

From: kssbliss1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:52
Subject: Stop the nonsense

Sent from my iPad

Do the right thing and rewrite the rules to provide net neutrality.  What your agency has done is morally wrong to write
rules to provide better access to richer companies.
How can you live with yourself?  We're you bribed or have you no conscience?

------------------------------ Email 5,244 ------------------------------

From: luluddl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Luicnda Brisbane

------------------------------ Email 5,245 ------------------------------

From: kevinwfox
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kevin Fox
1383 Falene Pl.
Galloway, OH 43119

------------------------------ Email 5,246 ------------------------------

From: phebess
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Phebe Schwartz

------------------------------ Email 5,247 ------------------------------

From: jkennethboggs
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
Sirs
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It is rather simple.

*       Either you require neutrality
*       Or the current internet will be abandoned

Ken Boggs

------------------------------ Email 5,248 ------------------------------

From: tapp112
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:53
Subject: Internet Anonymity
Leave it in-place.

Only seek to identify if you have a warrant,

reasonable suspicion, verified intent/criminality.

Otherwise, leave the internet be, Sir

Regis Feelbin

Want to know when your emails are opened? Click
Here<https://emailcherry.com/extension/redirect/9/aHR0cHM6Ly9lbWFpbGNoZXJyeS5jb20=>
 biz-
tracker<http://184.72.36.90/track/907849/44353927299c774dc271f6e27c4791af/d5cba9e99618adab8b53668cd7c02fb3/
cream.png>

------------------------------ Email 5,249 ------------------------------

From: miguelvegafrausto
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Miguel Vega-Frausto
2059 Las Posas Road
Corona, CA 92882
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,250 ------------------------------

From: dpunkay
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dianne PunKay
142 Willow Ave
La Puente, CA 91746
US

------------------------------ Email 5,251 ------------------------------

From: gjdplane
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:55
Subject: Net neutrality
The FCC needs to be disbanded.It is out of touch with what most Americans want or need.
Fire Will Wheeler or just put him out to graze.

------------------------------ Email 5,252 ------------------------------

From: yukamamamama
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
yuka azuma

------------------------------ Email 5,253 ------------------------------

From: jerryphe
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jerry Phelan
3540 North Hills Road
Murrysville, PA 15668
US

------------------------------ Email 5,254 ------------------------------

From: dara.fogel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:55
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler

As an educator, I ask you to save Net Neutrality.  Net Neutrality is very important to the future of our educational
system and the learning process of our children & grandchildren.  Please preserve the Internet and access to it for
everyone. If the FCC proceeds with eliminating net neutrality, it will hasten both the dumbing down of our country and
widen the divide between rich & poor, as only the wealthy will have unrestricted access.

Please Save Neutrality on the Internet.

Sincerely,
Dara Fogel, Ph.D.
Adjunct Professor
University of Central Oklahoma
University of Oklahoma

------------------------------ Email 5,255 ------------------------------

From: barbieolson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Barb Olson
221 Glacier Drive
Madison, WI 53705
US

------------------------------ Email 5,256 ------------------------------

From: kokothegorillarocks
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 22:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Pamela Lau
1097 Smith Ave
Campbell, CA 95008
US

------------------------------ Email 5,257 ------------------------------

From: alyguy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alan Young

------------------------------ Email 5,258 ------------------------------

From: soraya d
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please do not betray the trust of the American public by denying equal and democratic access to the internet. Net
neutrality must be maintained to support the innovation and collaboration that has meant progress for our nation.

Soraya Dosaj
6220 Allott Ave.
Valley Glen, CA 91401
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,259 ------------------------------

From: soraya d
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Please do not betray the trust of the American public by denying equal and democratic access to the internet. Net
neutrality must be maintained to support the innovation and collaboration that has meant progress for our nation.

Soraya Dosaj
6220 Allott Ave.
Valley Glen, CA 91401
US

------------------------------ Email 5,260 ------------------------------

From: redtitan23bp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:56
Subject: net neutrality
To whom it may concern:
     I was greatly disappointed to hear that the FCC was proposing to
allow internet providers to give preferential treatment to content
providers for monetary compensation. I believe strongly that the
internet should remain free and open, and that all internet traffic
should be treated equally, irrespective of financial or business
interests. The internet is a public common space, and as such its
neutrality must be preserved for the good of all who use it.

I strongly urge the FCC to uphold the integrity of the internet and make
network neutrality a cornerstone of its policy.

Sincerely,
Adam Peterson

------------------------------ Email 5,261 ------------------------------

From: tllawrence
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir:

Please maintain Net Neutrality.

Thomas Lawrence
63 Dubois Avenue
Staten Island, New York 10310
718-852-2281
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------------------------------ Email 5,262 ------------------------------

From: reed
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Reed O'Brien
511 9th St. #1
Brooklyn, NY 11215
US

------------------------------ Email 5,263 ------------------------------

From: aableassoc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

richard kreiser

concord, CA 94597
US

------------------------------ Email 5,264 ------------------------------

From: tllawrence
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir or Madam:

Please maintain Net Neutrality.

Thomas Lawrence
63 Dubois Avenue
Staten Island, New York 10310
718-852-2281

------------------------------ Email 5,265 ------------------------------

From: lopezjohn639
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:57
Subject: NET NEUTRALITY NOW!
Dear Commissioners,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality NOW!!!!!!!!!!

WE ARE WATCHING YOU SO YOU BETTER MAKE SURE THE INTERNET IS FOR ALL THE PEOPLE!

------------------------------ Email 5,266 ------------------------------

From: gallop
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rayann Hickey

TN

------------------------------ Email 5,267 ------------------------------

From: mc thayer
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Thayer
8725 Bob White Dr.
Houston, TX 77074
US

------------------------------ Email 5,268 ------------------------------
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From: wshearer51
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Shearer
7505 E. Hiler Road
Columbia City, IN 46725
US

------------------------------ Email 5,269 ------------------------------

From: utyrcy
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
JON LOP

------------------------------ Email 5,270 ------------------------------

From: sax1150
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Saxon

------------------------------ Email 5,271 ------------------------------

From: dalakfirebeard
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jack D. Johnson
176 Pintail Loop
San Marcos, TX 78666
US

------------------------------ Email 5,272 ------------------------------

From: janmacwill
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jan MacWilliams
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------------------------------ Email 5,273 ------------------------------

From: djana413
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
D Lee

------------------------------ Email 5,274 ------------------------------

From: eleanor.arons
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

eleanor arons
290 9th ave
ny, NY 10001
US

------------------------------ Email 5,275 ------------------------------

From: kssbliss1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:58
Subject: Stop this nonsense

Sent from my iPad

Has this committee been hijacked by the rich and powerful?  It is absolutely morally wrong to write the internet rules to
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favor wealthy companies and agencies.
PLEASE stop this nonsense.  You will be taking the high ground and will be able to sleep better at night.

------------------------------ Email 5,276 ------------------------------

From: ejcruver
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edward Cruver

------------------------------ Email 5,277 ------------------------------

From: gccradioscience
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:59
Subject: We Need To Keep Net Neutrality

Dear Wheeler @ FCC,

We need to keep net neutality going and more stronger and faster. I
cannot deal with throttling connections, rebuffering, and slow pages
that are being loaded and slow downloads and uploads.    I need the
internet to keep my smart phone and tablet going everyday and my home
computer.   Slow internet speeds are not the answer to innovation and
creativity.   Net neutrality needs to stay in place and it needs to stay
equal for everyone.   The internet is important for everyone.

------------------------------ Email 5,278 ------------------------------

From: dawnlioutas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dawn Lioutas

------------------------------ Email 5,279 ------------------------------

From: myers.paul
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 22:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Paul Myers
447
Des Moines, WA 98198
US

------------------------------ Email 5,280 ------------------------------

From: sandy.dudley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I pay for my internet access, to a company that provides servers, a connecting program, and a wi-fi "hotspot."  I'm not
using internet access provided "free" by someone who would then logically have a right to expect me to pay attention to
their agenda.  This logically should mean that I should not have other people (large corporations, in this case) paying to
get their message to me ahead of others'.  This is a free-speech infringement.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sandra Dudley
9433 Cherokee Trail
Rio Vista, TX 97225
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,281 ------------------------------

From: chris.lyon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Lyon
118 Locust Ave.
New Canaan, CT 06840
US

------------------------------ Email 5,282 ------------------------------

From: pdmeyer2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Paul Meyer
4393 Fieldcrest Dr
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US

------------------------------ Email 5,283 ------------------------------

From: rgoodrum1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rosa Goodrum
34 Glen Este Place
Cincinnati, OH 45217
US

------------------------------ Email 5,284 ------------------------------

From: aplessas
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 23:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Andrew Plessas

------------------------------ Email 5,285 ------------------------------

From: lynnie.gray
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lynn Gray

------------------------------ Email 5,286 ------------------------------

From: jdl04
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Justin Legrande

Olney, MD
US

------------------------------ Email 5,287 ------------------------------

From: drubacon
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Drury Bacon

------------------------------ Email 5,288 ------------------------------

From: maaaaaaattk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Matthew Krueger
25 Palmer Road
Plymouth, MA 02360
US

------------------------------ Email 5,289 ------------------------------

From: wsb813usaf
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Wendy Blaski

------------------------------ Email 5,290 ------------------------------

From: gavco
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gavin Dillard

------------------------------ Email 5,291 ------------------------------

From: adiv.paradise
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:02
Subject: Preferential treatment should not be allowed
To whom it may concern,

I would like to express my opposition to your intended proposal to
allow Internet Service Providers to extend preferential treatment to
paying websites. The very foundation upon which the internet is built
is that the only barrier to entry is the cost of maintaining a server
and an internet connection. This is why so many startups can start
from nothing in someone's garage and make it big. Allowing
preferential treatment will not only crowd out these smaller
companies, but it also makes no sense. Currently, websites pay an ISP
to send their content out and to manage incoming traffic. Consumers
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then pay ISPs to retrieve that content and send their own data.
Allowing the "last mile" ISPs to charge websites for preferential
treatment will mean that data is being paid for twice. Do not allow
this. Data transfer is paid for once--the web company pays for its
end, where the data is retrieved from its servers, and the user pays
for the other half of the transfer, when it is transferred to the
user's device. Allowing this preferential treatment would be like if
the USPS charged postage fees not just to the sender but also to the
recipient for the same parcel. Do not descend into this madness. Do
not permit preferential treatment by ISPs.

Sincerely,
Adiv Paradise

------------------------------ Email 5,292 ------------------------------

From: paxpat
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Patricia Beetle
1379 Sunset Rd.
Castleton., NY 12033

------------------------------ Email 5,293 ------------------------------

From: dbahuna
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Diane Ahuna

------------------------------ Email 5,294 ------------------------------

From: craig and dog
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:03
Subject: sadly this outcome was expected
Just once in my life I would have liked to see my government make a decision too actually benefit citizens rather than
well connected special interests.  Sadly I guess net neutrality will not be that occasion.  As soon as any one big carrier
gets to influence which web sites have priority, the notion of fairness will be dead.    I am sure what ever decision
process is used to justify giving certain sites priority over certain networks will be rationalized by lots of pseudo legal
gibberish.  I am also certain that behind that decision will be vast amounts of corporate lobbying money (if not outright
bribes) to insure that large corporate interests will be able to control what internet content we can see and what will be
bandwidth restricted.

It is really sad when citizens lose faith in the governments that they live under, but this government seems to no longer
able to pay more than lip service to any of the things that used to be sacred.

------------------------------ Email 5,295 ------------------------------

From: sheila desmond
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sheila Desmond
3148 Piper Court
Cameron Park, CA 95682
US

------------------------------ Email 5,296 ------------------------------

From: gcjc1997
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Judy Chaney
2500 Northfork Terrace
High Point, NC 27265
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,297 ------------------------------

From: buster q
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:04
Subject: No Two-Tier Internet
Dear FCC,

Thank you for working tirelessly on behalf of the oligarchy and the 1%.  I'm sure they appreciate it.

I do not support your current proposal to make the internet a tiered system or a pay for play system.

To the extent that you listen to comments from people who cannot afford lawyers and lobbyists I hope you will listen to
mine and abandon this horrible proposal.

Sincerely,

Dee Ouellette

------------------------------ Email 5,298 ------------------------------

From: irishgram
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
wendy colschen (  writes:

Living on a fixed income in a remote area. Do a lot of shopping and just catching up with the news...can barely afford
my internet fees now. You will take away what little opportunity I have to interact with the world. You suck!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,299 ------------------------------

From: madmal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Malcolm Chaddock
736 SE Lambert St
Portland, OR 97210
US

------------------------------ Email 5,300 ------------------------------

From: loki1456
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Curt Hofmann
4743 Forestbrook Dr
4743 Forestbrook Dr
Copley, OH 44321
US

------------------------------ Email 5,301 ------------------------------

From: forestfein
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
forest fein

------------------------------ Email 5,302 ------------------------------

From: rvitamanti
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Vitamanti

------------------------------ Email 5,303 ------------------------------
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From: elipchus
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:06
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Dear sirs:

I cannot express strongly enough my opposition to allowing ISPs to grade
delivery of Internet data based on what they are paid.

First and foremost, this will put ISPs in a conflict of interest. Most
of the end-user ISPs also provide streaming services of their own, and
provide these to monopoly or near monopoly arrangements with local
towns. How could they resist shutting down, degrading, or pricing their
competitors for data out of the market?

Second, for providers of streaming content, they will face a barrage of
fees. Who do they pay for their streaming? The ISP to which they
connect? The national backbone? A regional trunk? The ISP that connects
to me?

Third, what about me? This opens the way to bill me for the bits I
receive or send, i.e. metered Internet access. If Netflix can be
metered, so can an individual. This will effectively price poor users
out of access to the Internet.

Fourth, innovation will not be helped. ISPs make the claim that more
revenue will give them incentives to improve their capacity and service.
This reminds me of Ronald Reagan's trickle-down economics. American ISPs
have some of the highest prices in advanced countries as it is and the
service is woefully slow compared to, say, France, Singapore, South
Korea, just to name a few. You could make exactly the same argument for
a data-neutral Internet - the increase in data would give ISPs
incentives to improve their service and innovate technically to carry
all that data without disrupting their customers. Technology improves
constantly and data gets cheaper and cheaper. That needs to be reflected
in services and lower cost of Internet access. I'm afraid that with
Internet metering, the only innovation there will be will be in ways to
charge customers.

Thank you.

- Edward Lipchus
14 Grant street
Reading MA  01867

------------------------------ Email 5,304 ------------------------------

From: dr.oldskool
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing today to express to you the importance of an open, neutral Internet and to warn against the proposed "fast
lane." The Internet is not just another media distribution technology. It is the greatest single tool available to Americans
today for education, commerce, cultural contributions, and of course personal communication. It has been revolutionary
precisely because it has been open and unbiased.

If the FCC allows a fast lane, there is no doubt that only major corporations will be able to afford to pay for this access.
This will stifle entrepreneurs, limit education, and stifles dissenting voices.

What's more, the general public will gain nothing from those "fast Lanes." The ISPs have zero incentive to lower their
rates simply because they have a new revenue stream. We have seen over the part five years how corporations have
been hoarding profits, and keeping salaries down and prices up. There is no reason to believe "fast lanes" will make
Internet service cheaper.

In conclusion, I urge you to protect the open neutral Internet that has uplifted America's education, economy, and
culture. Don't shackle it down just so a few ISPs can make greater profits. It would be a tremendous folly, and a deep
and resounding failure of policy.

Thank you for your time,

Pendar Madavi
Madison, WI

------------------------------ Email 5,305 ------------------------------

From: david.r.forrest
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Forrest

TX

------------------------------ Email 5,306 ------------------------------

From: lowe15
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kimberly Lowe

------------------------------ Email 5,307 ------------------------------

From: simhoff
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandy Imhoff

------------------------------ Email 5,308 ------------------------------

From: marie drummond1
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marie Drummond
181 Jacobson RD
Del Valle, TX 78617
US

------------------------------ Email 5,309 ------------------------------
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From: fixedimage
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patrick Cretan

------------------------------ Email 5,310 ------------------------------

From: botsybaby
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Renee Jacobs

------------------------------ Email 5,311 ------------------------------

From: elizabet.mather
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

E Mather

CA 92129

------------------------------ Email 5,312 ------------------------------
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From: alfoglen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Glenn Alford (  writes:

The U.S. already has worse Internet connections than most other countries. Please don't make things worse by
abandoning neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,313 ------------------------------

From: albyqq
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alby Quinlan

------------------------------ Email 5,314 ------------------------------

From: samoana83
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Samoana McAngus

HI



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 5,315 ------------------------------

From: johnamattox
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Mattox
218 W 1st Ave
Colbert, GA 30628
US

------------------------------ Email 5,316 ------------------------------

From: markd777
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark Dickson

------------------------------ Email 5,317 ------------------------------

From: pffbdf
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pauline Caulk

------------------------------ Email 5,318 ------------------------------

From: jones.dylan19
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dylan Jones

------------------------------ Email 5,319 ------------------------------

From: gandggroup
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kate grotegut

------------------------------ Email 5,320 ------------------------------

From: ffdf
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Caulk

------------------------------ Email 5,321 ------------------------------

From: novakjc
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Novak
6059 W 64th Place
Chicago, IL 60638
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,322 ------------------------------

From: bsmith
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brian Smith

WA 98124
US

------------------------------ Email 5,323 ------------------------------

From: ghesley
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Glenda Hesley

------------------------------ Email 5,324 ------------------------------

From: patrickodell
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Patrick O'Dell
P. O. Box
Santa Fe, NM 87502
US

------------------------------ Email 5,325 ------------------------------

From: cirwin2010
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:14
Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
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scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htmhttp://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810
_002683.html

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide the service. It is also
 likely that these communications com

------------------------------ Email 5,326 ------------------------------

From: ben.l.frey
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 23:15
Subject: Internet Options
To whom it may concern (at the FCC),
Right now I have 2 internet "options" and neither of them are particularly fast or cheap when compared with what is
available elsewhere in the world, or what is available from Google, for example. The fact that Google is able to enter a
saturated marketplace, build out infrastructure, and provide a service that is literally 100x faster than the closest
competition for LESS cost to the consumer, and STILL make a profit on the venture is enough evidence to prove that
we cannot trust the current near-monopoly ISPs to honor the spirit of free market principles. They have been very
successful in both driving out competition and legislating away (through lobbyist and appointment of industry insiders
to key regulator positions) every reasonable consumer protection and natural check on their power.

We need to officially define the internet in a way that reflects what it truly is: A utility. The common carrier status
afforded to other communications protocols (and in a way, to all publicly necessary utilities) must be applied to internet
data transmissions. We cannot allow the backbone of the internet, which was paid for through huge outlays of PUBLIC
money and huge tax breaks and subsidies to PRIVATE enterprise, to become the playground of the rich and powerful.

Stop this misguided transition to a tiered internet service. We already have to pay more to access content through our
ISPs at faster speeds. To put a private toll booth at BOTH ends of a public service is to ensure that not only do costs go
UP in America as they fall everywhere else in the world, but also that we get left behind.

A combined Comcast Time/Warner cable company has no motivation to innovate, and every motivation to stifle
competition. Not even China would allow such a company to exist, and here we are, on the verge of seeing it happen in
the home of the "free."

Do you want to prove to the American people that you aren't a paid shill for the industry you spent so much time
working in? Make a single, solitary decision that benefits the 300 million people of America, instead of the 3 remaining
companies. Without net neutrality, without an internet that is open and constantly innovating from the grassroots up, the
United States will become, more quickly than I think we can imagine, a chapter in a history book, a lesson to future
civilizations about what can happen when freedom and common sense are discarded in exchange for quarterly profits
and lowest common denominators.

------------------------------ Email 5,327 ------------------------------

From: kennymo us
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kenneth Moriarty
405 Tarrytown Road #1348
White Plains, NY 10607
US

------------------------------ Email 5,328 ------------------------------

From: jon clausen
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:15
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules Proposed by the FCC
Chairman Wheeler and members of the committee,
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I am deeply concerned by the new proposed rules by the FCC to allow ISP’s to prioritize Internet traffic to those whom
they would choose to partner with.  For over 2 decades, ISP neutrality has been a cornerstone of Internet growth and
success, not to mention it has brought about unprecedented entrepreneurial growth in the technology sector - all with
great benefit to the general public.  It appears to me that, given these proposed rules, the FCC seeks to foster a gradual
return to a bygone era when the realm of digital media delivery was controlled by those very few large corporations who
 could afford to play in that arena (e.g. - cable television companies of the 1990’s and before).

While the newly proposed rules state that “ISP’s may not act in a commercially unreasonable manner to harm the
Internet, including favoring traffic from an affiliated entity”, the enforcement and proposed implementation of this
clause is nebulous, at best.  If, for example, a new ISP is formed in a local area, without the resources to pay the higher
metered rates from upstream providers and is rate limited to, say 1MBps, compared to the 16MBps or 32MBps that a
Fortune 100 ISP provider can pay to provide, the steps for that small business necessary to contest their significantly
reduced pipeline will that be considered “harm” and investigated with necessary intensity and effect?  I think history
tells us it would not, unless the start-up ISP has the monetary resources to lobby or litigate the matter at the Federal
level.  This same scenario would equally apply to any of the thousands of start-up and small technology companies that
innovate and deliver content to consumers and businesses in the sectors of:

- digital media
- online educational course and media content
- online gaming
- technology services and support
- web hosting and data centers

There are many more known and yet unknown sectors that these new rulings would affect or pre-empt from emerging.
 I would urge you to consider both the history and the vast potential of future Internet content delivery when considering
 these rules.

In addition, as I am sending copies on this public comment President Barack Obama (via this email) and my legislators
(via their web forms), I would also state that I believe a significant conflict of interests exists, with possible ethics
implications on the part of Chairman Wheeler.  Chairman Wheeler has a demonstrated history of close relationships
with large telecommunications and cable providers - precisely those companies that would benefit most by these new
rules.  In addition, Chairman Wheeler has shown his willingness, while in his position, to push the limits of anti-trust
regulation in his vocal support for the T-Mobile/AT&T merger, the attempt of which was ended by AT&T due to
concerns of an unfavorable justice department ruling.  In short, I express my own public concern as to whether
Chairman Wheeler is pursuing these rules in the best interest of the American public, which is his responsibility as FCC
Chairman.

I submit these concerns and ideas for your review and consideration.

Sincerely,

Jon Clausen
Grand Rapids, MI

CC: Barack Obama, President of the United States
Senator Debbie Stabenow - Michgan
Senator Carl Levin - Michigan
Representative Bill Huizenga
Representative Justin Amash

------------------------------ Email 5,329 ------------------------------

From: ktandme
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jean Tunstall
13925 South Springs Drive
Clifton, VA 20124
US

------------------------------ Email 5,330 ------------------------------

From: frankahamilton
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Franklin Hamilton

------------------------------ Email 5,331 ------------------------------

From: st freedman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Stephen Freedman

------------------------------ Email 5,332 ------------------------------

From: reluttr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:16
Subject: Open Internet Comment from a Internet User
Chairman Wheeler,

Your proposition to allow ISP's to charge websites and customers for "faster data lanes to certain websites" will only
end up being abused by ISP's and cause the internet as we know it to end.

A excellent example, Wikipedia, a essential tool for education. As it stands now they just barely get by on donations.
These donations ensure that wikipedia does not have to resort to using distracting advertisements that would hinder the
educational experience.
Whereas under your proposition, each and every ISP in the United States could demand more money so that images and
content will load in a reasonable amount of time. Wikipedia's only option will be then to add more and more ad's to the
website to pay these costs, ultimately harming the websites purpose. Because the website content will ultimately be
drown out with brightly colored flashing adverts that distract the individual.

Which leads to my next argument, online advertisements present a major security threat, a very large percentage of
internet based Ad's are misleading or can possibly contain malware that is very harmful to the user's machine. The
amount of adverts employed by websites now are bad enough, I could not see anyone benefiting from this number
greatly increasing due to increased costs of operation for websites.

But this is only part of the problem, all websites will have to compete in order to stay relevant under this new order. All
the while ISP's demanding more and more for something that as it stands now is free. No longer will a good website be
judged by its innovation and creativity, but by how much money the investor can toss at the ISP to ensure their content
loads faster than the competition.

It is certainly a future I fear, a future where the internet is no longer a tool, but a mere shadow of its former self. Tell me
 Chairman Wheeler, is this what you want for the internet? No longer a fast means of communication, a tool for
education, a way become more enriched as individual. But instead replaced by a interactive billboard!

Please reconsider your proposition, I and a majority of the internet community feel this will ultimately undo the delicate
balance of Net Neutrality.

Thank you,
Ron Luttrull

------------------------------ Email 5,333 ------------------------------

From: kidcat24
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:16
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Kerry Kempinski (  writes:

The open Internet is central to peopleâ€™s freedom to communicate, share, advocate and innovate in the 21st century.

But powerful interests want to censor free speech, block the sharing of information, hinder innovation and control how
Internet users get online.

All too often, people in power are making political decisions behind closed doors about how the Internet operates, and
without the involvement of Internet users themselves.
Your decision should be for all people not just the wealthy.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,334 ------------------------------

From: saraswati2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Renee La Pan
2027 Vine St
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US

------------------------------ Email 5,335 ------------------------------

From: idokek
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Greetings, two-face and shadowy bastards alike. KEEP YOUR FILTHY MITTS OFF OUR FREE INTERNET.

Wheeler: Make like the fossil you are leave the rest of the world alone. You're a mistake and a disgrace to the entire
species.

Ido Kek

HI 96778
US

------------------------------ Email 5,336 ------------------------------
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From: idokek
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Greetings, two-face and shadowy bastards alike. KEEP YOUR FILTHY MITTS OFF OUR FREE INTERNET.

Wheeler: Make like the fossil you are leave the rest of the world alone. You're a mistake and a disgrace to the entire
species.

Ido Kek

HI 96778
US

------------------------------ Email 5,337 ------------------------------

From: marcus.s.ricci
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:17
Subject: Net neutrality is crucial
Dear FCC-

Please uphold net neutrality. Maintaining equal access to the web will be essential in fostering innovation for
generations to come. Our society cannot be subjected to corporations dictating the flow of information and ideas. Net
neutrality is synonymous with freedom.

Thanks for your time,
Marcus

Marcus Ricci

401.368.4744
www.marcusricci.com

------------------------------ Email 5,338 ------------------------------

From: mar32123
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marlena Lange
23 Royce Avenue
10940-4708, NY 10940
US

------------------------------ Email 5,339 ------------------------------
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From: tjmacmurdo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:18
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Timothy MacMurdo ( gmail. com) writes:

Tom, you sold out your responsibilities to the American public. For a walk on part.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,340 ------------------------------

From: pdmikk
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Peter Mikkelsen
1724 N 22ND AVE
Pasco, WA 99301

------------------------------ Email 5,341 ------------------------------

From: dnewman27606
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donna Newman
710-D Powell Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606
US

------------------------------ Email 5,342 ------------------------------

From: julieharting
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:18
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Harting

------------------------------ Email 5,343 ------------------------------

From: islandinstall
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Matthew Gegenhuber (  writes:

It aint broke. Don't fix it.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,344 ------------------------------

From: anabella2003
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: internet nutrality ..
to whom it may concern ,

  i am writing due to the Comcast take over of internet neutrality. I would like the FCC put a stop to internet
discrimination immediately.  i would like to see the internet be fair for all sources big and small competitors and users. i
do not want to pay more for internet content nor faster or slower broad band speeds.  please take the correct actions on
behalf of the people who use the internet for we subsidize Comcast company to build our internet infrastructure. if the
correct actions are not taken the FCC would have sold out the people it is suppose to represent.

  thank you ,

isaac beltran
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------------------------------ Email 5,345 ------------------------------

From: mtomczyszyn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Tomczyszyn

------------------------------ Email 5,346 ------------------------------

From: mark d.emlet pac
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Emlet, PA
13925 South Springs Drive
Clifton, VA 20124
US

------------------------------ Email 5,347 ------------------------------

From: annalouisefontaine
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anna Louise E. Fontaine

------------------------------ Email 5,348 ------------------------------

From: rae773
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rae Pease
17536 Willow Pond Dr
Lutz, FL 33549
US

------------------------------ Email 5,349 ------------------------------

From: demandprogress
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

CHRISTOPHER MOTTER
5829 WHEATLAND DR SW
CEDAR RAPIDS, IA 52404
US

------------------------------ Email 5,350 ------------------------------

From: rav
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Your proposal is garbage
Your proposal is the opposite of what we need and will destroy net neutrality. It needs to be scrapped and you need to
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reclassify Broadband.

------------------------------ Email 5,351 ------------------------------

From: david1470
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Brown
824 S Colorado St
Butte, MT 59701
US

------------------------------ Email 5,352 ------------------------------

From: jmheytvelt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James  Heytvelt

------------------------------ Email 5,353 ------------------------------

From: riverman71
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Chris Berlet
P.O. Box 211
La Harpe, IL 61450

------------------------------ Email 5,354 ------------------------------

From: richardnchip
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Stock
1036 Durham B
Deerfield Beach, FL 33442

------------------------------ Email 5,355 ------------------------------

From: jillvl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jill Seaman
8490 Pioneer Drive
Anchorage, AK 99504

------------------------------ Email 5,356 ------------------------------

From: mewstermom
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Sharon Mylott
P O Box 816
77 Coons Drive
Charlestown, NH 03603
US

------------------------------ Email 5,357 ------------------------------

From: debo mill
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Deborah Miller

------------------------------ Email 5,358 ------------------------------

From: mprice44
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:23
Subject: Keep the internet OPEN
Support net neutrality,  No monopolies!  The open INTERNET is crucial for our country security and prosperity.

 Access has to be affordable for all, for us to survive as a nation.

------------------------------ Email 5,359 ------------------------------

From: raparo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Roberta Paro
246A Yantic Street
Norwich, CT 06360
US

------------------------------ Email 5,360 ------------------------------

From: wmsnbisbee
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nancy WILLIAMS

------------------------------ Email 5,361 ------------------------------

From: jordi.lucero2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jordi Lucero (  writes:

As a Net-neutrality advocate, I support that the new rules you want to propose threaten the Internetâ€™s free and open
culture. I do not support your advocacy for the murder of the open Internet. The Federal Communications Commission
should protect the people of the internet, not the rich and greedy corporations. As our founding father George
Washington wrote: "Few men have virtue to withstand the highest bidder." Prove me wrong.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,362 ------------------------------

From: jordi.lucero2
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:24
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner
Jordi Lucero (  writes:

As a Net-neutrality advocate, I support that the new rules you want to propose threaten the Internetâ€™s free and open
culture. I do not support your advocacy for the murder of the open Internet. The Federal Communications Commission
should protect the people of the internet, not the rich and greedy corporations. As our founding father George
Washington wrote: "Few men have virtue to withstand the highest bidder." Prove me wrong.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,363 ------------------------------

From: dcarter
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

In the civilized world, internet providers are like phone companies; if they cheat you, you can dump them.  The FCC
made a terrible mistake when they allowed monopolies and now you are handing them the power to make massive
profits and suppress innovative startups.  The effect won't be immediate, but America once again will lose relevance and
 creativity will have to come from elsewhere.

David Carter
144 Chisholm Trail
Redlands, CA 92373
US

------------------------------ Email 5,364 ------------------------------

From: showsha8
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Suzanne  Salerno

------------------------------ Email 5,365 ------------------------------

From: lucygibson
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lucy Gibson

------------------------------ Email 5,366 ------------------------------

From: aristarchus 200
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Peter Dempsey
301 W. Washington St. Apt. 15
Paris, TN 38242
US

------------------------------ Email 5,367 ------------------------------

From: wakafisher
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Wakako Fisher
911 N. Avenue 57
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US

------------------------------ Email 5,368 ------------------------------

From: kevin.davis56
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kevin Davis

------------------------------ Email 5,369 ------------------------------

From: renedcervoni
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rene Cervoni
p.o. box 51474
toa baja, PR 00950
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------------------------------ Email 5,370 ------------------------------

From: prophit1970
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
christian hartleben

------------------------------ Email 5,371 ------------------------------

From: oshotseabraham
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:25
Subject: Impassioned Plea
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

      I am a recent graduate who strongly opposes rules that would violate “net neutrality”. Any rules that would allow for
 discrimination, differential charging, filtering of content, or any other manifestations of a “closed internet” have no
place in a legitimate democracy.

      As an entrepreneur with aspirations to use the internet as a vehicle for bettering the lives of others, I fear that a
closed internet could potentially block new ideas if entrepreneurs don’t have sufficient funds to purchase premium
services and compete.
     As a student in the STEMs, an open internet was essential in my education by allowing me open access to the vast
array of data and knowledge easily accessible on the web.
     As an educator, I know the impact it has on helping students learn by allowing them access to all areas of the internet
 – not just the sites that wealthy internet companies provide.

     Please, please protect net neutrality. Since when have the opinions of wealthy corporations been more important to
our public servants than those of the people they serve?

Regards,
Abraham Oshotse
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B.S. Applied Physics
Florida A&M University
(404)844-3978

------------------------------ Email 5,372 ------------------------------

From: rlbrooks
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:26
Subject: Net Neutrality means Open and Equal
I am very much against the idea of allowing those with deep pockets gaining preferential treatment on the internet.  I
also don't want to be gouged by commercial firms that have gained unfair advantages and squeezed out better firms that
can't compete due to Un-balanced 'net neutrality'.  And maybe even more important is the net should remain an open
avenue for unfiltered, unrestricted free speech and not become a primarily commercial vehicle.

Between giant firms like Comcast and Verizon, and government agencies such as the NSA, not to mention repressive
foreign (middle eastern) states, the web is slowly being taken away from 'the people' and the FCC's latest 'Net
Neutrality' suggestion is moving in the wrong direction.

Please stop listening to corporate lobbyists and start serving the interests of the American people.

Thank you,

Russel Brooks
Walla Walla, WA

------------------------------ Email 5,373 ------------------------------

From: fuzgar
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gary Grice
1906 N. Drake Ave. #1B
Chicago, IL 60647
US

------------------------------ Email 5,374 ------------------------------

From: keelymeagan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Keely Meagan

------------------------------ Email 5,375 ------------------------------

From: writer mike
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Walker

------------------------------ Email 5,376 ------------------------------

From: austinoverholt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:27
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Austin Overholt (  writes:

Dear Mr. Chairman,

I'm writing as a concerned citizen concerning the current talks about net neutrality. I find it worrisome that some of my
rights as a customer and citizen may be infringed upon. I'm concerned about the ability of ISPs and cable providers to
charge providers of content. I personally believe this will hurt customers more than anyone as these costs will be carried
 down to us. I trust that you will make the right choice. Thank you for your consideration.
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Sincerely,

Austin Overholt
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,377 ------------------------------

From: sonjalang
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:27
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sonja Langsjoen (  writes:

It is unlikely that our American society will do well under the end of Net Neutrality. Citizens of other countries, whose
FCC chairs don't abuse their positions to enrich their former colleagues, will be better off than Americans.
It has been said, "Patriotism is the last refuge of a scoundrel."
You are NO patriot, AND you're a greedy scoundrel.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,378 ------------------------------

From: projectpeace
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paul von Hartmann

------------------------------ Email 5,379 ------------------------------
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From: darkartsfart
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alexander Gutierrez
6109 Hutton Ct.
San Jose, CA 95123
US

------------------------------ Email 5,380 ------------------------------

From: oshotseabraham
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:28
Subject: Impassioned Plea
Dear Commissioner Clyburn,

     I am a recent graduate who strongly opposes rules that would violate “net neutrality”. Any rules that would allow for
discrimination, differential charging, filtering of content, or any other manifestations of a “closed internet” have no
place in a legitimate democracy.

      As an entrepreneur with aspirations to use the internet as a vehicle for bettering the lives of others, I fear that a
closed internet could potentially block new ideas if entrepreneurs don’t have sufficient funds to purchase premium
services and compete.
     As a student in the STEMs, an open internet was essential in my education by allowing me open access to the vast
array of data and knowledge easily accessible on the web.
     As an educator, I know the impact it has on helping students learn by allowing them access to all areas of the internet
 – not just the sites that wealthy internet companies provide.

     Please, please protect net neutrality. Since when have the opinions of wealthy corporations been more important to
our public servants than those of the people they serve?

Regards,
Abraham Oshotse
B.S. Applied Physics
Florida A&M University
(404)844-3978

------------------------------ Email 5,381 ------------------------------

From: andrew.arrabaca
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Andrew Arrabaca

------------------------------ Email 5,382 ------------------------------

From: mark.engelberg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Every computer scientist, including me, is passionate about the importance of net neutrality.  Your actions will damage
future technological innovation, and this is unacceptable.

Mark Engelberg

------------------------------ Email 5,383 ------------------------------

From: mark.engelberg
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Every computer scientist, including me, is passionate about the importance of net neutrality.  Your actions will damage
future technological innovation, and this is unacceptable.

Mark Engelberg

------------------------------ Email 5,384 ------------------------------

From: john.sharp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:29
Subject: Six thoughts on how to fix this mess
Dear FCC,

Your goal appears to be: remove neutrality, guarantee carriage for all.  This is not a radical concept.  Retail stores and
service providers have followed this approach for thousands of years.
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If I go to an airline, I can buy an economy ticket or a premium ticket.  But they won't/can't deny me the ability to get on
the plane.

Similar to any other product or service sold to consumers.  There is no such thing as "hamburger neutrality" or "hotel
neutrality" or "car lube services neutrality".  Hospitals offer a premium tier of service - and regular service for those that
 can't or don't want to pay for a private room.

In summary:

1. Stop pretending that broadband, as a product or service, is different from any other kind of product or service
provided to consumers
2. Start pointing out that premium food costs more than regular food, as does premium gas, a premium hotel room, a
premium school, a premium seat at a game
3. Let the public know that in all other areas regulated by the FCC, the operator is basically free to charge pricing based
on what the market will accept
4. Point out that "letting the market decide" is the American Way
5. Communicate the fact that sending movies across the Internet has a large cost relative to serving Google's home page
- and share those costs, so consumers can understand the real cost involved with someone downloading Casablanca or
streaming all elements of an HD 3D multi-player game in real time.

6.  The MOST IMPORTANT THING THAT YOU, AS REGULATORS, NEED TO DO is ensure that internet service
providers, like retailers and airline operators, do not have the right to deny services to a consumer on a selective basis.
That is the heart of the issue.  Address that first, enable a premium tier that guarantees faster access to services that
consumer a ton of bandwidth, and the market will decide what kind of premium consumers will bear.

John Sharp
Chief Operating Officer
Gilcrux Holdings Pte Ltd dba GHX
71 Ayer Rajah Crescent #01-12
Singapore 139951

+65 9675 0106
john.c.sharp (skype)

------------------------------ Email 5,385 ------------------------------

From: stepbrown
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:29
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Stephanie Brown (  writes:

Mr Wheeler, their are too many smart techies out there. Good luck. Not everybody greedy for profits.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,386 ------------------------------

From: bdir
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:29
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Beverly Dir
8025 Ospital Road
Valley Springs, CA 95252
US

------------------------------ Email 5,387 ------------------------------

From: ewcrechr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Emily Fite

------------------------------ Email 5,388 ------------------------------

From: ceal.fool
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Celia Rae
4301 Spruce St
Apt B203
Philadelphia, PA 19104

------------------------------ Email 5,389 ------------------------------
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From: kshellko
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kirk Shellko
7231 North Damen
Chicago, IL 60645

------------------------------ Email 5,390 ------------------------------

From: angie2john
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Angelina Stith
24 Perennial Lane
Willingboro, NJ 08046
US

------------------------------ Email 5,391 ------------------------------

From: dslusher
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Internet providers need to be reclassified as common carriers. This is a very simple and obvious solution and the
regulatory structure is already there and operational. There is no valid reason to do anything otherwise.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 5,392 ------------------------------

From: marisanimal
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary Salerno

------------------------------ Email 5,393 ------------------------------

From: jim.roberts.utah
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:30
Subject: Open Internet
The sharing and dissemination of information has been and is a changing force for our society.  We are better educated,
more participatory, and have greater opportunity based on this freely accessible service.  To monetize it so that those
able to pay have a louder presence pushes our emerging culture back into servitude.

Please keep the internet open to all on an equal playing-field.

Sincerely,

James T. Roberts

------------------------------ Email 5,394 ------------------------------

From: skipcomcor
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Skip Vena
P.O.Box 220, 743-Goldhill
743-Goldhill
Woodland Park, CO 80866
US

------------------------------ Email 5,395 ------------------------------

From: khogue
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kelly Hogue
1201 Tanglewood Dr.
Greenwood, IN 46142
US

------------------------------ Email 5,396 ------------------------------

From: ericryaneri
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eric Iverson
3056Water st apt4
Stevens Point, WI 54481
US

------------------------------ Email 5,397 ------------------------------

From: stevens.j.rachel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:31
Subject: Net Neutrality needs to remain
Corporations throttling internet speeds will prevent entrepreneurs and artists from starting up and sharing their work,
will be used to silence protests and block access to websites, and will not be helpful in the long term for anyone. Do not
allow corporations to buy their way into regulating the way the internet works.

------------------------------ Email 5,398 ------------------------------

From: danabartelt
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dana Bartelt
36 Meadowlark Lane
Belle Mead, NJ 08502
US

------------------------------ Email 5,399 ------------------------------
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From: ambiguousubiquity
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:32
Subject: Please reconsider
Hello,

My name is Lauren Fine.  I'm 35 years old, so I've come of age during the start of the personal availability of the
internet. I remember my dad came home one day, all excited about being a part of something called the "world wide
web".  He even had a book that listed every website available, a book that was only about 2 inches thick.

I can't imagine how thick that book would be now. I understand that it may be hard for internet service providers to look
 at all the potential revenue that would come from restructuring the format and rate at which we  on sums information
and browse the vast amount information within the web.

But allowing this to happen is not right for the public. We should not be forced to choose what information we absorb
based on how much it costs.

Please keep the internet free and fully accessible, no matter what the website is.

Thank you,

Lauren Fine

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 5,400 ------------------------------

From: kristalohr
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Krista LOHR
3728 colby st
sarasota, FL 34232
US

------------------------------ Email 5,401 ------------------------------

From: roodegirl
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lora Roode
4161 buffalo mtn dr
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Loveland, CO 80538
US

------------------------------ Email 5,402 ------------------------------

From: rogerncarolyn
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Carolyn Patrick (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,
It is important for free speech, innovation, education, economic growth, creativity that Net Neutrality continue to be
preserved in the U.S. Please, for the sake of all of us who use the Internet, do NOT impose rules that would kill —
rather than protect — Net Neutrality. Those rules open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give
Internet service providers the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups,
nonprofits and everyday Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.
Thank you,
Carolyn Patrick
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,403 ------------------------------

From: ashiknow
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

greg goodwin
13804 26th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98125
US

------------------------------ Email 5,404 ------------------------------

From: imakakariel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jordan Bain

MA 02131
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,405 ------------------------------

From: cha93pet
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charlene Rush

------------------------------ Email 5,406 ------------------------------

From: alan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality!
As a web developer, I understand the value of the open Internet. It has enabled me to learn and grow in my career, and
to build web sites that I can share with the world. Small companies can release their products and grow into tools that
the entire world uses. The proposed changes to allow ISP’s to charge for preferential treatment would destroy the open
Internet that enabled an amazing era of technological progress. In order to save the Internet, Chairman Wheeler must
throw these plans out and reclassify broadband as a telecommunications service.

Alan Mooiman,
Web Developer

Brooklyn, NY
732-829-2048

------------------------------ Email 5,407 ------------------------------

From: ngoumbi
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
laurence roussel

------------------------------ Email 5,408 ------------------------------

From: olsonmargie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
We need an informed citizenry for our nation to succeed as a democratic republic.  Too much of our media is in the
hands of a very few.  Many people are misinformed or ignorant about important issues of the day.  Ending the open
internet will further erode the free flow of information in this country.

Marjorie Olson
141 Doris Ct
Vacaville, CA 95688
US

------------------------------ Email 5,409 ------------------------------

From: guntopolis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elizabeth Gunto
3625 fisk avenue, rear
philadelphia, PA 19129
US

------------------------------ Email 5,410 ------------------------------
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From: eleartemis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elena Perez

------------------------------ Email 5,411 ------------------------------

From: bvt49
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:36
Subject: Net Neutrality is just that. Period
Net neutrality should mean that all traffic gets treated the same The proposed two (N?) tiered pricing system is not
neutral. It will undermine innovation and free expression.

It’s time for the FCC to bite the bullet and declare broad band data services a utility like the rest of telecommunications
.

Michael Lewin

49 Buena Vista Terrace

San Francisco 94117

(415) 608-0518

------------------------------ Email 5,412 ------------------------------

From: pw t
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Paul Tippery
PO Box 276
Decatur, NE 68020
US

------------------------------ Email 5,413 ------------------------------

From: basav
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

It s completely unacceptable for the United States to be taking a backward step when other countries - including the
European Union and most recently Brazil - have mandated net neutrality.

Basav Sen
4033 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20011
US

------------------------------ Email 5,414 ------------------------------

From: pooka
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:36
Subject: Maintaining Internet Neutrality
Dear Commissioner Clyburn:                                                         April 25, 2014

I am writing to oppose newly introduced rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet--- where the wealthy can
 purchase faster Internet service while everyone else continues to have slower service.

Like most families, we use the Internet all the time. If you take steps as a commissioner to slow our Internet service
down, we will notice the change and you can expect many more e-mails until we are assured that you that you are doing
 your best to make the Internet accessible, affordable and moving with speed and efficiency for everyone. The first step
is to make Broadband Internet Service governed by the same laws that enforce open and equal access to our regular
telephone lines.

We do not want telecom and Internet corporations to determine the future of the Internet. We want new ideas to flourish
 on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service. The Internet
should remain democratic and not be carved up and sold off to the highest bidder.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

Keep the Internet an open highway for everyone. Work for real Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,

Stephen Schueller

LaPorte, Minnesota

------------------------------ Email 5,415 ------------------------------

From: steaparty98199
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
shelley Tea

------------------------------ Email 5,416 ------------------------------

From: lewis-carter
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lewis Carter
4630 Country Creek Dr. 1215
Dallas, TX 75236
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,417 ------------------------------

From: lesrose52
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

les rose
dan
Sydney, ot 2131
AU

------------------------------ Email 5,418 ------------------------------

From: ewie99
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ewen Kloas
3/69 Fulton street
Clayton
Melbourne, ot 3168
AU

------------------------------ Email 5,419 ------------------------------

From: pedramborhan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Pedram Borhan
401west 3rd st. #401
San Pedro, CA 90731
US

------------------------------ Email 5,420 ------------------------------

From: ritviola
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To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Helena Wilcox
2348 W. Alpine Ave.
Stockton, CA 95204
US

------------------------------ Email 5,421 ------------------------------

From: jimlo420
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jimmy Lopez
19330 Sunfish lane lot 11
altoona, FL 32702
US

------------------------------ Email 5,422 ------------------------------

From: bbruton3
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
babette bruton
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------------------------------ Email 5,423 ------------------------------

From: nbelikoff
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Noah Belikoff
3000 Hilltop Dr.
Richmond, CA 94806
US

------------------------------ Email 5,424 ------------------------------

From: pastorjd58
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Stroup
5756 Rarey Ave., East
Groveport, OH 43125
US

------------------------------ Email 5,425 ------------------------------

From: musteline
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
Subject: Proposed 'fast lanes'

This is an appalling idea!  Allowing companies to purchase preferential treatment for their own traffic means
fundamentally the end of a free internet.  This is quite possibly one of the worst, most threatening ideas I have ever
heard proposed.  I hope it will be swiftly abandoned and forgotten.  Most assuredly, I shall be lobbying my Senators and
 Representative in hopes of getting any such practice outlawed.

--

-Marshall A. Woods

------------------------------ Email 5,426 ------------------------------

From: janet2100
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

janet hippmann
1608 n. harding ave.
chicago, IL 60647
US

------------------------------ Email 5,427 ------------------------------

From: skyler120
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Given that corporations want the same freedoms of speech as individuals, you must be willing to share all the freedoms
of speech and other communication media with individuals. Please lets have respect reciprocally. Please keep the
internet open to all.

Wanda Andereck
580 Grand Teton Circle
Fayetteville, GA 30215
US

------------------------------ Email 5,428 ------------------------------

From: margaret
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Don't let money clog up more citizen arteries!!!

margaret gallegos
1259 Palisades Beach Rd.
Santa Monica, CA 90401
US

------------------------------ Email 5,429 ------------------------------

From: dishmanx2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patricia Dishman
914 Briarwood Crest
Nashville, TN 37221
US

------------------------------ Email 5,430 ------------------------------

From: cory martinez
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
Subject: Freedom of the Internet for all
Hello Mr. Tom Wheeler,

  I'm writing you to say that the regulations you proposed for net neutrality are nothing, but the opposite of an open
Internet. Seeing how you are a former cable industry lobbyist, I feel your view of an open Internet is very biased and
anti-consumerist. If so called "fast lanes" are made completely legal by these proposed regulations, cable companies will
 be the only one's to profit. They can stop new companies that may challenge some of the services they already provide.
Comcast was already outed to be throttling Netflix and forcing them to pay an extortion fee or continue to have their
traffic slowed going to Netflix customers. I already pay Comcast too much money, for speeds I have never seen since I
have been with them. In the end, Netflix and other Internet companies will to charge extra to pay all of the extortion fees
 demanded from all of the greedy ISP's. Unless the government is going to start a subsidy to pay those extra fees, the
consumers are going to take the burden. They must not be allowed to control Internet content. These regulations can
allow any website to be almost unreachable if they don't give in to the extortion or speak out against the ISPs.

I know I speak for myself and millions of other Americans. You must have ISP's reclassified as Title II Common
Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934. This is the only way to ensure net neutrality is finally achieved.

I know that you are a very busy man, but I would love to interview you. I want to hear your argument of how these
proposed regulations will benefit consumers and not hurt websites. I would greatly appreciate even just fifteen minutes
of your time.
Sincerely, Cory J. Martinez

------------------------------ Email 5,431 ------------------------------

From: cory martinez
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:41
Subject: Freedom of the Internet for all
Hello Mr. Tom Wheeler,

  I'm writing you to say that the regulations you proposed for net neutrality are nothing, but the opposite of an open
Internet. Seeing how you are a former cable industry lobbyist, I feel your view of an open Internet is very biased and
anti-consumerist. If so called "fast lanes" are made completely legal by these proposed regulations, cable companies will
 be the only one's to profit. They can stop new companies that may challenge some of the services they already provide.
Comcast was already outed to be throttling Netflix and forcing them to pay an extortion fee or continue to have their
traffic slowed going to Netflix customers. I already pay Comcast too much money, for speeds I have never seen since I
have been with them. In the end, Netflix and other Internet companies will to charge extra to pay all of the extortion fees
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 demanded from all of the greedy ISP's. Unless the government is going to start a subsidy to pay those extra fees, the
consumers are going to take the burden. They must not be allowed to control Internet content. These regulations can
allow any website to be almost unreachable if they don't give in to the extortion or speak out against the ISPs.

I know I speak for myself and millions of other Americans. You must have ISP's reclassified as Title II Common
Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934. This is the only way to ensure net neutrality is finally achieved.

I know that you are a very busy man, but I would love to interview you. I want to hear your argument of how these
proposed regulations will benefit consumers and not hurt websites. I would greatly appreciate even just fifteen minutes
of your time.
Sincerely, Cory J. Martinez

------------------------------ Email 5,432 ------------------------------

From: dabigdoodah
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Douglas Lass

------------------------------ Email 5,433 ------------------------------

From: lborusas
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

laura borusas

burr ridge, IL 60527
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,434 ------------------------------

From: mtwatson13
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Watson

------------------------------ Email 5,435 ------------------------------

From: pwgerman
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:42
Subject: Save Net Neutrality

Dear FCC Chairman Wheeler:

The future of the open Internet is in your hands. And yet you have proposed rules that would actually break it.

Your proposed path would open the door to widespread discrimination online. It would give Internet service providers
the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes that would be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls.

I urge you to scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying
broadband as a telecommunications service.

Sincerely,

Walter German

------------------------------ Email 5,436 ------------------------------

From: csf roo
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:43
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Craig Fortier
344 Fortier Drive
Williston, VT 05495
US

------------------------------ Email 5,437 ------------------------------

From: angelicvine
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Evelyn Waddell
1 Vine Street
Excelsior Springs, MO 64024
US

------------------------------ Email 5,438 ------------------------------

From: rdavis184
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Davis
554 Great Road
Littleton, MA 01460

------------------------------ Email 5,439 ------------------------------

From: susan.konop
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Susan Konop
1609 College Ave
Stevens Point, WI 54481
US

------------------------------ Email 5,440 ------------------------------

From: nsc1954
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

This is just another example of the corruption that money is bringing to Washington DC and politics in this country.

Nicola Crawford
1304 Ivy Ln
Attica, IN 47918
US

------------------------------ Email 5,441 ------------------------------

From: choochaway
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Clara Calloway

------------------------------ Email 5,442 ------------------------------

From: schrack
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Diane Schrack

------------------------------ Email 5,443 ------------------------------

From: halo350
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jared Kotishion

------------------------------ Email 5,444 ------------------------------

From: kelvi10
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

kelvin perez
600 west239th street apt 2j
bronx, NY 10463
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,445 ------------------------------

From: axel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Ms. Clyburn!

I am not an American citizen, but I currently reside in the US as an
International student and this will therefore affect me as well. I have
to say the proposal to allow ISPs to charge companies for faster service
is appalling. It will only lead to higher prices for consumers, as well
as hurting American companies and startups. It is bad for everyone
involved.

Comparing the state of the networks and service offered here in the US
to the one in Sweden, where I come from, I have to say it is miserable.
Not only is there almost no competition, but the prices are through the
roof and the speed is not living up to what's offered. The Internet has
become such an integrated part of our daily lives that it should really
be considered a public utility.

In the same vein I have to state that the Comcast/TWC merger is
something I oppose as well. It will only bring about a monopoly that is
bad for consumers. We've already seen Comcast throttle Netflix, forcing
them to reach a "streaming traffic agreement".

If this continues I fear that the US will lose its technological edge.
What is the point of creating a startup in the US when you have to pay
ISPs money to deliver content? What has been proposed and how things
work today is not what is best for anyone but the ISPs and their owners.
I urge you to consider what is best for the American consumers, the
American companies, and the Internet at large.

Yours, Axel Lindmarker

------------------------------ Email 5,446 ------------------------------

From: ra ball
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Ball
106 W Walnut Park Dr
Philadelphia, PA 19120
US

------------------------------ Email 5,447 ------------------------------
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From: sco7t
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Commissioners,

Keep the Internet free and open.  Maybe then ISPs will give to the country that invented the Internet the bandwidth of
the developing world.  Otherwise, the ISPs will throttle and monopolize their parts of the market, continue to overcharge
 us for substandard service, and magically erect barriers to new entrants, both ISP and content provider, all the while
failing in their promise to expand broadband service to rural America.

Thank you,
Scott Callaway
Houston, Texas 77006

------------------------------ Email 5,448 ------------------------------

From: ktachau
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Moreover, as a faculty member at a state university -- the kind of institution that is being underfunded -- my work and
that of my students absolutely depends upon net neutrality.  Corporations have a record of many centuries of NOT
working for democracy or to advance research wherever it may lead so there is no reason to imagine that the purpose of
the corporations who plan to control the internet is anything other than to maximize profits while squashing any
inconvenient free speech.  This is a public necessity, and government does have an important role to play in protecting
the internet for ALL the people.

Katherine Tachau
127 Ferson Ave
Iowa City, IA 52246
US

------------------------------ Email 5,449 ------------------------------

From: vallore
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ryan Lacouture
321 Old Course Drive
Friendswood, TX 77546
US

------------------------------ Email 5,450 ------------------------------
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From: rlhaught49
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Randall Haught
3501 East Lee Street
Greensboro, NC 27406
US

------------------------------ Email 5,451 ------------------------------

From: 1stealth
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:48
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jerry Kingery (  writes:

Please fight for the majority you represent Mr. Wheeler. Europe & Australia did. Did they get it wrong? Thank you
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,452 ------------------------------

From: snagnem
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:49
Subject: I still want open internet/net neutrality.
Open internet/net neutrality is a vital part of what makes the internet a freely accessible source of information and tool
for communication, unburdened by the whims of corporations.

------------------------------ Email 5,453 ------------------------------

From: jimmyemunoz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Munoz
75 Nassau Avenue
Kenner, LA 70065
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,454 ------------------------------

From: bhogerty
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Billie Rene Hogety

CA 92308
US

------------------------------ Email 5,455 ------------------------------

From: oflgillis
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

B W Gillis

MO
US

------------------------------ Email 5,456 ------------------------------

From: edpals2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Judy Hayner

------------------------------ Email 5,457 ------------------------------

From: hula
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Charles Hutchinson

 10009

------------------------------ Email 5,458 ------------------------------

From: alanmooers
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alan Mooers

------------------------------ Email 5,459 ------------------------------

From: npetranto
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 23:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nancy Petranto
117 Crystal Court
Novato, CA 94949
US

------------------------------ Email 5,460 ------------------------------

From: smith.kennethm
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:52
Subject: FCC’s upcoming net neutrality plan
A bit is a bit.  It doesn't matter if it is an image of a cat, a birthday email, or a high definition movie.  Internet Service
Providers should be required to treat all internet traffic equally and not throttle any specific type of content or service
based on monetary transactions.

Stay out of the people's internet, keep it free and open.  That is what has made it such a powerful tool and keeps
America strong on the global stage.

Sincerely,
Kenneth M. Smith
Mississippi Resident and concerned American Citizen

------------------------------ Email 5,461 ------------------------------

From: georgewhare
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

George Hare
912 Stuart Ave
East Lansing, MI 48823
US

------------------------------ Email 5,462 ------------------------------

From: phizzle
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

alfred sasiadek
463 ne 55 ter
miami, FL 33137

------------------------------ Email 5,463 ------------------------------

From: prncss.j
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
al franken is on the correct side of this issue.  please stop your abandonment of him!

anony mous
abc
xyz, MN 55406
US

------------------------------ Email 5,464 ------------------------------

From: ileen2
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Do it now -- classify ISPs as telecom carriers and set this nightmare to rest.  I promise if you kill net neutrality I and
many others will boycott any and all corporations paying for privileged access and I will start by canceling my Comcast
and Netflix accounts.

If you end net neutrality there will be a backlash like nothing seen yet.  The internet is the only access left to unfettered
information and communication. It is our lifeline to what is left of our diminished democracy and we will not go quietly
if you sell it off.

Ileen Weber

------------------------------ Email 5,465 ------------------------------

From: twobryans
To:
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Date: 4/25/2014 23:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

We want the internet bill of rights like Brazil.

Edie Bryan
1661 S Kendall St
Lakewood, CO 80232
US

------------------------------ Email 5,466 ------------------------------

From: bellaeros13
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Madeline Houston
14 Erwin Park
Montclair, NJ 07042

------------------------------ Email 5,467 ------------------------------

From: cinderkhryz
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shawn Murphy

------------------------------ Email 5,468 ------------------------------

From: pamelaroyce
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Pamela Royce (  writes:

Internet neutrality is vital to the protection of our individual rights guaranteed by the Bill of Rights.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,469 ------------------------------

From: daniel.fretto
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Daniel  Fretto

------------------------------ Email 5,470 ------------------------------

From: blackhorserelay
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:54
Subject: net neutrality
I am opposed to your current plans to allow cable companies to sell preferential treatment to access the
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internet.  Leave well enough alone, there's plenty of time to make rules down the road if the situation

requires it.

------------------------------ Email 5,471 ------------------------------

From: dorothyeross
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Internet neutrality is critical for the free exchange of ideas, which is critical for our society to stay strong.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dorothy Ross
544 W 150th St
New York, NY 10031
US

------------------------------ Email 5,472 ------------------------------

From: sogoodjazzie
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Katherine Mouzourakis

------------------------------ Email 5,473 ------------------------------

From: mikeysong86
To:
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gov
Date: 4/25/2014 23:54
Subject: Please Restore Net Neutrality
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."

I support Title II.

Thank you,

Michael

------------------------------ Email 5,474 ------------------------------

From: prescott
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:55
Subject: Keep the Internet open
Recently proposed FCC regulations which will allow ISPs to give content providers preferential treatment will destroy
the open Internet, ultimately harming consumers.  All content should be treated equally, given the same open access to
bandwidth into a consumer's home.  The consumer must be able to choose which content to receive with the reasonable
expectation that no matter which content is chosen, it will be delivered with the same speed.  Letting the ISP tamper
with a content's quality of service (for a fee, no less) serves no purpose other than to provide a revenue stream to the ISP
 at the expense of the consumer.

------------------------------ Email 5,475 ------------------------------

From: 212electricmike
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Michael Wood (  writes:

Your actions to end net neutrality make me embarrassed to admit that I ever supported this administration. I consider
your decisions as a betrayal of the reasons we voted for Obama. I can't even express how disappointed I am. I will be
mentioning your specific activities each time the PAC committees call me this year, just before I tell them to call
someone else.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,476 ------------------------------

From: dnlrdrgz0
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel Rodriguez
2749 Barnes Avenue
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15th Floor
New York, NY 10467
US

------------------------------ Email 5,477 ------------------------------

From: pjcamp
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:56
Subject: reclassify them as common carriers
You cannot plausibly argue any longer that the internet is a
nonessential service. We file our taxes on line, for god's sake.

Of course, I don't expect this to ever happen as the FCC is too entirely
consumed with corruption. You have a telecom lobbyist for a chair. It
doesn't get more corrupt than that.

--
Dr. Paul J. Camp
Physics Department
Spelman College
Atlanta, GA   30314
404-270-5864

"The beauty of the cosmos derives not only from unity in variety
       but also from variety in unity"
                 -- Umberto Eco
                    The Name of the Rose

                    Sugar is a good girl.
                     Sam is my best boy.

------------------------------ Email 5,478 ------------------------------

From: hank.ronan
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Hank Ronan
4417 Starr Jordan Dr.
Annandale, VA 22003
US

------------------------------ Email 5,479 ------------------------------

From: axel
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Hello Mr. Wheeler!

I am not an American citizen, but I currently reside in the US as an International student and this will therefore affect
me as well. I have to say the proposal to allow ISPs to charge companies for faster service is appalling. It will only lead
to higher prices for consumers, as well as hurting American companies and startups. It is bad for everyone involved.

Comparing the state of the networks and service offered here in the US to the one in Sweden, where I come from, I have
 to say it is miserable. Not only is there almost no competition, but the prices are through the roof and the speed is not
living up to what's offered. The Internet has become such an integrated part of our daily lives that it should really be
considered a public utility.

In the same vein I have to state that the Comcast/TWC merger is something I oppose as well. It will only bring about a
monopoly that is bad for consumers. We've already seen Comcast throttle Netflix, forcing them to reach a "streaming
traffic agreement".

If this continues I fear that the US will lose its technological edge. What is the point of creating a startup in the US when
 you have to pay ISPs money to deliver content? What has been proposed and how things work today is not what is best
for anyone but the ISPs and their owners. I urge you to consider what is best for the American consumers, the American
 companies, and the Internet at large.

Yours, Axel Lindmarker

------------------------------ Email 5,480 ------------------------------

From: roznjon
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rose Martin
16845 Head Ave.
Hazel Crest, IL 60429
US

------------------------------ Email 5,481 ------------------------------

From: savvy1x
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michelle Towle
29344 Evergreen
Flat Rock, MI 48134
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,482 ------------------------------

From: dasmith1966
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Smith

------------------------------ Email 5,483 ------------------------------

From: m balbier
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michelle Balbier
Chaves cir
Port charlotte, FL 33948
US

------------------------------ Email 5,484 ------------------------------

From: famicomman89
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:58
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Save Net Neutrality. Anyone can see why it's important. Not only are you giving the telecommunications the ability to
censor what we see on the internet by limiting traffic speed to particular websites but in turn this allows those providers
to cheat the consumer in the download speeds we pay each month. We pay for a particular each month. Why should
websites need to pay to make sure we receive what we pay for? It's completely lunacy.

------------------------------ Email 5,485 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: kokodhem
To:
Date: 4/25/2014 23:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christopher Brock
1171 Hunt Rd
Murray, UT 84117
US

------------------------------ Email 5,486 ------------------------------

From: seowens19143
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sharon E. Owens
455 S. 48th St.
Philadelphia, PA 19143
US

------------------------------ Email 5,487 ------------------------------

From: guavalane
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Citizens United has allowed billionaire money to be grossly given to influence elections.  Now, Net Neutrality will
allow billionaires, the richest 1%, to have whatever they want.  The rest of us once again will have our voices
diminished and access to the internet reduced. The rich who can afford whatever they want will end up getting whatever
 they want.  We are left holding an empty bag.

Ingrid Nishimoto
PO Box 90
Ninole, HI 96773
US

------------------------------ Email 5,488 ------------------------------
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From: barronsings
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The Internet is a public commons, built on taxes from all citizens.  To allow it to become a corporate fiefdom is a
betrayal of the people's right to own property in common, property that we paid for.
You must protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you,

Anne Barron
9459-14 Mission Gorge Rd
Santee, CA 92071
US

------------------------------ Email 5,489 ------------------------------

From: barronsings
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The Internet is a public commons, built on taxes from all citizens.  To allow it to become a corporate fiefdom is a
betrayal of the people's right to own property in common, property that we paid for.
You must protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you,

Anne Barron
9459-14 Mission Gorge Rd
Santee, CA 92071
US

------------------------------ Email 5,490 ------------------------------

From: stmeantime
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jean Boyd
151 s. Adams st
151 S Adams St
Spokane, WA 99201
US



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 5,491 ------------------------------

From: mfranks
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:02
Subject: Open internet
The us is already lagging behind on terms the price of bandwidth.  How can we actually think that allowing ISP to
charge for for tiers of access is going to give us an advantage?

I'm curious to understand what benefit this has for the people of the United States - aside from those who stand to make
a profit.  Can you please explain?

Matt franks

8598031874

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 5,492 ------------------------------

From: jahzjoy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

P. Joy Pryor

 49506

------------------------------ Email 5,493 ------------------------------

From: czeslaw.czapla
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Czeslaw Czapla
7236 N Vancouver Avenue
Portland, OR 97217
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,494 ------------------------------

From: phil.gasper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Philip Gasper

------------------------------ Email 5,495 ------------------------------

From: mattallmer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:03
Subject: Re: Your future net neutrality proposal
One word: "Spineless"

You do not mention reclassifying internet access as "infrastructure". You could have changed one single word in your
old rules to simply show you're not lapdogs to the large corporate internet providers.

But you didn't.

And so you are what so many of us were afraid you were. Lapdogs.

You care nothing of consumers, you've allowed yourself to listen to high-paid lobbyists who represent these oligarchs,
who care for nothing but money and power. You are supposed to protect us from a tiny minority of conglomerates and
yet you act as if you're clueless to stop them.

Your proposal not only gains no trust from me, as a consumer. It loses it. ALL of it. I wouldn't trust you with a second
opinion on my son's lemonade stand prices. If I did, you'd hand me a list of companies you recommend I PAY them to
take the lemonade off my hands.

You're a watch dog that has grown fat and lazy from the cuts of meat the patient, corporate burglars have been spoon-
feeding you for decades, who are now trespassing—without threat—on our rights.

You wanted early feedback about your new proposal. My feedback to you is one word…
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Spineless.

Best,
Matt Allmer
Defeated consumer

.mobile.

------------------------------ Email 5,496 ------------------------------

From: maryetta roos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Maryetta Roos
6340 Morningside Dr
Kansas City, MO 64113
US

------------------------------ Email 5,497 ------------------------------

From: zahrebelny01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Zahrebelny

CA

------------------------------ Email 5,498 ------------------------------

From: juneb2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Eugene Butler

------------------------------ Email 5,499 ------------------------------

From: brian.rosenthal.budack
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brian Budack (  writes:

Why is it you get to build power structures in place of what was already working. Free market structures are non
existent because of assholes like you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,500 ------------------------------

From: john.c.brenner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Why should I pay my ISP twice?  I pay for access and yet they will charge Netflix or Hulu or whomever for Preferred
access, those costs will be passed on to me by Hulu or Netflix.  Why should I do that?  Will my bill to my ISP go down?
  If you believe that I have a bridge to sell you.

------------------------------ Email 5,501 ------------------------------

From: scott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
scott chapman

------------------------------ Email 5,502 ------------------------------

From: slowroller11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Heffron
6710 Mt. Hermon Ch. Rd. Lot 102
Durham, NC 27705
US

------------------------------ Email 5,503 ------------------------------

From: tcpatton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Todd Patton
4512 Bracada Dr
Durham, NC 27705
US

------------------------------ Email 5,504 ------------------------------

From: bauertimandnancy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nancy Bauer
3231 NW 67 St
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Seattle, WA 98117
US

------------------------------ Email 5,505 ------------------------------

From: earsun0413
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Debra Magdalene
587 N. 250 W.
Heber City, UT 84032
US

------------------------------ Email 5,506 ------------------------------

From: edpals2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:07
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Judy Hayner (  writes:

A free country needs a free and open internet.  Our democracy is being destroyed by you and other corporate servants.
If you value freedom and liberty at all, please reconsider this decision.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,507 ------------------------------

From: options.2010
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Don Jacobson

WA 98685
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------------------------------ Email 5,508 ------------------------------

From: cdsevier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Crystal Sevier
20569 Charlotte Ct
Soulsbyville, CA 95372
US

------------------------------ Email 5,509 ------------------------------

From: markfriedman1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark Friedman

------------------------------ Email 5,510 ------------------------------

From: angied
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Angie Dixon
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6949 humphrey Rd
Clinton
Clinton, WA 98236
US

------------------------------ Email 5,511 ------------------------------

From: jc2nyc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

PAY TO PLAY IS NOT DEMOCRACY IN ACTION -- IT'S DEMOCRACY IN TRACTION!

John Catherine
132 East 35TH ST
New York, NY 10016

------------------------------ Email 5,512 ------------------------------

From: joeda1267740
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph D'Amato

------------------------------ Email 5,513 ------------------------------

From: simianspaceman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alan Michaels
7510 17th ave., Apt 2
brooklyn, NY 11214
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,514 ------------------------------

From: swebb4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I have never been compelled to write to any government official in  my time on this planet. But, today I am writing to
state my position on the "free internet". Please keep net traffic neutral. Do not allow corporate money to further pollute
our country. The internet is the last bastion of true freedom on this planet. Small sites need to be able to compete with
larger ones. The rich cannot always tread on the poor.

Shadwick C. Webb

------------------------------ Email 5,515 ------------------------------

From: blakeboetto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Blake Boetto
8610 N. Cedar Ave.
Apt. 202
Fresno, CA 93720
US

------------------------------ Email 5,516 ------------------------------

From: ddollisonpa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Daniel Dollison (  writes:

How can you possibly even think this is good for consumers?  Are you here for us, the citizens, the little people?  Or are
 you in it for the giant telecoms?  Are you still a lobbyist because it looks that way sir.  Stick up for us.  Keep the net
open for the little guy...neutral.  Don't sell out.  Don't rationalize it, we know what you are doing and acting in the best
interest of the citizenry it ain't.  It's not to late to be an honorable person: keep the net neutral .
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,517 ------------------------------
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From: sgtwayne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Beverly

------------------------------ Email 5,518 ------------------------------

From: swebb4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:09
Subject:
Commisioner Clyburn,

I have never been compelled to write to any government official in  my time on this planet. But, today I am writing to
state my position on the "free internet". Please keep net traffic neutral. Do not allow corporate money to further pollute
our country. The internet is the last bastion of true freedom on this planet. Small sites need to be able to compete with
larger ones. The rich cannot always tread on the poor.

Shadwick C. Webb

------------------------------ Email 5,519 ------------------------------

From: leeloe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lee Loe

------------------------------ Email 5,520 ------------------------------

From: tomedwol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Thomas Wolslegel

------------------------------ Email 5,521 ------------------------------

From: skiwest01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:12
Subject: Opinion
When I see that Amazon, Comcast, Verizon etc. may just buy out FCC and push the law to their advantage, I start
questioning freedom in America. There is no doubt, that this proposal is harmful for democracy, and it creates even
more precedents for corruption. I am very sorry to see how used to be free country is being sold out.

Ark Z.

------------------------------ Email 5,522 ------------------------------

From: ourplanethome-care
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 0:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judith Kahle

------------------------------ Email 5,523 ------------------------------

From: dmottert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Daniel Mottert

------------------------------ Email 5,524 ------------------------------

From: shaneo1988
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Tom Wheeler and his staff,

Please classify ISPs as Title II telecommunication utilities.

The internet is used for communication more and more.  Right now, I'm using the internet to contact you!!! The internet
is vital to communications and ISPs should be classified as such, same as phone companies.  I strongly oppose your
proposal to include "fast lanes" so large companies can receive faster speeds to their websites than smaller companies'
websites.  That will drive users toward the fastest websites and could cause smaller startups to crumble, allowing a
monopoly by the behemoth companies that are currently used today.  The FCC should protect the interests of the people
and no one wants net neutrality to end but the ISPs and their shareholders.  You used to be a lobbyist for the cable
companies, is this correct?  If so, how the hell did you get to be chairman of the FCC.  That's like the wolf guarding the
hen house.

A concerned US citizen,
Shane O'Donnell

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S™II Skyrocket™ an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone.

------------------------------ Email 5,525 ------------------------------

From: redpizza
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Giovanna Pedrazzi

------------------------------ Email 5,526 ------------------------------

From: ragonr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:13
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Randy Ragon
2418 N Clybourn
Chicago, IL 60614
US

------------------------------ Email 5,527 ------------------------------

From: w.atmore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Wendy Atmore
16340 Interlake Ave. N.
Shoreline, WA 98133
US

------------------------------ Email 5,528 ------------------------------

From: richard.seidemann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Seidemann

------------------------------ Email 5,529 ------------------------------

From: paj132
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patrick Wolyniec

MN 56187
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------------------------------ Email 5,530 ------------------------------

From: helgaleenas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
helgaleena healingline

------------------------------ Email 5,531 ------------------------------

From: rivet65
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chris  Carlson

------------------------------ Email 5,532 ------------------------------
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From: purefoi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lori Purifoy

------------------------------ Email 5,533 ------------------------------

From: highvelg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
robert manna

------------------------------ Email 5,534 ------------------------------

From: petersen4
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
douglas petersen

------------------------------ Email 5,535 ------------------------------

From: rickeyj09
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rick Johnson
148 Nottingham Trail
Newport News, VA 23602
US

------------------------------ Email 5,536 ------------------------------

From: jsuzio22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

joan suzio
1001 juniper pkwy
libertyville, IL 60048
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,537 ------------------------------

From: torrorjordan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:18
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jordan Braithwaite
2204 Sycamore Trail
Round Rock, TX 78664
US

------------------------------ Email 5,538 ------------------------------

From: p.gomez.almeida
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:18
Subject: Don't Ruin Net Neutrality
Don't Ruin Net Neutrality

------------------------------ Email 5,539 ------------------------------

From: dv adkins
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Adkins

OR 97402
US

------------------------------ Email 5,540 ------------------------------

From: wildbill417
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bill Hayes
8000 W 81ST AVE # 23
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Amarillo, TX 79119
US

------------------------------ Email 5,541 ------------------------------

From: steve 93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Steven Perrine
20420 County Rt.47
Carthage, NY 1619
US

------------------------------ Email 5,542 ------------------------------

From: analoguesignal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carlos Torres
3400 Herrod Ave
Atwater, CA 95301
US

------------------------------ Email 5,543 ------------------------------

From: maritoni buch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tony Buch
6221 35 ave
Seattle, WA 98115
US

------------------------------ Email 5,544 ------------------------------

From: ramirezmer
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maria Ramirez

------------------------------ Email 5,545 ------------------------------

From: jenyloi24
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom Wheeler, like it or not, you are in the midst making history, don't be cheap and pimp internet, just for a second,
think about our forefathers, freedom of speech, land of opportunity and the damage you are about to commit on the
great country in the world, Country is more important than money.

If you are too selfish and self centered, just think about the future you are setting for your grand kids. please don't be a
pimp to cable company lobbyists.

------------------------------ Email 5,546 ------------------------------

From: apf505
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alex Fontana
6724 North Euclid Avenue
Gladstone, MO 64118
US

------------------------------ Email 5,547 ------------------------------
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From: timmckeever
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Timothy McKeever (  writes:

Maintain net neutrality. No pay for speed fast tracks. Regulate the internet as a utility because it is more integral to
current society that telephone. Allow cities to install their own fiber networks to COMPETE with the large telecoms and
 their monopolies.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,548 ------------------------------

From: g2quinn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gregory Kanter
43 Bowdoin St.
Boston, MA 02114
US

------------------------------ Email 5,549 ------------------------------

From: carivera79
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carlos Rivera

wesley chapel, FL 33545

------------------------------ Email 5,550 ------------------------------

From: amsra1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bob Beatie

------------------------------ Email 5,551 ------------------------------

From: omsbeqaj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Omar Beqaj
4716 46th St
Apr 3R
Sunnyside, NY 11377
US

------------------------------ Email 5,552 ------------------------------

From: nikki.pachecotheard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nikki Pacheco-Theard
3693 S. Puma Drive
3693 S. Puma Drive
Coeur d Alene, ID 83814
US

------------------------------ Email 5,553 ------------------------------
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From: allphourus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Randall Ayers
14000 SE Cascade Park Dr. #30
Vancouver, WA 98683
US

------------------------------ Email 5,554 ------------------------------

From: rob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Please do not sell out the internet!

Robert Krinsky
Arlington Rd.
Taylorsville, CA 95983
US

------------------------------ Email 5,555 ------------------------------

From: titaniumfortress
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:23
Subject: the common person
I know my email wont make a mark or really matter that much to you guys at the FCC, but... what you guys are
proposing is wrong. How is... Jimmy down the street more IMPORTANT or SPECIAL than I am? Just because he
decides to spend some of his time on some business sites rather than connecting with friends on a social networking site
doesnt make him more important. Now Im not fully sure what you are proposing, but by what Ive heard, paying MORE
for more prioritized access or whatever... just isnt right. Its not whats considered American, equal and free, which is
what the internet is now. If this basically anti-net neutrality thing is passed, then quite literally freedom of speech is
limited to the masses, but open to those who pay more to the ISP's. What Im getting out of it is a huge message of greed,
 companies wanting more money and willing to get it by siphoning it out of us common people who want it to remain
the same by paying. I think I speak for a majority of people when I say... this is wrong, its ridiculous, and on the more
extreme side that I dont follow, Communist-like. The rich get more, while us non-rich struggle.
 So I BEG you guys, dont do this to us. Dont do it to... the random blogger out there who just wants to have his/her
voice heard unencumbered by limitations, to the teenager out there on youtube making Minecraft gameplay videos who
wants to be big like SkythekidRS, to the producer out there who NEEDS this freedom to produce his/her music and to
be able to share it with millions across the globe. I am all 3 of these, I am the person who wants to blog on my tumblr
without limitations, who wants to make my vids without them as well, and who wants to share my music and bring
happiness to the people who like it.
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 PLEASE... please just leave the internet the way it is. Its a perfect system.
-The common person out there enjoying my internet

------------------------------ Email 5,556 ------------------------------

From: rbosh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Bush
125553 Crystal Ranch Rd
Moorpark, CA 93021
US

------------------------------ Email 5,557 ------------------------------

From: sgtrock
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ricky Rowell
12833 Spur Rd
Hudson, FL 34669

------------------------------ Email 5,558 ------------------------------

From: jnmjeannie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jeannie marsh
7600 Crowley Rd.
Ft. Worth, TX 76134
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,559 ------------------------------

From: ksabatin53
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kathy Sabatini
4728 Isabella Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US

------------------------------ Email 5,560 ------------------------------

From: cmdrfishee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:24
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Greetings Chairman Wheeler,

I, along with countless Americans, implore you to preserve the Internet as a common carrier, as this resource is used
daily by millions for work, education, communication, and entertainment. Upholding Net Neutrality would ensure these
people have fair and equal access to these products and services, thus reflecting American ideals and free speech.

There is an astronomical amount of concern over how dedicated our government is towards protecting the Internet, and
its accessibility as a modern day utility for students, businessmen, homemakers, and so on.

Please do not give people more reason to discredit or lose faith in our government. Do not allow large corporations and
unchecked monopolies to overshadow the people.

Protect the Internet and protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you,
Shantay Shahbaz

------------------------------ Email 5,561 ------------------------------

From: cmdrfishee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:24
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Greetings Chairman Wheeler,

I, along with countless Americans, implore you to preserve the Internet as a common carrier, as this resource is used
daily by millions for work, education, communication, and entertainment. Upholding Net Neutrality would ensure these
people have fair and equal access to these products and services, thus reflecting American ideals and free speech.
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There is an astronomical amount of concern over how dedicated our government is towards protecting the Internet, and
its accessibility as a modern day utility for students, businessmen, homemakers, and so on.

Please do not give people more reason to discredit or lose faith in our government. Do not allow large corporations and
unchecked monopolies to overshadow the people.

Protect the Internet and protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you,
Shantay Shahbaz

------------------------------ Email 5,562 ------------------------------

From: worldatpeace
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The internet is our information highway.  All cars on our highway are allowed to go at the top speed.

Do not make our information highway one where only the wealthy and politically connected can go at top speed --while
 everyone else is forced to slow down and let them pass.

David Busch

CA 90013
US

------------------------------ Email 5,563 ------------------------------

From: j.wescott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:25
Subject: HORRIBLE IDEA
The FCC is absolutely on the WRONG side of this conversation. The proposal to allow ISP’s to charge additional fees
for faster throughput to content providers is absolutely contrary to the idea of the internet. This proposal essentially
creates a class structure for the internet. Those that can afford higher throughput can pay for it and those that cannot
must make due with what is left over of the available throughput. I appreciate the capitalist ideas of free market
capitalism however for a government agency to advocate and enable a clearly unsustainable economic environment is
irresponsible. HORRIBLE HORRIBLE HORRIBLE idea.

------------------------------ Email 5,564 ------------------------------

From: robrien2000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert O'Brien

------------------------------ Email 5,565 ------------------------------

From: afischer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Andrew Fischer
21 Bartlett Crescent
Brookline, MA 02446
US

------------------------------ Email 5,566 ------------------------------

From: georgette6410
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

lucia shorts
1339 roberts station rd
church hill, MD 21623
US

------------------------------ Email 5,567 ------------------------------

From: laurenbouyea
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:27
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lauren Bouyea

------------------------------ Email 5,568 ------------------------------

From: angryman89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Darqo V

------------------------------ Email 5,569 ------------------------------

From: shadoworksfilms
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Wade Stai
PO Box 90285
Tucson, AZ 85752
US

------------------------------ Email 5,570 ------------------------------

From: kathleensd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathleen Daugherty

------------------------------ Email 5,571 ------------------------------

From: dcoxpdc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donovan Cox

------------------------------ Email 5,572 ------------------------------

From: philnemiec
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Phil Nemiec
455 Horseshoe Dr.
Basalt, CO 81621
US

------------------------------ Email 5,573 ------------------------------

From: teitellmgt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Please don’t make us pay a ransom to have quick and easy access to the internet. Keep neutrality for the internet. It's the
right thing to do.

All the best,
Bruce A. Teitell
Simi Valley, CA

------------------------------ Email 5,574 ------------------------------

From: chuntsman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carol Huntsman
2750 Wheatstone St.#30
San Diego, CA 92111
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,575 ------------------------------

From: hamert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Todd Hamer

IN
US

------------------------------ Email 5,576 ------------------------------

From: esebring
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elaine Sebring
548 Glover Rd.
Livingston, TX 77351
US

------------------------------ Email 5,577 ------------------------------

From: cristian cowan1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cristian Cowan

Boulder Creek, CA 95006

------------------------------ Email 5,578 ------------------------------

From: bodineblodgett
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:34
Subject: Not fair for small businesses
You are giving the big guys with more money an advantage. You are going to ruin the Internet and innovation!!!  Do
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you really want to put thousands of small businesses out of business?

Keep the Internet a level playing field. It works fine the way it is.

------------------------------ Email 5,579 ------------------------------

From: mattfratt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:34
Subject: Net Neutrality Now
Please keep net neutrality. No two tiered internet please. I vote.

--
Matthew Frattali
teacher | learner | multimedia facilitator
The Lab School of Washington

------------------------------ Email 5,580 ------------------------------

From: mattfratt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:35
Subject: Net Neutrality Now
Please keep net neutrality. No two tiered internet please. I vote.

--
Matthew Frattali
teacher | learner | multimedia facilitator
The Lab School of Washington

------------------------------ Email 5,581 ------------------------------

From: vonkatzen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Claude Morris
8301 Hertford Dr.
Efland, NC 27243
US

------------------------------ Email 5,582 ------------------------------

From: bbahavati
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:35
Subject: Net Neutrality plan of FCC is good
Hi,
Net Neutrality Plan of FCC is very good for the Internet regime.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Only the problem I see is the Advertisement of the term "Fast" and "Slow" Connection.
Instead we have to use the term like "taxing commercial utilization" or use a term like
"Huge usage people like Netflix, FaceBook, Google, Verizon, AT&T, they do commercialization,
we tax them for commercial usage like "ELECTRICITY USAGE".

First Keep a threshold like 100 TB (just for example) per month transfer of data by a web site to be considered
normal usage.  Anything extra will be taxed like a commodity like Electricity Usage.
When paying for Web, the people who pay will get higher speed than regular public (who uses very less for email, read
news, listen some songs).
The money gained from the usage will be used for better research and utilized for giving internet to government
organization or poor people or further research of internet technology.

Thank You.
Bhagavathy Pillai

------------------------------ Email 5,583 ------------------------------

From: bernstock
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bern Stock

------------------------------ Email 5,584 ------------------------------

From: raesteven313
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Anthony Faynor
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313 E Main st
Vermontville, MI 49096
US

------------------------------ Email 5,585 ------------------------------

From: fred
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:36
Subject: Let's not look pathetic next to Europe, Brazil, etc...
Anyone who's put any thought into it knows

1) Broadband internet access in most locales is a natural monopoly
2) Internet access is as important to citizens today as telephones
were in the 20th century
3) Therefore the FCC needs to regulate it by setting some minimum
standards and maximum pricing
4) If you don't have true Net Neutrality, the playing field is tilted
to the rich/established players and competition and innovation are
stifled.

This is your chance to show people that the FCC isn't just a playing
field for lobbyists.

------------------------------ Email 5,586 ------------------------------

From: dmcworks
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:36
Subject: We need net neutrality
We need net neutrality to keep monopolies or near monopolies from bullying smaller businesses...

Comcast is almost a monopoly.  It needs broken up like the bells were.  In the mean time fighting for net neutrality can
limit the amount of damage they can do as a monopoly.  You are all we have to fight for us, so we can see the things we
pay for, buy the things we want, talk to our doctors in real time, get feedback on whether we should go to the ER from
our doctors, learn about the world with videos.  The internet is too vital to allow some people more of it.

To help you understand HOW important it is.  I do all my banking online.  My work, is on line.  My phone, is voip
which is online (which means 911 might not happen with a slow connection).  My doctor, sees me online through skype,
 email, and texts on my voip.  My children are educated at home using Khan academy which is ONLINE.  My children
watch video's to help them understand the world, on youtube, which is online.  I pay for my tv from amazon, which is
online.  If you make a fast and slow lane, some of us won't have the money to pay for our faster connection so we can
bank, talk to our doctor, educate our children, or work for a living.  We need net neutrality.  No other "developed"
country in the world is as far behind as we are in the net and here we are trying to make it worse for most people.

------------------------------ Email 5,587 ------------------------------

From: whitecrow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Janet Ross
3450 Fox Spit Rd
Langley, WA 98260
US

------------------------------ Email 5,588 ------------------------------

From: jwerzinski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joseph Werzinski

------------------------------ Email 5,589 ------------------------------

From: mmiksys
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
WANT net neutrality.

Matt miksys
7s065 suffield ct
westmont, IL 60559
US

------------------------------ Email 5,590 ------------------------------

From: gaeiou
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:38
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

George Averkiou
7097 E Pinnacle Pass Loop
Prescott Valley, AZ 86315
US

------------------------------ Email 5,591 ------------------------------

From: lukashinkley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:39
Subject: Net Neutrality from stand point of the next generation of voters.
Hi, my name is Lukas Hinkley and I like the internet. I also like a free internet in the sense that I like knowing that
company's that have internal conflicts to restrict access or slow access to me cause of owning other media outlets can't
actually restrict or slower my speed. Cause I know people like you are protecting me from abuse. Abuse from anti
competition company's that make sure people only get a certain speed of internet and pay way to much for. Company's
who have shown that, if able will restrict access to competing sites so people will a crumby time using it and switch to
one of the many services that they provide. Showing us that they really don't care about they're customers *Cough
Comcast *Cough Verizon *Cough Etc.. So as someone who likes that internet and everything that it's done, I hope you
guys can protect people like me from company's that wan to abuse how we all use the internet.
Thank you

------------------------------ Email 5,592 ------------------------------

From: secrow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:40
Subject: Please support net neutrality!
The internet should be available to everyone, and not give greater access to those with deep pockets!  It’s one of the few
 places left in our country where the wealthy don’t have a stranglehold on the middle or lower class.  Please help ensure
it stays that way!

Steve Crow

                ,,,,
              (o  o)
-----oOOo-(_)-oOOo-----
Steve Crow
335 Bartlett St
San Francisco, CA 94110
415-738-2497  home
(does not receive text)

------------------------------ Email 5,593 ------------------------------

From: virgviolin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

We need the availability of open communication among all people, in order to survive on this tiny planet.

Virginia Smedberg
441 Washington Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301
US

------------------------------ Email 5,594 ------------------------------

From: ffmc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Fred H. Nesbitt Jr
279 W 39th Ave
San Mateo, CA 94066
US

------------------------------ Email 5,595 ------------------------------

From: beverlygb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Beverly Bean
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------------------------------ Email 5,596 ------------------------------

From: debduxbury
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
The internet is a global access point for all. Stop treating America as though it were a corporate dictatorship. We want
action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net
neutrality. Keep out of my computer.

Deb Duxbury

AZ 85123
US

------------------------------ Email 5,597 ------------------------------

From: arshawsky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Arshawsky (  writes:

We demand Net Neutrality and will be paying attention and spotlighting what you do.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,598 ------------------------------

From: pkdoyle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

PK Doyle
4309 N. Whipple Street
Chicago, IL 60618
US

------------------------------ Email 5,599 ------------------------------

From: adamfcornford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Adam Cornford

------------------------------ Email 5,600 ------------------------------

From: sam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:45
Subject: The State of the Internet. A Plea From a High School Student.
Hello,
I am a junior at Edina High School, near Minneapolis, MN. I am currently enrolled in engineering classes, and wish to
pursue a career in technology after I complete college.
When I was 13, I figured out that there was more behind video games, than just pretty pictures on a screen, and I started
teaching myself how to program. Since then, I have created many websites, a mobile game, and I am currently working
on a B2B app for a biomedical repair startup based in Minnesota.
The internet is unlike anything we have ever encountered in human history, and if net neutrality disappears, companies
will be charged more not less, the public will be charged more, and monopolies will not get any smaller.
I may be a high school student however, these regulations will affect my country too.
The reason I am contacting you is to ask for you to defend the free internet as we know it. If Comcast/TWC/Big Cable
Corp/etc. is allowed to charge companies for faster speeds, this will severely hinder small businesses, and students from
competing with established websites, just because the smaller companies/individuals do not have enough money.
You may receive many request of this, however I would like to add my voice. In the interest of the internet, and the
future of modern telecommunications, broadband access (Comcast, Time Warner Cable, etc.) needs to be classified as a
Title II telecommunications service. Under the Telecommunications Act of 1934, a Title II telecommunications service,
the service provider cannot tamper with the connection.
To give you an example of how ridiculous tampering with a vital service would be, consider a telephone call; if a
cellphone provider was not classified as a Title II, the could hypothetically put voice ads at 30 second intervals in voice
conversations.

Thank You for Your Time,
Sam Schooler
sam.mycube.co

------------------------------ Email 5,601 ------------------------------

From: ddbill9694
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:45
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

CENSORSHIP is WRONG and reeks of Nazi Germany!!

Get your head out of your ass and keep the internet open for EVERYONE!!!

Debra Billingsley
9694 W Shelterwood Dr
Boise, ID 83709
US

------------------------------ Email 5,602 ------------------------------

From: am1138a
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:46
Subject: FOR Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Friends,

Please keep the internet on a fair, level & affordable footing for all. To me net neutrality can be likened to the air we use
 as a conduit to free speech. Without it, the First Amendment would be impossible.

Cheers,
--Advis

-----

------------------------------ Email 5,603 ------------------------------

From: fischerq
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Quentin Fischer

------------------------------ Email 5,604 ------------------------------

From: mnolte
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Melissa Nolte

------------------------------ Email 5,605 ------------------------------

From: gustafson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
David Gustafson

------------------------------ Email 5,606 ------------------------------

From: boxerguy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jess Graffell
37444 Ironwood Drive
Yucaipa, CA 92399
US

------------------------------ Email 5,607 ------------------------------

From: mhullrich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
We especially don't want BS doublespeak that makes you look good as you gut what we need done.

Mark Richter
P.O. Box 11062
Santa Ana, CA 92711
United States

------------------------------ Email 5,608 ------------------------------

From: helen.pinto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Helen Pinto
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1936 Crestmont Dr
Aliquippa, PA 15001

------------------------------ Email 5,609 ------------------------------

From: sudhanne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:49
Subject: You are killing the internet as we know it
I am disappointed to hear that you are yet another spineless commissioner in a long line of spineless cowards who refuse
 to stand up for the rights of Americans and instead side with greedy corporations like Comcast. The internet has blown
up the way it has precisely because it was open and free. By having pay for play pipelines you are destroying
competition and innovation as we know it.

While countries like Brazil are codifying net neutrality, we are ripping it to shreds with your latest foolhardy decision to
allow pay for play. You ought to be ashamed of yourself, you're a coward and a fool.

The internet IS a common service that we all need to survive in this modern era. It is no different than your telephone. It
 should be regulated as such, end of discussion.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 5,610 ------------------------------

From: andya2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

L A
165 Cherry Ln
Medford, NY 11763
US

------------------------------ Email 5,611 ------------------------------

From: drpheta
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:52
Subject: Net Neutrality and Comcast/TWC
I am writing to inform you that I am for ISPs like Comcast, Time Warner Cable (TWC), and Verizon to be classified as
Type II telecommunications services under the Telecommunications Act as it stands today. I want ISPs to be required to
 transmit all data without bias and without pay-for-play status - just like telephone companies. Please keep the flow of
information across the internet to all be distributed equally in terms of money, speed, amount, content, etc.

You can reference Brazil and the EU and state that we want similar to what they've pushed through on Net Neutrality.
The current proposal by the FCC on Net Neutrality does not quality as true Net Neutrality.
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I am also against the merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable.

Regards,

--
Peter T. Phan, DMD

Confidentiality Notice: The information contained in this e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use
of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use,
disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient and have received this message in error,
please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.

------------------------------ Email 5,612 ------------------------------

From: mermaidlaguna
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susaan Aram

------------------------------ Email 5,613 ------------------------------

From: drpheta
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:52
Subject: Net Neutrality and Comcast/TWC
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I am writing to inform you that I am for ISPs like Comcast, Time Warner Cable (TWC), and Verizon to be classified as
Type II telecommunications services under the Telecommunications Act as it stands today. I want ISPs to be required to
 transmit all data without bias and without pay-for-play status - just like telephone companies. Please keep the flow of
information across the internet to all be distributed equally in terms of money, speed, amount, content, etc.

You can reference Brazil and the EU and state that we want similar to what they've pushed through on Net Neutrality.
The current proposal by the FCC on Net Neutrality does not quality as true Net Neutrality.

I am also against the merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable.

Regards,

--
Peter T. Phan, DMD

Confidentiality Notice: The information contained in this e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use
of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use,
disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient and have received this message in error,
please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.

------------------------------ Email 5,614 ------------------------------

From: scarymonster2007
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
luis dandrade
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------------------------------ Email 5,615 ------------------------------

From: chrismounts2002
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christopher Mounts

------------------------------ Email 5,616 ------------------------------

From: karl.pierce
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

karl pierce

------------------------------ Email 5,617 ------------------------------

From: terbear0007
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Terry Whitehead

------------------------------ Email 5,618 ------------------------------

From: stoneguard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jessie Casteel
10811 Greenwillow #20
Houston, TX 77035
US

------------------------------ Email 5,619 ------------------------------

From: lridelong
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

lonnie williamson
8900 teague road
medon, TN 38356
US

------------------------------ Email 5,620 ------------------------------

From: elisabethhazell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:57
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Elisabeth Hazell (  writes:

Net neutrality, like free speech, should be guaranteed for all.  The very power of the internet depends on all to access it
freely and equally.  Please reconsider the current plan which would unfairly provide advantageous access to those who
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can afford it.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,621 ------------------------------

From: cynthia.brown
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cynthia Brown
227 Meadowridge drive
warner robnins, GA 31093
US

------------------------------ Email 5,622 ------------------------------

From: aleeinvanc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
A. Lee

------------------------------ Email 5,623 ------------------------------

From: littojo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jo fong

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

------------------------------ Email 5,624 ------------------------------

From: benjaminarcher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 0:59
Subject: Broadband
Hi Tom,
I think broadband access should be classified as a Title 2 telecommunication service. I contacted my senators and now
want to contact you.

------------------------------ Email 5,625 ------------------------------

From: drpheta
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:00
Subject: Net Neutrality and Comcast/TWC
I am writing to inform you that I am for ISPs like Comcast, Time Warner Cable (TWC), and Verizon to be classified as
Type II (Title II) telecommunications services under the Telecommunications Act as it stands today. I want ISPs to be
required to transmit all data without bias and without pay-for-play status - just like telephone companies. Please keep
the flow of information across the internet to all be distributed equally in terms of money, speed, amount, content, etc.

You can reference Brazil and the EU and state that we want similar to what they've pushed through on Net Neutrality.
The current proposal by the FCC on Net Neutrality does not quality as true Net Neutrality.

I am also against the merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable.

Regards,

--
Peter T. Phan, DMD

Confidentiality Notice: The information contained in this e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use
of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use,
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disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient and have received this message in error,
please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.

------------------------------ Email 5,626 ------------------------------

From: gras.mage
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
George Grasmann

------------------------------ Email 5,627 ------------------------------

From: benjaminarcher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:02
Subject: Broadband
Hi Mignon,
I think broadband access should be classified as a Title 2 telecommunication service. I contacted my senators and
wanted to let you know too.

------------------------------ Email 5,628 ------------------------------

From: dilinykh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dmitri ILinykh
1233 111th Ave NE
Bellevue, WA 98004
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,629 ------------------------------

From: jdh1999
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeremiah Hornbaker
13782 Blairs valley road
Mercersburg, PA 17236
US

------------------------------ Email 5,630 ------------------------------

From: kd5pzz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

The idea behind net neutrality is to keep internet speed and content delivery like a utility, not a pay for better service
model.  I buy my water from the city and I am free to do with it whatever I want, however and with no "speed limit"
other than the size of the water pipe.  Imagine however the city can now control the speed of your water based on how
you use it.  Flush the toilet and it's an instant refill, want to take a shower though and you'll only get a few drops at a
time.  Dishes?  Maybe at some point.  But...if you pay the city a extra fee, you can take a better shower and get those
dishes done faster.  So in addition to paying for the water, you have to pay extra for the quality of the service.  You get
the idea though that you pay for what you use, not how you use it.

When I purchase my bandwidth from my ISP, if they provide me with a speed of 15, it shouldn't matter what I use it for.
  With the current Netflix and Comcast deal, this is completely defeating the purpose of purchasing a given speed.  I
paid for 15 but if I want to use the 15 for this activity, I need to pay an extra amount every month.  So pretty soon, my
internet bill goes from $50 a month to $150 because I wanted a speed of 15 for everything.  Scale this to commercial
operations and the costs will soar.  Who gets to pay that in the end?  As always, the consumer.  America is so far behind
in internet infrastructure it's sad.  With the continued monopolies of service providers in areas this will only compound
the problem.  I hope that you seriously reconsider the laws regarding this issue and start treating the internet like a utility
 where ISP's are required to provide the amount of purchased bandwidth regardless of what it is being used for.  Thank
you.

--
Ralf Meyer Jr.

------------------------------ Email 5,631 ------------------------------

From: dystopianow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:05
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

frank Kingman
701 Minnesota St. #226
San Francisco, CA 94107
US

------------------------------ Email 5,632 ------------------------------

From: ryurman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
rich yurman

------------------------------ Email 5,633 ------------------------------

From: lrdayton13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lois Rene Dayton

------------------------------ Email 5,634 ------------------------------

From: spoopylettuce
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sarah Arnold

------------------------------ Email 5,635 ------------------------------

From: rcoff62000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
No, you are gutting Net Neutrality.

This move is likely to favor the companies with the deepest pockets and hurt the scrappy startups

------------------------------ Email 5,636 ------------------------------

From: nkartick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kartick Narasimhadevara

ot
IN

------------------------------ Email 5,637 ------------------------------

From: troubleinparadise
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:07
Subject: do not kill net neutrality
seriously. if you can't see how catastrophic the consequences of your idiotic actions will be for the US economy then
you are even stupider than you look.

--
This message and any attachments (the "message") is intended solely for the addressees and is confidential. If you
receive this message in error, please delete it and immediately notify the sender. Any use not in accord with its purpose,
any dissemination or disclosure, either whole or partial, is prohibited except formal approval.

------------------------------ Email 5,638 ------------------------------

From: emwinters
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Eva Winters

------------------------------ Email 5,639 ------------------------------

From: amason63
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:07
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

aleta mason
131 quiet valley loop
edgewood, NM 87015
US

------------------------------ Email 5,640 ------------------------------

From: rosaleencrotty
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is a matter of grave importance!

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rosaleen Crotty
4 74 48 Ave
LIC, NY 11109
US

------------------------------ Email 5,641 ------------------------------

From: mbuechel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Margaret Buechel
23309 147 Ave SW
Vashon, WA 98070
US

------------------------------ Email 5,642 ------------------------------

From: enderbc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
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Robert Bart Bychen (  writes:

Upon reading of your exploits, i'd like to ask you to please help maintain net neutrality and not allow the ISPs to raise
the prices for connections.

These are a good start:

"The proposed rules, according to the blog post, would require:

1. That all ISPs must transparently disclose to their subscribers and users all relevant information as to the policies that
govern their network;

2. That no legal content may be blocked; and

3. That ISPs may not act in a commercially unreasonable manner to harm the internet, including favoring the traffic
from an affiliated entity."

Thanks for your time!

(:
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,643 ------------------------------

From: roger22scott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:08
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality Plans- Bad Idea
Your plan is shameful. It doesn't at all defend equal access but allows those with money to gain control. Big companies
will dominate, while start-ups and ordinary people will be left in the cold.

It reminds me of how big internet providers were allowed to monopolize broadband, thanks to the FCC. American
broadband is now embarrassingly slow, expensive, and does nothing to promote new ideas.

Roger Hinkson
1303 Solvay Aisle
Irvine, CA 92606

------------------------------ Email 5,644 ------------------------------

From: jon.pollmann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jonathan Pollmann
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8903 Galena Drive
El paso, TX 79904
US

------------------------------ Email 5,645 ------------------------------

From: deathjoe4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:08
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joel Bogolub (  writes:

You are owned by the industry and it doesn't matter what I say because they pay you shitloads of money. I believe that
is the definition of corruption. CONGRAGULATIONS on getting to the highest levels of corruption. Instead of
supporting net neutrality and CAPITALISM LIKE YOU ARE SUPPOSED TO. Another interesting solution could be to
 go to Pennsylvania, find the highest, steepest cliff, place a banana peel on the ground and hope for the best possible
result, at least in my humble opinion.
If Net Neutrality dies then you have officially declared the END of capitalism. If a company does not have an internet
presence they are dead. You are forcing them to die by imposing new fees that take away from their capital. You are the
true embodiment of the problem with America. A corporate puppet placed in the highest levels of a Federal
Commission.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,646 ------------------------------

From: msb123
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:08
Subject: Abandoning the FCC’s commitment to an open Internet
I sure hope that the dishonest FCC people that have have accepted big media bribes are outnumbered by honest people
who will do the right thing and veto this absurd plan to abandon the FCC’s commitment to an open Internet.

------------------------------ Email 5,647 ------------------------------

From: sweetnostalgia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alexandra Piepenbrink

San Jose, CA 95117

------------------------------ Email 5,648 ------------------------------

From: mr.michaelbrady
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 1:09
Subject: Comment of FCC Internet Rules
It is time to officially declare the internet a utility.  It is more vital in the modern era than the telephone.  The move to
instead destroy the open competition that currently exists, merely to further line the monopolistic pockets of ISPs is
unacceptable. A fast lane for mega-corporations condemn the rest of us to the slow lane and make competition
impossible.

Michael Brady
1760 SW Nienhuis
Oak Harbor WA 98277

------------------------------ Email 5,649 ------------------------------

From: ghpghp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gary Peniston
11224 17h ave Ct NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98332
US

------------------------------ Email 5,650 ------------------------------

From: toneymj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Toney
11100 Roxboro Ave Apt 1002
Oklahoma City, OK 73162

------------------------------ Email 5,651 ------------------------------

From: crowfeather01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kerrye Raven

------------------------------ Email 5,652 ------------------------------

From: lwzahed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kris Head

------------------------------ Email 5,653 ------------------------------

From: cicpv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Karen Nackard
555 s
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
US

------------------------------ Email 5,654 ------------------------------

From: gertrud
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gertrud Bessai

SK 12345
CA

------------------------------ Email 5,655 ------------------------------

From: migueljdixon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:10
Subject: Ending Net Neutrality would be evidence of corruption

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Your agency should be interested in the public good not corporate profits for the few.

If you end net neutrality, you should be investigated for corruption and exploiting an appointed office for private gain.

Michael Dixon
15555 Huntington Village Lane
Apt. 200
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US

------------------------------ Email 5,656 ------------------------------

From: migueljdixon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:10
Subject: Ending Net Neutrality would be evidence of corruption

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Your agency should be interested in the public good not corporate profits for the few.

If you end net neutrality, you should be investigated for corruption and exploiting an appointed office for private gain.
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Michael Dixon
15555 Huntington Village Lane
Apt. 200
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US

------------------------------ Email 5,657 ------------------------------

From: aleeinvanc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:11
Subject: Oppose ending Net Neutrality
Dear FCC Commissioners,

I'm writing to oppose the proposal to allow the wealthy and powerful companies to purchase faster Internet thus it will
widen the gap of the have and have-nots.  It's totally anti-democracy and not what this country needs.

We need net neutrality to be protected, not killed.

Having an open Internet is critically essential for the well being and innovations of this country. As a citizen and voter, I
 totally oppose Chairman Wheeler's proposal.

Please do not vote for such discriminatory proposal or consider any such ideas.

Sincerely,

A. Lee

Vancouver, WA

------------------------------ Email 5,658 ------------------------------

From: manodaland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Molly Noland
460 K Street
Penrose, CO 81240
US

------------------------------ Email 5,659 ------------------------------
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From: pishbert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

gary Pischke

OR 97471

------------------------------ Email 5,660 ------------------------------

From: dkryptx3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Erin O'Toole

Easton, PA 18042
US

------------------------------ Email 5,661 ------------------------------

From: taoseekerdle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:13
Subject: FCC Rules on Net Neutrality
You want early feedback from the public? Here’s mine: You’ve gathered plenty of public input on this issue, but you’ve
 decided to ignore it in favor of major business entities. It’s disgraceful, and you’re fooling no one. You’re bent on
rejecting net neutrality while paying it lip service along the way. It won’t wash.

------------------------------ Email 5,662 ------------------------------

From: mwmusic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Tom Wheeler must be removed from the FCC: he has no respect for America, and we will see how he is
rewarded for his traitorous actions by those who think they own our airwaves and internet. Look how cheaply he sells
his soul.

Michael Music
p o box 390069
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Anza, CA 92539
US

------------------------------ Email 5,663 ------------------------------

From: t
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:15
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Tony Godshall (  writes:

Please reverse your decision to allow paid preferential treatment. Users, not content providers, should have the final say
as to what they receive, and carriers should not be allowed to discriminate.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,664 ------------------------------

From: danchuray
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:15
Subject: Save our internet

> I don't trust the government to police anything.  No different speeds.  Keep=
> net neutrality.  Your proposed rule is too vague and not capable of enforce=
> ment.  Stop this madness and leave the current rule alone!!
>
> Thanks,=20
> Dan
>
> Sent from my iPad.
>

------------------------------ Email 5,665 ------------------------------

From: janeo448
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jane Oberlander
8713 238th St SW
A10
Edmonds, WA 98026
US

------------------------------ Email 5,666 ------------------------------
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From: shelby.suttles.241
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:16
Subject: Telecommunications act of 1996 and freedom of speech
Mr. Wheeler at my utmost respect i am no fan of your Obama-fied democratic regulating of the telecommunications
branch which may i remind you is part of the press. The Internet is one of the last frontiers that allows the public to
speak completely free of political reign. There is no changing of policy with whoever is president. There are no websites
 being taken down for the political party against them. It is all that We The People have left that is ours. Everything else
is your's Mr. Wheeler. I would highly suggest stepping off your police-state high horse before you solely start America's
 next revolution. I understand that this doesn't directly influence the internet, but i can foreshadow it into becoming well-
regulated. These crimes of treason you are committing against the constitution (Congress shall make no law respecting
an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press;
 or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of grievances. in case you
had forgotten.) You are also throwing away years of work inside the FCC by contradicting the telecommunications act
of 1996 and also the act of 1934. I work at a radio station at my high school for half a day as my class and have read and
 been tested on both sir and what you are trying to accomplish is nothing more than foolishness. It is amazing what you
would do for the president just because he got you your job. I hope to grow up to be a man who defeats greed and
corruption such as yourself. Is this really what you believe in? A country that is so lazy that it needs it's government to
protect them from everything? We are Americans, No one takes stuff from us. Not our freedoms, and sure as hell not
our rights, Not even our own government is exempt from this. The constitution is all we need to protect us. It Protects us
 from traders like you. People are oversea's fighting for they're lives so we can have these rights only to come home and
find out that you are taking those away from us. You are stealing their lives Mr. Wheeler. Think about what all you will
cause. You're Responsibility to the american people is much bigger and much more important than some favors due by
wealthy investors and the person who got you your position. This is not a job, Mr. Wheeler, this is a Responsibility.

------------------------------ Email 5,667 ------------------------------

From: tkummerow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tim Kummerow

CA 91104
US

------------------------------ Email 5,668 ------------------------------

From: tainab25
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
TIna H

------------------------------ Email 5,669 ------------------------------

From: mgunn35
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marguerite Gunn

------------------------------ Email 5,670 ------------------------------

From: fierced
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Edward Harvey
7338 Tilden Way
Sacramento, CA 95822
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,671 ------------------------------

From: css.buslos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Imagine sending two letters weighing the same, the same amount of distance, and being charged different prices - or
having one letter delivered days before the other - based on your demographic or what house the letter is going to.
People would lose their shit if that happened. So why should it be different for the internet, which is slowly but surely
overtaking older forms of communication such as letters and telephone calls?

Charles Skoutariotis

ot
AU

------------------------------ Email 5,672 ------------------------------

From: css.buslos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Imagine sending two letters weighing the same, the same amount of distance, and being charged different prices - or
having one letter delivered days before the other - based on your demographic or what house the letter is going to.
People would lose their shit if that happened. So why should it be different for the internet, which is slowly but surely
overtaking older forms of communication such as letters and telephone calls?

Charles Skoutariotis

ot
AU

------------------------------ Email 5,673 ------------------------------

From: ara.parsekian
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:19
Subject: Re: No "Fast Lane" Policy - Please Preserve Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler

I am writing to express my alarm and opposition to the new policy your commission has proposed regarding ISPs and
"fast lane" internet connections. These are utilities the FCC is regulating, not regular businesses; and as a citizen, it's my
 job to complain that these proposed policies advance a limited private interest over the public good. To be sure, I have
nothing against a policy and market landscape that allows profitability for companies like AT&T and Comcast, but only
insofar as it incentivizes expansion and good stewardship of our nation's internet infrastructure. The proposed policy
condones internet service providers building tolls on existing roadways (figuratively speaking) rather than building new
roads.
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As a California native, I am all-too aware of the dangers that poorly-designed deregulation hold for individuals,
businesses, and society. As I am sure of your familiarity of the main players and likely causes of the 2000-2001
California energy crisis, I won't re-hash the details here, but please pause and think long enough to notice the crucial
parallels between that fiasco and the one you are about to create. The FCC cannot seriously expect that large, powerful
utilities will not construe ambiguously-worded policy in a way most advantageous to them.

The preservation of net neutrality is important to me. I am embarrassed to live in a first-world nation that distinguishes
itself among its peers for neglecting its own infrastructure*. Thank you in advance for advocating the nation's interests
as a public servant.

Sincerely,

Ara Parsekian

Eagle Scout | Rice University Alumnus | Georgia Tech PhD Student | NSF IGERT Fellow

* Please refer to the following study:
http://newamerica.net/sites/newamerica.net/files/policydocs/Cost_of_Connectivity_2013_Data_Release.pdf

------------------------------ Email 5,674 ------------------------------

From: archangelrichard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:19
Subject: this is net neutrality?
what is this insanity you want to call "open internet"? do you not understand how the internet works?

Get to a "DOS Prompt" or ommand prompt" or Windows System's ommand Prompt (windows 8) -- type in "tracert
www.yahoo.com".You will get a list of the  servers you traveled through to get to yahoo. WARNING! this changes for
every packet sent. There is a term for this: COMMON CARRIER. Every packet travels it's own path to it's goal
destination. (OK now type "exit" at the prompt in that window to close it)

Here's the deal - some companies at a head end want to charge for the whole system, all of it. Consider that the State of
Oregon invested taxpayer dollars and you want to let Comcast (for example) to cvharge for traffic on lines they do not
own.

The internet is like a street with all shops being equally accessible on that street. You want to let someone on that public
 street block it off and charge to get past their blockade? Even if they are charging just for "higher speed" they are still
charging for someone else's services, cables, infrastructure.

What kind of sense does that make?

------------------------------ Email 5,675 ------------------------------

From: slbitt
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 1:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Susan Ernst

Lakeland, FL 33813
US

------------------------------ Email 5,676 ------------------------------

From: bluei4corridor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:21
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Nick (  writes:

Please don't ruin net neutrality. It will set us back as a country.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,677 ------------------------------

From: mulinix
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The internet needs to be declared as a utility. It requires protection from the very threat we see before us: Media Control.
 As it now sits, unprecedented control over information will be regulated at whim by very few individuals, by default
undeserving of such power. With a massive merger looming over the infrastructure of the net, we need to acknowledge
the sanctity of what the internet represents; everyone.

Thanks for your time, and thoughtful consideration.

Jeremy Mulinix
3215 Weckerly Road
Monclova, OH 43542
US

------------------------------ Email 5,678 ------------------------------

From: larry.maxwell10
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Larry Maxwell

------------------------------ Email 5,679 ------------------------------

From: richardpatten
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We need your action for democratic media, not your platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. Created by the gov't, it is a common media-not for sale to private interests. Private companies can participate as
 common carriers only. Are you one of those regulators, supposed to regulate use of public property, that have sold out
to interests? We will see.

Richard Patten
2932 37th Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55406
US

------------------------------ Email 5,680 ------------------------------

From: richardpatten
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We need your action for democratic media, not your platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. Created by the gov't, it is a common media-not for sale to private interests. Private companies can participate as
 common carriers only. Are you one of those regulators, supposed to regulate use of public property, that have sold out
to interests? We will see.

Richard Patten
2932 37th Ave S
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Minneapolis, MN 55406
US

------------------------------ Email 5,681 ------------------------------

From: mmedefarge1789
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jennifer Newman
1925 28th avenue #28
Greeley, CO 80634

------------------------------ Email 5,682 ------------------------------

From: ryan.stellmaker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
Subject:
Allowing internet service providers to cut bandwidth to programs like netflix creates a conflict of interest when that
same internet service provider also provides cable TV.  By being allowed to reduce bandwidth to Netflix, they are being
 allowed to restrict the quality of a direct competitor and thereby gain an unfair advantage.

If they want to charge people based on their quantity of data usage, that seems fair, but to hold a company (Netflix)
hostage until they pay the internet provider a fee just so they can stream at the normal bandwidth is ridiculous.

------------------------------ Email 5,683 ------------------------------

From: g swanberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gabrielle Swanberg
1649 Lancaster Dr
Petaluma, CA 94954
US

------------------------------ Email 5,684 ------------------------------

From: ina
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Iña Martinez

------------------------------ Email 5,685 ------------------------------

From: ernestdavis25
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

ernest davis
526 traubel dr
fairview heights, IL 62208
US

------------------------------ Email 5,686 ------------------------------

From: floydmorton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:24
Subject: Great concern over loss of Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future.  By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups.  How can any new online service hope to compete with, say Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot?  This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have?  It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age.  Every device you own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access:  Televisions, Automobiles,
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even refrigerators are all becoming internet enabled.  This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our entire economy is at
risk here.  If the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do
your duty to the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard.  Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens.  Protect Net Neutrality at all costs.

Floyd Morton

------------------------------ Email 5,687 ------------------------------

From: riding
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sueanns Clark
439 Richins Ranch Rd.
Wanship, UT 84017
US

------------------------------ Email 5,688 ------------------------------

From: tinamarnold
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:26
Subject: Americans deserve a free and open Internet!

Please, please, please protect our rights!

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tina Arnold
5739 Presley Way
Oakland, CA 94618

------------------------------ Email 5,689 ------------------------------

From: stuntdummyjerry
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jerry Clark
18204 Spruce Lake Ct.
Reno, NV 89508

------------------------------ Email 5,690 ------------------------------

From: rosetti.rambler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Soretta Rodack
310 East 6th St. #15
New York, NY 10003
US

------------------------------ Email 5,691 ------------------------------

From: jakeh12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jacob henshaw (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

 I am writing to express my deep disappointment with your apparent decision to revise rules for net neutrality so that
service providers can pay for faster lanes. I almost never bother to write government agencies about regulation of
business because moneyed interests seem so firmly in control of the process. But in the case of this issue, I had such
hope with your previous views and the past efforts of the FCC. And this case is especailly important because we are still
 early enough in the era of the internet that we are able to write some of the basic ground rules, of which net neutrality
certainly could have been one.
 I know there are many explanations for your changed view. Please don't waste your valuable time sending me a cut-
and- paste e-mail reciting them or explaining how the proposed changes will protect users and small entrepeneurers. The
 field of play and the rules of the game apparently are being changed to suit the big players again - unless you can find a
better way than you are now proposing.
 Thanks for your past efforts. And good luck trying to salvage something truly worthwhile.
  Jake Henshaw

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,692 ------------------------------

From: iamnewwave
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

alex brown
Faber Ter
Waterford, MI 48328
US

------------------------------ Email 5,693 ------------------------------

From: rrozewski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
I'm a senior veteran who served under Kennedy. I'm hardly spry and I've reached the limit of how far I can bend over.

Ronals Rozewski
1430 Apple Creek Lane
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US

------------------------------ Email 5,694 ------------------------------

From: jerrychagala
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jerry Chagala
12857 Rockwell Court
Poway, CA 92064
US

------------------------------ Email 5,695 ------------------------------

From: rfniles
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rhonda Niles
Stonebridge pass
Newnan, GA 30265
US

------------------------------ Email 5,696 ------------------------------

From: cdclaus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carol Claus

------------------------------ Email 5,697 ------------------------------

From: adetailer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Drew Taylor (  writes:

Free access to information on the internet is so essential to the free development of the arts and human thinking.  So
much of what is wrong with this world is caused by one group thinking they know better than another.  How dare you
presume to set limits on something you clearly don't understand.  This isn't about porn and it's not about copyright.  It's
about freedom of speech and access to the unmediated free speech of others.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,698 ------------------------------

From: rrozewski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ronals Rozewski
1430 Apple Creek Lane
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US

------------------------------ Email 5,699 ------------------------------

From: dewayneevans18
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dewayne Evans
292 Cherryvalley RD
sTEELVILLE, MO 65565
US

------------------------------ Email 5,700 ------------------------------

From: commnavone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ruben Rodriguez
3008 South 96th Street
Fort Smith, AR 72903
US

------------------------------ Email 5,701 ------------------------------

From: jfindlay
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 1:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Justin Findlay

------------------------------ Email 5,702 ------------------------------

From: michael kast
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Kast

------------------------------ Email 5,703 ------------------------------

From: caring4hands
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Moneca Batchelder
6609 N 50th st Apt C
Tampa, FL 33610
US

------------------------------ Email 5,704 ------------------------------

From: sherrietu
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sherrie Tucker
925 Holiday Dr
Lawrence, KS 66049
US

------------------------------ Email 5,705 ------------------------------

From: lisabigger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
lisa (  writes:

do not end net neutrality !
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,706 ------------------------------

From: wjrood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Rood

------------------------------ Email 5,707 ------------------------------
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From: slimtj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

TJ Mandeville

------------------------------ Email 5,708 ------------------------------

From: brendacartledge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:33
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brenda C artledge ( gmail. com) writes:

Carriers should.not monopolize. This will not work. We start now working to fight this.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,709 ------------------------------

From: bhgregg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

You work for the people NOT big corporations. Wake up and do the right thing, meaning don't be a tool for big money.
I know you can do it.

Bruce Gregg
452 Lopez Rd Apt A106
Lopez Island, WA 98261

------------------------------ Email 5,710 ------------------------------

From: ferretzfan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda  Doran

------------------------------ Email 5,711 ------------------------------

From: cwpope
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

C. Warren Pope
12 Mountain Site Ln. Ext.
Asheville, NC 28803
US

------------------------------ Email 5,712 ------------------------------

From: uismeno
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:37
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Peter Gilbert Salathe (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

Please attempt to re-classify broadband connections as a utility.

Sincerely,
Peter G. Salathe

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,713 ------------------------------
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From: jfeazell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jackie Feazell
2300 8th Avenue
Oakland, CA 94606
US

------------------------------ Email 5,714 ------------------------------

From: diane krellbates
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Diane Krell-Bates

------------------------------ Email 5,715 ------------------------------

From: rals624
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robbie Sheehy
4261 Summerfield Dr
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Turlock, CA 95382
US

------------------------------ Email 5,716 ------------------------------

From: drmiller
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Don Miller
111 W 8th St
Newberg, OR 97132
US

------------------------------ Email 5,717 ------------------------------

From: btokarski82
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:41
Subject: Stop trying to ruin the internet
It is fine the way it is. Stop trying to regulate everything that is working fine as it is. I understand you'd like to make it
so the rich can have lag free internet while making the lower tiered businesses and residents pay for it. Cut it out. It isn't
yours to touch anyway. Its public property. Not the FCCs personal playground.

Regards,

Brian Tokarski, A concerned internet user.

------------------------------ Email 5,718 ------------------------------

From: badnan83
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tiberiu Bulosch

------------------------------ Email 5,719 ------------------------------

From: xensky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Really! Give the little guys a voice and a place to express ourselves without interference, FOR ONCE!!!!!

Jude Hockman
po box 1345
Tonasket, WA 98855
US

------------------------------ Email 5,720 ------------------------------

From: adborden
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Aaron Borden
119 Haight Street
Apt. 6
San Francisco, CA 94102
US

------------------------------ Email 5,721 ------------------------------

From: sduarte
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Suzanne Duarte

xs4all.nl

------------------------------ Email 5,722 ------------------------------

From: 5freeker5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mikal Baker

------------------------------ Email 5,723 ------------------------------

From: rfontanes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Raymond Fontanes

------------------------------ Email 5,724 ------------------------------

From: momsblues
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Julie McCarthy
10169 Oak St
Broomfield, CO 80021
US

------------------------------ Email 5,725 ------------------------------

From: pfisher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:45
Subject: Don't do it
Please.  Please.  Please.

Sounds like you don't care what the public wants vs. the corporate interests, and I don't blame you since I'm unemployed
 and would sell out the internet for a few grand.  But don't do it anyways.

Peregrine Fisher
541 632 3111

------------------------------ Email 5,726 ------------------------------

From: soulroll
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Glen Benjamin
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140 Court Street Apt 509
Portsmouth, NH 03801
US

------------------------------ Email 5,727 ------------------------------

From: iconoclasmo.scott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

scott fife
342 W, 8th Ave. Apt. A
Eugene, OR
UM

------------------------------ Email 5,728 ------------------------------

From: jballeman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Alleman
10445 Neland St.
Raleigh, NC 27614
US

------------------------------ Email 5,729 ------------------------------

From: rorlansk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ruth Ann Orlansky

------------------------------ Email 5,730 ------------------------------

From: jmltja
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:50
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jackie Lencioni
4101 Shawano Avenue
Green Bay, WI 54313
US

------------------------------ Email 5,731 ------------------------------

From: theepoet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Philip Kritzman
5615 N Kostner Ave
Chicago, IL 60646
US

------------------------------ Email 5,732 ------------------------------

From: david.scovetta
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:50
Subject: Shame on you guys...
Your disappointing flop on net neutrality is a major disappointment. Guess we can add the FCC to yet another
government agency that doesn't give a shit about people.

Shame on you guys. Seriously.

David
New York

------------------------------ Email 5,733 ------------------------------

From: gar2d2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:50
Subject: Neutrality
The internet should be left alone and not be governed or controlled . It is a sad idea and should not be done. The internet
 is a free place where people can be on to get away from your everyday life and most people pay for their internet
services at costly prices.  they would not want  to be paying to be  told what they can look at or what is what =[ it should
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 not matter its the internet .

Sent from my phone

------------------------------ Email 5,734 ------------------------------

From: hblair66
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
The fact that Comcast can charge Netflix "extra" for carrying its data is in direct opposition to Net Neutrality - why
should Comcast charge twice for performing the same service - charging subscribers to its Internet service, then
charging Netflix again to provide what the subscriber has already paid for?

If preventing this kind of "double dipping" requires Internet Service Providers being classified as "common carriers,"
then that is likely what is in the best interest of consumers in the US.

Another item that needs to be taken care of is encouraging - or even requiring - ISPs to build out in rural areas, as well
as providing competition. There are 7 different brands of gasoline in 12 different gas stations within 25 miles of my
house, but only one broadband ISP - Time Warner. Verizon can't be bothered to run DSL lines the last 0.9 miles to my
house, although when you go to their website, they say they will offer DSL service to my (specific!) address within 6
months...something they've promised for fifteen years! Having two (or more) choices for broadband would encourage
price cuts, competition, and better, faster service...something that Europe has had for over a decade.

Howard Blair.

------------------------------ Email 5,735 ------------------------------

From: peretz1977
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

james davis
502 heritage west ct.
greenwood, SC 29649
US

------------------------------ Email 5,736 ------------------------------

From: johnossenfort
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
John Ossenfort (  writes:

Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As a professional in the tech sector, I wanted to briefly express my concerns regarding the proposed end to "net
neutrality". Frankly, I see no upside to the proposed legislation. On the contrary, the most obvious result of this proposal
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 would lead to unfair business practices, less competition and innovation in the marketplace and erosion of consumer
choice. If you want the United States to continue paving the way for innovation in the technology sector I ask that you
please condemn the new regulations. This is not the way forward in the 21st century.

Thank you,
John Ossenfort
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,737 ------------------------------

From: warren.boykin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Warren Boykin

------------------------------ Email 5,738 ------------------------------

From: jhbailey48
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Bailey
4197 State St. #2
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US

------------------------------ Email 5,739 ------------------------------
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From: mrmoonsmom
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mishka Chudilowsky
220 1st St
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US

------------------------------ Email 5,740 ------------------------------

From: sandeep.pamarati
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sandeep Pamarati
2324
Gsdgklsn
Pittsburgh, ot 58730
IN

------------------------------ Email 5,741 ------------------------------

From: lswark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Lois Wark

------------------------------ Email 5,742 ------------------------------

From: chrdunn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Dunn

Oakland, CA

------------------------------ Email 5,743 ------------------------------

From: nandoof3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
nando A.

------------------------------ Email 5,744 ------------------------------

From: gregg.wanciak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gregg Wanciak

------------------------------ Email 5,745 ------------------------------

From: landd 2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 1:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dave King

------------------------------ Email 5,746 ------------------------------

From: miguelbgood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Mike White

Los Angeles, CA 90034
US

------------------------------ Email 5,747 ------------------------------

From: rowbair386
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Weingart

------------------------------ Email 5,748 ------------------------------

From: zainuryeddy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Eddy Zainury

------------------------------ Email 5,749 ------------------------------

From: yezhik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:02
Subject: Internet Neutrality
My name is Vitaliy Stolyarchuk, residing in NYC, USA.

Please, keep the internet free and open. Do not establish a monopoly or organized monopoly like we have with so many
services I.E, ConEd, Walmart.
As many have said, make broadband a Telecommunications Service, and keep our ISPs from getting any more control
than they already have.

Thank you,

V.S.

------------------------------ Email 5,750 ------------------------------

From: jesshalbrooks
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:03
Subject: PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY
in this digital age the internet is as vital a utility as electricity
and it should be protected as such. don't let comcast and at&t destroy
it!

------------------------------ Email 5,751 ------------------------------

From: gregg.wanciak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:05
Subject:
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet – where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest — where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

Sincerely,
Gregg J Wanciak
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Livermore, CA

------------------------------ Email 5,752 ------------------------------

From: elechumhb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jim Katterman
2260 highfield rd
waterford, MI 48329

------------------------------ Email 5,753 ------------------------------

From: matthew.slankard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Matthew Slankard

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 5,754 ------------------------------

From: gregg.wanciak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioner Clyburn

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet – where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest — where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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Sincerely,
Gregg J Wanciak
Livermore, CA

------------------------------ Email 5,755 ------------------------------

From: kemp.larson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

kemp larson
4022 Alexander
mays landing, NJ 08330
US

------------------------------ Email 5,756 ------------------------------

From: red raven20042000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gabriela Valentin
172 Los Datiles Ciudad Jardin
00729, PR 00729
PR

------------------------------ Email 5,757 ------------------------------

From: mtrainbow45
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sandra Mueller
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29 Cascade Lane
Livingston, MT 59047

------------------------------ Email 5,758 ------------------------------

From: karljacobs555
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

karl jacobs

US

------------------------------ Email 5,759 ------------------------------

From: maxv.rendall
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Max Rendall
218 Albany Road
Petersham
Sydney, ot 2049
AU

------------------------------ Email 5,760 ------------------------------

From: richardson.taylor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:13
Subject: Don't allow fast lanes on the internet
I would like to lodge a submission against allowing anybody to allow for preferential treatment through ISPs. This is
little more than a cynical attempt to block smaller players from having a larger impact on the internet, is anti-
competitive, and has all appearances of corruption, or at the very least, a conflict of interest, given the history of the
proponents within the FCC leadership.

------------------------------ Email 5,761 ------------------------------

From: arnaschutz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

One of the great things about the open internet is it provides a vast storehouse from which people can learn and express
themselves.

Please do not take away a great learning tool and benefit for the American People

Arna Schutz
6300 Ellenview Ave
West Hills CA, CA 91307
US

------------------------------ Email 5,762 ------------------------------

From: poultrypalace
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Emma Ruggiero
P.O. Box 135
Greenbank, WA 98253
US

------------------------------ Email 5,763 ------------------------------

From: jwshapiro
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jay Shapiro, Ph.D.
3900 SW Graham St
Seattle, WA 98249
US

------------------------------ Email 5,764 ------------------------------

From: filizselman1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
filiz selman

------------------------------ Email 5,765 ------------------------------

From: ibnsikkit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mohammad Askari

------------------------------ Email 5,766 ------------------------------

From: ywu007
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:22
Subject: Net Neutrality is a MUST
To whom it may concern,
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My comment on this subject can better be said by President Obama back when he was a Senator.

"The topic today is net neutrality. The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services
dictates success. You've got barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it's because the internet is a
neutral platform that I can put on this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some
corporate media middleman. I can say what I want without censorship. I don't have to pay a special charge. But the big
telephone and cable companies want to change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes
 on the internet and strike exclusive contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-
speed lanes. Those of us who can't pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes.

Allowing the Bells and cable companies to act as gatekeepers with control over internet access would make the internet
like cable. A producer-driven market with barriers to entry for website creators and preferential treatment for specific
sites based not on merit, the number of hits, but on relationships with the corporate gatekeeper. If there were four or
more competitive providers of broadband service to every home, then cable and telephone companies would not be able
to create a bidding war for access to the high-speed lanes. But here's the problem. More than 99 percent of households
get their broadband services from either cable or a telephone company.

So here's my view. We can't have a situation in which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that's
why I'm supporting what is called net neutrality. In the House, the Energy and Commerce Committee and the Judiciary
Committee reached different conclusions on network neutrality. Judiciary Committee members voted to protect net
neutrality and commerce voted with the Bells and cable. That debate is going to hit the House floor this Friday. In the
Senate, Senators Snowe and Dorgan are leading the fight for net neutrality and I've joined in that effort. Senator Inouye,
the ranking Democrat of the Commerce Committee, has joined us in this effort as well and he's working with Senator
Stevens to put strong network neutrality into any Senate bill that comes before us. There is widespread support among
consumer groups, leading academics and the most innovative internet companies, including Google and Yahoo, in favor
 of net neutrality. And part of the reason for that is companies like Google and Yahoo might never have gotten started
had they not been in a position to easily access the internet and do so on the same terms as the big corporate companies
that were interested in making money on the internet."

There is not much more that need to be said.

Regards,

Yanbo

------------------------------ Email 5,767 ------------------------------

From: ravensfan2165
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Mathias Spieker

------------------------------ Email 5,768 ------------------------------

From: seactivist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Diane Cortese

------------------------------ Email 5,769 ------------------------------

From: avik32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Shawn Dennis Gensch (  writes:

Thank you for killing the internet and the last vestiges of actual democracy available to Americans as we know it. As a
former lobbyist for the cable and the telecom industries you were the perfect choice to destroy net neutrality for them.
Nice job. If hell exists I'm sure there is a nice warm spot saved for you somewhere between Hitler, Nixon, and that
reserved spot the Koch Brothers have already put in for.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,770 ------------------------------

From: vinitoo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Vincent Horiuchi
5002 46th SW
Seattle, WA 98136
US

------------------------------ Email 5,771 ------------------------------

From: mimimcginn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

MICHELE MCGINN
355 LAPALCO BLVD. APT. E-1
APT. E-1
GRETNA, LA 70056
US

------------------------------ Email 5,772 ------------------------------

From: windwood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael M.
1105 Tabor St.
High Point, NC 27284

------------------------------ Email 5,773 ------------------------------

From: pjs338
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gerald Shrader
338 NW Ivy Ave
Dallas, OR 97338
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,774 ------------------------------

From: kb6tr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Terence Sturmey
237 Chinese Wall Road
237 Chinese Wall Road
Oroville, CA 95966
US

------------------------------ Email 5,775 ------------------------------

From: simonsaysrebel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:27
Subject: I think it should be pretty clear by now how we the people feel.
This is not going away. We feel this is deep corruption, regulatory capture. Allowing any sort of fast lane or prioritized
content in almost literally information superhighway robbery. The net needs to remain neutral. Equal speed for all
content. It doesn't belong to any one company. This ruling would destroy innovation on the net, making it a fragmented
mess of elite content and slow access for anyone who won't or can't pay the toll. It isn't yours to sell. Don't sell us out.
Enough is enough. Make the internet regulatable like telephones. Equal for all. Anything else is charging twice for
access. Be fair to us all. Make the right decision.

------------------------------ Email 5,776 ------------------------------

From: johnb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
John Bilorusky

------------------------------ Email 5,777 ------------------------------

From: divyadarshang
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
DivyaDarshan Gurrala

------------------------------ Email 5,778 ------------------------------

From: curtissawest
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:29
Subject: Net Neutrality is of Utmost Importance
Killing Net Neutrality will have disastrous effects on the economy immediately and into the far future. It will stifle
innovation and economic growth. ISP need to be mandated as common carriers, anything else is a ridiculous farce.

                  Curtiss Allen West
             ___________________
Ex-President of Florida Tech College Players
                 Director of Arcadia
    Director of Dirty Rotten Scoundrels
             Mechanical Engineering

------------------------------ Email 5,779 ------------------------------

From: sfmodeler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kit Rees
4527 Havervield Ct.
Hilliard OH, OH 43026
US

------------------------------ Email 5,780 ------------------------------

From: sandieg24
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sandra Giraud
22716 Ridgeway
Saint Clair Shores, MI 48080
US

------------------------------ Email 5,781 ------------------------------

From: rcor 7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ramona Coronado

CA 91106

------------------------------ Email 5,782 ------------------------------

From: ace910046sca1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
J.T. Smith

------------------------------ Email 5,783 ------------------------------

From: dougmayor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Doug Mayor
4672 Meadow View Circle
Murray, UT 84107
US

------------------------------ Email 5,784 ------------------------------

From: warren.leary
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Warren Leary

Washington, DC 20012

------------------------------ Email 5,785 ------------------------------

From: amk3030
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:34
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Subject: do not dismantle net neutrality
Hello,

Recently, I leaned about a proposed change to the FCC Internet regulation policy that would allow Internet service
providers to charge content providers for faster data links to consumers. In my opinion, this is a terrible change.
Consumers already pay extra for faster connections and we pay more than Internet users in other countries. Why should
we be squeezed even more by the oligopolistic Internet providers and loose an even playing field that allowed smaller
companies to flourish as much as larger, deep pocketed corporations? I don't want AT&T or Comcast decide for me
what data and type of content I can receive.

Keep the Internet open, maintain net neutrality!

Sincerely,

Aleksey Komashko.

------------------------------ Email 5,786 ------------------------------

From: gearemike
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

mike geare
326 pleasant st
grass valley, CA 95945
US

------------------------------ Email 5,787 ------------------------------

From: kimberley1501
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kimberley Scott

AU

------------------------------ Email 5,788 ------------------------------

From: brucepeters
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:34
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bruce Peters
Corinne Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95065

------------------------------ Email 5,789 ------------------------------

From: thenotunnameless
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Zachary Totz
17372 Collinson
Eastpointe, MI 48021
US

------------------------------ Email 5,790 ------------------------------

From: jeffreyblancaster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Whatever it takes to secure net neutrality, that is what you must do.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeffrey Lancaster
234 SW 3rd St
Gainesville, FL 32601

------------------------------ Email 5,791 ------------------------------
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From: thenybo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kaspar Andersen
Gimsinghoved
Struer, ot 7600
DK

------------------------------ Email 5,792 ------------------------------

From: timperschon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:38
Subject: A Brief Message about Net Neutrality before I go to sleep
I sincerely believe that Net Neutrality is important in moving into the future of the US, let alone the world. My reason
for this is how important the internet has become in society.

Imagine if the internet suddenly disappeared tomorrow. Many things would come crashing to a halt. Many businesses
couldn't communicate and work properly with their offices across the country, many people couldn't work their jobs.
Avenues for communication and entertainment would disappear.

Now I realize that the end of Net Neutrality isn't the end of the internet, but the point is that the internet is vital to
today's society, and will become even more so in the future. Could humanity survive without it? Well of course, but we
could also survive without telephones, fire fighters, police officers, air traffic controllers, and other things deemed
essential services. It would be a different world, to be sure, but we would survive. The internet is has become at least as
important as telephones, if not more so. In fact, many telephone services rely on the internet itself.

The current state of our internet infrastructure is also such that ISPs have effective regional monopolies in areas, so even
 if we entertained the idea that the market would regulate itself, there would be no competition in these areas.

The bullying and control of internet-based companies is also not in alignment with the idea of a better world for
Americans. Rather than openly increasing the costs of users, ISPs would be allowed to increase the cost for services
such as Netflix and YouTube to operate by demanding fees be paid for users to access their content at a normal level.
This cost would then be passed on to users of said services in one form or another, and the blame would not appear to be
 on Comcast or AT&T for demanding these fees, but on Netflix for increasing their subscription cost or YouTube for
running more advertisements.

This is why we as a people deserve a neutral internet, free from the overreaching hands of ISPs.

------------------------------ Email 5,793 ------------------------------

From: auerbach2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:42
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality WITH NO LOOPHOLES!!!

Dan Auerbach
1444 Fordham Ave
1444 Fordham Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360
US

------------------------------ Email 5,794 ------------------------------

From: shawndavidwalker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shawn Walker

------------------------------ Email 5,795 ------------------------------

From: evertt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:42
Subject: Free the Internet
To whomever might care to read this,

When all is said and done, the job of the government is to serve the interests of its people. And it's people are not being
served. The United States currently has one of the worst cost/bandwidth ratios in the entire 1st world. Consumers are
clearly dissatisfied with the situation, while the cable companies are clearly reaping in gross amount of profit.

The laws that protect this paradigm are old... very old. Ancient, in computer years. Not only is abolishing net neutrality
a step into the abyss, but we're already dangling over the edge. If the laws in this system are set up to allow companies
to willfully abuse their monopoly, then the laws need to change. As government officials, this is your job.
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Kindly do not disappoint. We are already the laughingstock of the world as it is.

Tyler Evert
262-278-0307

MSOE CE/SE, Class of 2015

------------------------------ Email 5,796 ------------------------------

From: sleepyjon0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Classify all telecommunications, especially ISPs as title 2 communications services. Anything else will ruin innovation
and in turn the US economy.

------------------------------ Email 5,797 ------------------------------

From: julish1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julia Shpirt

------------------------------ Email 5,798 ------------------------------

From: davies me
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:43
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
M.Davies (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Killing net neutrality is good for big corporations, but bad for American human beings, and that's a shame.   Shame on
you.  Shame on President Obama.   Shame on the government for serving corporate interests ahead of the interests of the
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 American people.  Again.

Sincerely,

M.Davies
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,799 ------------------------------

From: social
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gary McClean

US

------------------------------ Email 5,800 ------------------------------

From: mvsm666
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael von Sacher-Masoch

------------------------------ Email 5,801 ------------------------------

From: charles.bradford87
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Charles Bradford
214 Burns Ave
Mount Vernon, IL 62864
US

------------------------------ Email 5,802 ------------------------------

From: hallmarylou26
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Lou Hall
9975 Peace Way, 1162
Las Vegas, NV 89146
US

------------------------------ Email 5,803 ------------------------------

From: paul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please consider the wide reaching consequences your decisions on net
neutrality may have. The openness of the internet has encouraged so much
innovation. Seeing how much the internet has progressed in the last 10
years, I don't know why we're looking to break that by changing it. If
its not broken, don't fix it. Data needs to be handled evenly across the
internet. Don't give corporations (ISPs) the chance to change the way
the internet functions.

Please consider that the changes you are making cannot be undone and
will negatively impact the single most important invention of our
lifetime. Please look to the people that founded the internet, that know
the inner workings of the internet, for help on policy. Don't let people
that hardly know how to use a computer make these irreversible changes,
changes that are obviously driven by money.

Internet Service Providers (ISPs) need to change their ways. Already in
the last few months, my internet with Verizon has slowed down greatly.
I've spent two months working with tech support and have had multiple
technicians come out to try to figure out what is wrong. It was only
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when one technician told me "off the clock" that nothing was wrong and I
was in fact experiencing Verizon throttling my internet. If I'm already
experiencing changes this soon, I cannot imagine how much the internet
will deteriorate in one, 5, or 10 years.  It could truly become the end
of a golden age.

Thank you for seeking opinions. Please listen to the people of these
United States and not to the minority that hold the power and money.

-Paul Linesch
Neuroscience researcher and computer technician
Los Angeles, California

------------------------------ Email 5,804 ------------------------------

From: dan.henry.cpa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel Henry

IL

------------------------------ Email 5,805 ------------------------------

From: pmaher art
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net Neutrality is not something that I have spent a great deal of time thinking about.  But I heard your predecessor just
tonight on Amy Goodman's show.  He really got to me.   There are an awful lot of angles to the issue.  You put to much
power in any organizations grasp, and you end up being in that grasp as well.

These are both incredibly scary times, and times as well that are technically astounding.  Whatever you do, please do not
 do anything to hinder the hatching of the following eggs.
20 BLACK SWANS
With updates, 4/18/14

When you take into account the amount of money that is spent on energy in the US annually, approximately  $3.04
Trillion dollars. (This figure was just bumped up to 6-8 Trillion dollars by a seemingly qualified member of the BEM
doubling the 95 quad number to 200 quads)   That is 95 Quads at an equivalent of 8 Billion gallons of gas per Quad,
(this per the EIA, and Robert Godes of Brillouin Energy).  It is easy to see how much resistance the oil companies and
the Nuclear power folks might muster.
Much of this may be new to you.  I understand that, but please consider these things.  You want innovation that will
change the face of the planet?  I think that at last count 656 patent applications can be viewed for LENR alone.  On
another note I added number 17, not because it generated excess energy, but because it's just damned neat that plasma is
so easy to generate.
Additionally there is much info available through a DOE sanctioned site www.science.gov on all of these birds.
Come on Already!!  It may very well be that not all of these advances will ever come to fruitiion.  However at the rate
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new approaches to energy production are coming to the surface I am reminded of an old adage.  "What man can
conceive, man can achieve."  About 1 per month is showing up currently.  I am betting that at least 1/2 of these birds can
 power a new and extraordinarily interesting world.  Maybe all of them!  Do not dismiss these birds.
It's gotta be on this list.
1.  Cold Fusion, also known as Low Energy Nuclear Reactions, Lattice Assisted Nuclear Reactions, Controlled Electron
 Capture Reaction.  These technologies are all about forcing Hydrogen or Deuterium atoms into the crystal lattice of a
metal such as Nickel.  Once the crystal lattice of the metal nano powder has been sufficently saturated with Hydrogen
excess heat is generated.  This is not hard to see, as everything is still vibrating, but now all the atoms are in much closer
 proximity than before.  The quanta mechanical explanations are not fully understood, but there are several companies
and government offices that have operational devices.  Good bye oil.  Google LENR, NASA, Zawodny, and Bushnell.
NASA loves it.  Checkout this youtube video from NASA.  The big question is why the DOE is dragging their heals.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mBjA5LLraX0
http://www.amu.ac.in/newevent/event/9861.pdf
do a quick search at the above site for "LENR"  The Indians are on it.
2.  Dense Plasma Focus goes something like this.  Two cylindrical electrodes are enclosed in a glass tube after one
electrode  is slipped inside the other.  The tube is then filled with Boron gas and high voltage is applied to the
electrodes. A plasma is then produced and pulsed by a strong magnetic field.  As this pulsing is increased and focused
the plasmoids begin to ball up on one another.  As pulsing continues a beam of electrons emanates from one end of the
tube and a beam of protons from the other, with extremely high amounts of energy being produced.  Google Charles
Chase, Skunk Works, and Dense Plasma Focus.  Watch Charles Chase on youtube.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JAsRFVbcyUY
3.  Catalyzed Hydrogen is what will replace Electrolysis.  Molybdenum Sulfide is but one of the substances that will
trim the Hydrogen right off the water molecule with no energy being expended, releasing it to power a fuel cell and
generate electricity directly.  There was a graduate student by the name of Chang working in Berkeley CA on this a
couple of years ago.
http://www.hydrogencarsnow.com/blog2/index.php/hydrogen-fuel-production/molybdenum-based-catalyst-for-cheap-
hydrogen-production/
4. Graphene is essentially one atom thick layers of Carbon alternated between layers of insulation, such as mylar.  When
 you get a bunch of these layers stacked up and attach an electrodes to the top and bottom of the stack you have created
a capacitor of another color.  Extremely high values of capacitance can be arrived at.  3000 farads is what I have seen
advertised, the size of a marine battery. This material can be used as a capacitor, a spectacular new form of battery, or
configured as an extremely efficient solar cell.  Additionally I have recently heard of work aimed at producing LENR in
a Graphene environment.  Ampenergo is a company that I think licensed this technology from the government.  I want
so much for Elon Musk to incorporate this into his new models.
http://www.sciencedaily.com/news/matter_energy/graphene/
http://spectrum.ieee.org/nanoclast/semiconductors/nanotechnology/graphene-hybrid-material-lithium-ion-battery-
powered-vehicles
https://connect.arc.nasa.gov/p9lyoab9wjr/?launcher=false&fcsContent=true&pbMode=normal
5.  Zero Point Energy/Energy of the Vacuum used to be a little far out for me, but now I think I've got a cursory handle
on it.  The process on a Quantum level is much like the process that produces Ball Lightening.   When tectonic plates
shift causing an earth quake and occasionallly something called Ball Lightening.  Only in Zero Point it is what happens
when an Orthorhombic plane from another dimension intersects our dimension and causes a disruption, releasing
energy.  Heare's a Moray B. King video from the Breakthrough Energy Movement
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pa2sjMN8sMc
6.  Acoustic Cavitation/Bubble Fusion/Sonofusion.  I am not sure at all how to say anything about this, but there is a
great deal published about the possibility of deriving energy using this phenomenon.
http://sonofusionjets.com/
7.  Muon catalyzed Fusion.  Oh this is a good one!! Fermi Lab and SLAC developed a coherent beam of Muon's a
couple of years ago.  They shoot it into Hydrogen or Deuterium gas, and because the Muons have a negative charge
equal to an electron, but are 207 times more massive than an electron they knock the electrons out of orbit around the
Nucleus and the Fusion is made to happen in the atoms Nucleus.   I don't know how many electron shells a beam can
penetrate.  But I'm betting it is more than one.   Pretty good stuff...
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wu-IKqxVOfo
8.  HALOGEN-CATALYSED COLD NUCLEAR FUSION, yet another, not quite as much info available for this
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flavor.
http://www.lenr-forum.com/showthread.php?1061-Patent-for-halogen-catalysed-LENR
9.  Thermionic Power Generation,  I heard about this just the other day.  It may be that this technology will be a prime
player.  The devices turn heat from the sun, or anything else directly into electricity, instead of using light as
photovoltaic solar cells do.
http://www.science20.com/news_articles/thermionic_conversion_and_path_new_thermoelectronic_generator-125562
I don't quite get it, but here is a patent from 1981 for this technology.  I think NOW is the time for it to rise to the
occasion.
http://www.google.com/patents/US4368416
10.  LENR with Zeolites, And of course the loading of zeolite with hydrogen, or deuterium gas
http://coldfusionnow.org/iraj-parchamazad-lenr-with-zeolites/\
You've got to love these guys.  I would think that this would have to be one of the most easily demonstrated methods of
cold fusion.  At least if you believe these two fellows.
11.  Papp Engine.  As it turns out plasma is pretty simple to make.  Anyone can do it with a 12 V battery.  Ever seen a
simple spark while you were giving yourself a jump start to your automobiole? Within the spark, taking into account
that 1% of the atmosphere is composed of Nobel gases, which go to the Plasma state within the spark.
There are no magnets to confine the plasma once it is formed, so it is allowed to expand and drive a piston.  My
explanation is my own, but I think its

------------------------------ Email 5,806 ------------------------------

From: ngbanna
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nioucha B
Wheatherstone Ct.
L.O., OR 97035
US

------------------------------ Email 5,807 ------------------------------

From: annmarielutz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ann Lutz
3020 E Thunderhill Place
Phoenix, AZ 85048
US

------------------------------ Email 5,808 ------------------------------

From: drice89
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:49
Subject: Allowing the ISPs to charge content providers to carry their  service faster is a terrible.idea
Dear FCC,

This idea is awful. It does not benefit the American people in any way. The ISPs already refuse to provide good speed
and good service for that matter. They wont upgrade their systems and it will result in slower connections. This is anti
competitive and it harms consumers. You guys look like you've been bought out by Comcast.

Sincerely,

Dillon Rice

------------------------------ Email 5,809 ------------------------------

From: icanbemit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
I fully support net neutrality and oppose allowing content providers to charge more money for higher bandwidth.

Sincerely,
Tim Ferrell

------------------------------ Email 5,810 ------------------------------

From: romeeclan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Victoria Smatla
6320 W 74th Place
Arvada, CO 80003
US

------------------------------ Email 5,811 ------------------------------

From: ryankorteway
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Ryan Korteway
1034 N. Stoneridge Dr.
Plainwell, MI 49080
US

------------------------------ Email 5,812 ------------------------------

From: dsherman.design
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Sherman
1923 Marin Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
US

------------------------------ Email 5,813 ------------------------------

From: deathinthereaper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Remmie Liandris

------------------------------ Email 5,814 ------------------------------

From: me
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tyson Benson

Coffs Harbour
AU

------------------------------ Email 5,815 ------------------------------

From: smifair
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karl Smiley

------------------------------ Email 5,816 ------------------------------

From: brendastone2000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
brenda stone

------------------------------ Email 5,817 ------------------------------

From: haydena1117
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Anthony Hayden

 32821

------------------------------ Email 5,818 ------------------------------

From: caa7591
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:53
Subject: Keep the internet neutral
I am deeply concerned about the direction the internet is heading. I am especially alarmed with the struggle between the
internet service providers and content providers.  All packets need to be treated equally, but when some packets become
more important because corporations pay more for those priveleges, the internet looses its neutrality and in one more
theater of our daily lives money rules and creativity, communication, and enterprise take a back seat or get pushed off
the bus altogether.  Please maintain net neutrality!

Craig Angell

------------------------------ Email 5,819 ------------------------------

From: darrylpelle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Darryl Pellegrini

------------------------------ Email 5,820 ------------------------------

From: metastasis d
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:54
Subject:
You know what we, the people, want. We want net neutrality, and we don't want a distinct lack of net neutrality that
we've been reading in the news that you're trying to feed us under the auspices of promoting freedom or whatever.

Classify broadband access and ISPs on the whole as common carriers.

-America

------------------------------ Email 5,821 ------------------------------

From: jgbatchelder
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:55
Subject: Net Neutrality - Open and Free Internet
You must make net neutrality a top priority.

In this day and age, the internet is one of the few remaining institutions which is not bought and paid for.

Allowing companies to buy and sell access to certain parts of the internet will destroy not only the internet itself, but
will make all the gains over the last 20 years moot.

It's a very small set of steps from allowing internet companies to charge customers extra to access certain content, to the
same ISP's limiting peoples information to important content.

Do not allow the Comcast/TWC merger, and you must take every available opportunity to NOT allow similar
companies to influence the future of the internet.

Time and time again, they have taken government funds (our tax dollars) and have failed to deliver on their promise of
better infrastructure and better service. These companies care nothing for the future of our society, only for next quarters
 profits.

------------------------------ Email 5,822 ------------------------------

From: dolorus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:56
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,We want action for democratic media,
not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Dolly Lister
2464 Van Dam Road, Coupeville, Wa.
Coupeville, WA 98239
US

------------------------------ Email 5,823 ------------------------------

From: jason
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:56
Subject: Net Neutrality and the FCC
Greetings

I'm sending this email to announce my support of a completely open internet, one where all carriers have completely
open, unrestricted internet uplinks to one another.  No carrier should be permitted to restrict, throttle out block the traffic
 coming in our out of its network unless said data is a denial of service which is a criminal offense anyway.  Thank you
for listening to the American public in this matter, please do the right thing.

Jason Branscum

------------------------------ Email 5,824 ------------------------------

From: barbier.anne13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 2:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Anne Barbier
Apartado 1051
Santa Eulalia, ot 07840
ES

------------------------------ Email 5,825 ------------------------------

From: barbier.anne13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anne Barbier

------------------------------ Email 5,826 ------------------------------

From: celestial.walrus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Hi,

US is the country of freedom. And freedom means equality. Net neutrality gives the Internet equality - the freedom.

When you'll allow the companies to decide what should be easier to access and what should be not you're taking the
freedom away from customers - from ordinary people. This should not be done. Net neutrality is what makes the
Internet a good, democratic place. Everyone has the same rights to the Internet, everyone is equal in the Internet. And it
should stay this way.

Thank you,
CW.

------------------------------ Email 5,827 ------------------------------

From: ticles69
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

OUTRAGEOUS ! ! ! FOR YOU TO EVEN CONSIDER ANYTHING LESS THAN FULL, COMPLETE AND
UNFETTERED NET NEUTRALITY ! ! !

Guy Jones, Conway, AR.

guy jones
3300 Nob Hill
Conway, AR 72034
US

------------------------------ Email 5,828 ------------------------------
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From: k.callens
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Koen Callens

BE

------------------------------ Email 5,829 ------------------------------

From: bfootgrrl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Please reconsider your decision to end net neutrality!
Thank you.

Joanne Hindman

NY 14817
US

------------------------------ Email 5,830 ------------------------------

From: emanchado
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Esteban Manchado Velázquez
Gøteborggata 7A
Oslo, ot 0566
NO

------------------------------ Email 5,831 ------------------------------

From: qender
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:03
Subject: We need Net Neutrality
Without true net neutrality. ISP's will have a complete monopoly on the internet in every way. As most people have
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little or no choices of internet provider, allowing providers to block or slow services until they are unusable, or charge
more for data they deem in "competition" with themselves will remove any ability for companies to compete with ISP's
in any area they do business. The ISP's business practices such as throttling competing tv and movie providers to their
cable tv services do not represent the needs of the consumer, but rather, their desire to maintain profitability and market
dominance without having to compete. This is why we need real internet neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 5,832 ------------------------------

From: 1223
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ellen O'Brien

------------------------------ Email 5,833 ------------------------------

From: brent.shifley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:05
Subject: TRUE net neutrality
The recent proposals to have companies pay additional fees just to operate properly on the internet is STUPID, and
smacks of government authorization to filter content (they didn’t pay their premium).  These companies have already
been paying a HUGE premium; it is called high speed internet access.  The ISP’s are just whining about profits only
because they like having their cake and eating it too, and it still isn’t enough for them.  Have you even bothered to
contact Google, or Netflix, or any other company whose primary business is based solely on the internet?  From your
posted ideas, I don’t think so.

                These companies pore millions into the operation and powering of the internet.  Google has used its part of the
 internet to provide a number of “free” services on the internet, and now you want to fine them?  What, you feel that the
ISP’s actually NEED more profits?  Seriously?!?!  There is not one ISP that isn’t running so far into the black that it is
ridiculous.  AT&T made $5.2 BILLION in the 4th quarter of 2013, alone.  Verizon made $5.99 BILLION in the first
quarter of 2014.  Comcast made over $17 BILLION in the first quarter of 2014.  And the list goes on, and on.  Except
for startups, the internet is paying these folks handsomely, so WHY gouge the companies that made the internet worth
while?
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                The ISPs have absolutely no reason to whine.   They are making plenty of profits.  The worse part is about the
whole thing is that they are barely investing back into the system that feeds them.  According to xconomy.com, [
http://www.xconomy.com/boston/2014/04/23/u-s-10th-in-average-internet-speed-rankings-s-korea-still-no-1/  ], the
United States is 10th fastest in the world, with North Korea leading the way.  Additionally is seems that the standard
U.S. citizen pays almost DOUBLE for the same internet speeds offered in other countries, according to the New
America Foundation - http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013.  And yet you want
to exercise a policy that would, in the end cost the average American even MORE money?  Seriously?!?!

                Gluttony and greed come in many forms, and it seems that being a internet service provider is one of them.  If
the ISPs really want to change extra, I think first they should be held accountable for what they are charging and
offering NOW.

                Until such time the ISP are actually in financial straights, or until they fully redesign and rebuild the internet
to provide TRUE high speed internet access to EVERYONE, I feel that their gouging the public is sufficient, without
them gouging the content providers as well.

_____________
The information contained in this message is proprietary and/or confidential. If you are not the intended recipient,
please: (i) delete the message and all copies; (ii) do not disclose, distribute or use the message in any manner; and (iii)
notify the sender immediately. In addition, please be aware that any message addressed to our domain is subject to
archiving and review by persons other than the intended recipient. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 5,834 ------------------------------

From: nutiketaiel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Schofield
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------------------------------ Email 5,835 ------------------------------

From: alex.camilo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:07
Subject: Don't let internet become cable tv 2.0
Don't give more power to the big players who will through greed, ignorance, or malice will destroy one of the only
things keeping our economy alive. Killing net neutrality will only allow the big players to entrench themselves and stifle
 competition.

------------------------------ Email 5,836 ------------------------------

From: gridpoet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:07
Subject: Net-neutrality
Allowing ISPs to prioritize traffic on the internet is terrible idea. Besides stiffing growth of new start ups (the reason the
 internet is what it is today) it will give even more power to an already Oligarchical corporate system. Its time to make
Internet a Common Carrier. ISPs should be nothing more than gateways to the internet, their customers already pay for
internet service, this double dipping is idiotic. The lack of competition has already left Americans with some of the
poorest internet service in the world.

Allowing this decision will destroy the openness and prosperity of the internet.

------------------------------ Email 5,837 ------------------------------

From: bernardo.corman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bernardo Corman

------------------------------ Email 5,838 ------------------------------
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From: srihari.namperumal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:13
Subject: Keep the internet open, PLEASE
Dear FCC,

The idea to partition the internet into higher speed pipelines vs. "slow" pipelines is a terrible one.  It will favor large
corporations, monied interests, and stifle innovation and entrepreneurship.

Further, the internet acts as the ultimate democritization of information, as well as a democrtization of opportunity.  To
start favoring certain providers over others and making the internet a "pay to play" environment will certainly filter out
common voices, turning the internet into simply the mouthpiece of media giants and corporations.

Truly, our current president stated it most eloquently:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

Sincerely,

Srihari Namperumal, MD

------------------------------ Email 5,839 ------------------------------

From: maggielarrick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Margaret "Maggie" Larrick
15007 24th Ave. S.W.
Burien, WA 98166
US

------------------------------ Email 5,840 ------------------------------

From: hochberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:15
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charles Hochberg

------------------------------ Email 5,841 ------------------------------

From: engele
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:15
Subject: There is nothing open this
This is a simple issue. If I pay my ISP for speed, it should be illegal for them to prioritize content they get paid for over
what I desire to see.

Proposals allowing a "fast lane" for internet traffic are a threat to free speech, harm innovations and put startup
businesses at a disadvantage and are going to hurt the US economy in the long run. As a society we cannot let one or
two major companies influence what we are able to effectively access online.

The reports on the latest proposals are offensive. The proposals also reflect why industry lobbyists should not serve as
regulators. Pushing for rules that benefit old buddies at the expense of the public they are supposed to serve should put
these guys in jail (chairman I am looking at you).

This is unacceptable and a betrayal of our trust.

Elan Engel

------------------------------ Email 5,842 ------------------------------

From: wplring1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Wayne Lammers
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Portland, OR 97224
US

------------------------------ Email 5,843 ------------------------------

From: darksummoner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Peter Geissler

AT

------------------------------ Email 5,844 ------------------------------

From: email
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kevin Dolan
9591 Brentwood Way
Unit A
Westminster, CO 80021
US

------------------------------ Email 5,845 ------------------------------

From: jubei banzai
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brandon Alcala
15309 W Wethersfield Rd
Surprise, AZ 85379
US

------------------------------ Email 5,846 ------------------------------
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From: jj9ner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

It is critical that the FCC relentlessly fights to the fullest of their absolute abilities to institute and maintain the policy of
net neutrality and open internet.

Allowing ISPs to "fast lane" preferred or "tiered" content while they restrict bandwidth and diminish services that aren't
tiered allows ISPs to control the open flow of information and education to citizens and consumers.  It also allows them
to extort and influence content providers.  And many ISPs have a conflict of interest here, as most (ie. Comcast) are also
 themselves content providers.  It is in those ISPs active financial interests to sabotage as best they can these other
content providers.  To lead them down the path to lower and lower profitability through extortionist fees for "fast lane"
access, to steer consumers to their (ISP content providers) own content.

Barring areas served by FiOS and exceptional quality DSL; cable ISPs have a monopoly on selling consumers adequate
bandwidth for streaming TV, news, movies, and other high bandwidth (>3 Mbps) content.  Almost all cable ISPs have
monopolies provided through long-term contracts with states and local municipalities.  There is simply no ISP
alternatives for access to higher bandwidth content for consumers.

Allowing ISPs to control the flow of content through "metering" (restricting bandwidth) and "fast lane" or "tiered"
services is a very dangerous slippery slope.  It will very quickly lead the citizens of this great country down the path to
fewer liberties and greater ignorance.  The open internet is wonderful marvel of our modern civilization.  It allows
common people from all walks of life near limitless access to information and education so that they may make
informed decisions in their daily lives and to plan intelligently for their futures.

What does a person do when their ISP restricts the quality of their online news source?  What happens when an ISP
leads consumers away from neutral news sources like the BBC, PBS, NPR, etc.  What happens when consumers' video
takes forever to buffer on those news websites?  What happens when the only news website that buffer video properly is
 FOX NEWS or Bill O'Reilly?  Are those citizens adequately informed?  Are they intelligent voters?  Is that good for
the future of our country?

That is clearly the path to ruin.

Regards,

John Ferguson - Very Concerned American

------------------------------ Email 5,847 ------------------------------

From: sima
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

sima yekrang
760 Crestview Drive
San Carlos, CA 94070
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US

------------------------------ Email 5,848 ------------------------------

From: jenna.nicole
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jenna Matheny
2522 General Pershing St
New Orleans, LA 70115

------------------------------ Email 5,849 ------------------------------

From: davidharding2005
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Harding
516 Gardner Street
Raleigh 27607

------------------------------ Email 5,850 ------------------------------

From: scottdelta
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:20
Subject: No, just no.
This “fast lane” nonsense is just insulting. Legally allowing ISPs to extort money from other companies is blatantly
insane and cannot possible stand up to the scrutiny of the supreme court, which is where it will inevitably end up if it
becomes law. I don’t see any way allowing greed mongers like Comcast and AT&T to double dip could possibly be
justified or make any sense to anyone, especially when these companies are pulling is massive profits and already
gouging their customers. People in South Korea pay around $15-20 US for broadband service that provides 100 Mbit of
downstream bandwidth. For comparison I pay $70 for 50 Mbit from Comcast. Nearly four times as much money for half
 the service. Anyone over there at the FCC see a problem with this?

Anthony Scott
mailto:
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------------------------------ Email 5,851 ------------------------------

From: emmert.andrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:20
Subject: request for comments.
Hello,

I've read that you're soliciting comments from the average consumer regarding the push for a TWC-Comcast merger,
closely related to the net-neutrality debate.

I'm going to be as brief as possible, as I know your office is very busy.  The internet has been the catalyst of a great
period of technological advancement for the human race,  just as the telephone helped us to innovate and grow less than
120 years ago.  Today, as then, we find ourselves under the coercive attack of companies who would mortgage our
future for the sake of a bit more profit today.  This is short-sighted, and ultimately catastrophic to future innovation.

Had maBell not been forcibly dissolved, the internet as we enjoy it today would most likely not exist along with a great
percentage of tangential developments stemming from the modern computing age.  We are on the verge today of selling
off the next great crop of possible technological innovations.  I would ask you to fight not for me, but for my children
and their children as well, that our world may continue to have the opportunity to develop and grow into it's full
potential.

I will leave you with a quote from president Obama, I know that politicians have a long history of avoiding campaign
promises.  Help the president be an honest man, help him keep his word and his honor.

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

Thank you for your time,

--

Andrew Emmert
530-615-1170

mailto

------------------------------ Email 5,852 ------------------------------
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From: jshorlacher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:21
Subject: oligopoly
your proposal is a terrible idea. internet service is terrible already and this will only make it worse strengthening the
oligopoly that made of the ISPs.

------------------------------ Email 5,853 ------------------------------

From: mnightpatel17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jacqueline Newman
604 Rhonda Ave
Greenville, KY 42345
US

------------------------------ Email 5,854 ------------------------------

From: derekjwilcox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Derek Wilcox
Flat 1 Trinity Hall
35 Newnham Street
Ely CB7 4PG
GB

------------------------------ Email 5,855 ------------------------------

From: morgainm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:23
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Morgain McGovern (  writes:

Way to protect the American people Tom!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 5,856 ------------------------------

From: grinning shadow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michelle Meyer
3229 Mitchell St
Tullahoma, TN 37388
US

------------------------------ Email 5,857 ------------------------------

From: spencermac17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Without true net neutrality. ISP's will have a complete monopoly on the internet in every way. As most people have
little or no choices of internet provider, allowing providers to block or slow services until they are unusable, or charge
more for data they deem in "competition" with themselves will remove any ability for companies to compete with ISP's
in any area they do business. The concept of charging a fee for a service, then charging another fee when a part of that
service is used is wrong. The ISP's business practices such as throttling competing tv and movie providers to their cable
tv services do not represent the needs of the consumer, but rather, their desire to maintain profitability and market
dominance without having to compete. This is why we need real internet neutrality

------------------------------ Email 5,858 ------------------------------

From: nedmorlef
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

al moore
536 e. 20th st.
kannapolis, NC 28083
US

------------------------------ Email 5,859 ------------------------------

From: jyurkiw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:26
Subject: Don't allow Fast Lanes; Declare Comcast and friends Title 2 Common  Carriers
The idea of allowing internet providers in the United States to offer "fast lanes" is shortsighted, and imbecilic. They
have proven time, and time again that their only concern is their own profits, often to the determent to everyone else in
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the United States. The internet is, quite simply, the single most important method of communication ever conceived of
by man. Allowing companies who take billions of dollars from the American public, only to turn around and lobby
government so that they can not only keep the money but not provide the upgrades they were provided with said funds
for in the first place only shows their intentions.

    Allowing them to offer "fast lanes" will stifle innovation in the United States to an incredibly dangerous degree, and
will absolutely destroy any chance our country has of being number one at anything ever again. The future economic
damage would be catastrophic, as would the immediate. The ability of small start-ups to challenge incumbent
companies would be hamstrung. Our ability to create new ways of doing things would be severely repressed. Every
country that implemented net neutrality would pass us by, and we would find ourselves at their technological mercy
inside of a few generations.

    We cannot afford anything less than a completely neutral internet. Classify internet providers as Title II Common
Carriers and keep the internet neutral.

Jeffrey Yurkiw
San Francisco, California
B.S. Computer Information Systems
Web Developer, Electronic Arts

------------------------------ Email 5,860 ------------------------------

From: brandonpokeefe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:28
Subject: Please Remember who you are really supposed to be serving.
Without true net neutrality. ISP's will have a complete monopoly on the internet in every way. As most people have
little or no choices of internet provider, allowing providers to block or slow services until they are unusable, or charge
more for data they deem in "competition" with themselves will remove any ability for companies to compete with ISP's
in any area they do business. The ISP's business practices such as throttling competing tv and movie providers to their
cable tv services do not represent the needs of the consumer, but rather, their desire to maintain profitability and market
dominance without having to compete. This is why we need real internet neutrality.

thank you,
brandon okeefe

------------------------------ Email 5,861 ------------------------------

From: rustyspieler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:30
Subject: Preserve net neutrality
Allowing "fast lanes" in the internet is the end of net neutrality and should not be allowed.  Equal access to content from
 all parties (big and small) is best for innovation.

Also, Please classify internet providers as common carriers of information bound by true net neutrality and let them
compete to provide fast (gigabyte) internet, rather than giving them another way to charge more for slow service on
substandard (by international standards) networks.

Rusty spieler
Kapaa hi
808-639-6383

Sent from my iPad
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------------------------------ Email 5,862 ------------------------------

From: mail
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Hans-Henrik Jensen
Ordrupvej 90, 2.
Charlottenlund 2920
DK

------------------------------ Email 5,863 ------------------------------

From: mradean
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality always.

andrew dean
pool cottage
hayfield, IA sk22 2nn
GB

------------------------------ Email 5,864 ------------------------------

From: mais
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mailene Shipe

Arleta, CA 91331
US

------------------------------ Email 5,865 ------------------------------

From: kristofferparrish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:34
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kris Parrish

------------------------------ Email 5,866 ------------------------------

From: kojann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

j jacobs
1234 noyb ave
st paul, MN 55106
US

------------------------------ Email 5,867 ------------------------------

From: crismanrichards
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Crisman Richards

------------------------------ Email 5,868 ------------------------------

From: rosemarieannon
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 3:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rosemarie Annonson
3920 E. Ryan Road
Oak Creek, WI 53154
US

------------------------------ Email 5,869 ------------------------------

From: careyc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

chris carey

------------------------------ Email 5,870 ------------------------------

From: bgdg2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bob Gordon

------------------------------ Email 5,871 ------------------------------

From: jpshaw27
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jon Shaw

CA 91030

------------------------------ Email 5,872 ------------------------------

From: skyfreak909
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mitchell McAleer
947 Fern Drive
PO bx 1430
Crestline, CA 92325
US

------------------------------ Email 5,873 ------------------------------

From: tatakaiclub
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nik Namelo

------------------------------ Email 5,874 ------------------------------

From: bjones327
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:44
Subject: I support net neutrality, all traffic must be equal for the  internet to work
I urge you to support net neutrality and not allow companies to restrict and slow access. All packets must be equal on
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the internet. Companies must pass all traffic through their networks without tampering with it.

If you allow big money to restrict internet access for Americans, I will email my states congressmen and senators
EVERY day until the entire FCC is turned over, and a new batch of chairmen and officers are put in place.

The American people will not allow you to break our internet so that a bunch of fat cats can make more money. Support
 us or get out.

------------------------------ Email 5,875 ------------------------------

From: nealfjr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Please sirs.  Most of our individual and collective rights are being removed, trampled on and dismantled.  Our US
Constitution seems to mean nothing to anyone and has become a worthless piece of printed paper.  I want my continued
freedoms as guaranteed under the US Constitution.

Access to the internet should be free and equal just as access to books within the library are free and available to all to
use.

Respectfully.

William Neal Fancher Jr
326 Kirk Drive
Paradis, LA 70080
US

------------------------------ Email 5,876 ------------------------------

From: tyrvald
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 3:45
Subject: Dear regulator, preserve net neutrality!
I’ve heard things, terrible things. I hear that Internet bottle necks are now to be created, rather than eliminated! I have
heard that telecom giants will require websites that want to send us a faster stream of data to pay for that privilege. Do
you know what privileges are, my dear regulator? A privilege is a special freedom granted to those with more power, a
stealing of rights from those less powerful. That’s right, privileges are stolen rights. America should not find itself in the
 history books as the nation who killed the World Wide Web! You can’t possibly want to be remembered as the
regulators who refused to regulate. Consider your options, make your decisions, but please make absolutely sure that
what you decide is on the side of the people and remember that people are people. Corporations are not people. Money
is not speech. Speech is speech! Regulate providers so the Net remains free! I know what I’m talking about. I was born
and raised in Silicon Valley. I dialed up with a 14k modem to log onto the global village. I’m a Netizen, first…

Priestess Hrefna Colberg
14347c Saratoga Avenue
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Saratoga, California 95070

------------------------------ Email 5,877 ------------------------------

From: mitch1423
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:47
Subject: Why did you backtrack on net neutrality?
Please please please don't allow websites to pay to have a fast lane or any other nonsense that could happen if you refuse
 to regulate ISPs.  Allowing large companies to pay ISPs for special treatment is like letting rich people buy their own
lanes on the highway.  Please don't allow this to happen as I can't see any good coming from it.

------------------------------ Email 5,878 ------------------------------

From: jeudi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Judith Ward
622 Indiana Street
Lawrence, KS 66044

------------------------------ Email 5,879 ------------------------------

From: sananda
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Sanan

------------------------------ Email 5,880 ------------------------------
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From: vsunewman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The people have spoken.  Is this a democracy or a  class struggle over corporate domination?  Do not fear the people nor
 your own position in corporate America.  The airways have been lost to corporate money but the internet will always
remain free to speech, networking, and the reality that can be seen in live action all over the world.  Lies are always
uncovered and the truth can always be known.  Let those who have eyes, see and those who have ears, hear for
themselves, what is real and based in love for humankind and what is fear and based in the need for power and
domination.

suzan newman
106 lake drive blvd
sebring, FL 33875
US

------------------------------ Email 5,881 ------------------------------

From: rbgomm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:49
Subject: We need true net neutrality
Please don't ruin the internet. The thought of Comcast getting more power makes me want to throw up.

From the president:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

Bryan Gomm

------------------------------ Email 5,882 ------------------------------

From: forjonas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jonas Preciado (  writes:
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words fail me.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,883 ------------------------------

From: dmc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:52
Subject: network neutrality rules and 'the right to serve'
To Whom,

I recently came across this reporting-

http://www.pcworld.com/article/2148301/the-fccs-new-net-neutrality-rules-and-you-a-faq.html

"
Wheeler is already inviting the public to send comments on the new rules
directly to him via email to 
"

So, here are my comments, starting with a reaction to this related report-

http://www.pcworld.com/article/2147840/fcc-defends-new-net-neutrality-proposal.html

"
The new proposal includes rules saying broadband providers can't block
legal Web traffic, and broadband providers "may not act in a
commercially unreasonable manner to harm the Internet, including
favoring the traffic from an affiliated entity," he added.
"

It is the year 2014, nearly 2 full years after my complaint to your
office about GoogleFiber in Kansas City prohibiting residential users
from hosting 'any kind of server'.

http://cloudsession.com/dawg/downloads/misc/kag-draft-2k121024.pdf

I still have never been given a single sentence of analysis of that
complaint to the FCC that would help me to understand whether or not my
communication with a hypothetical commercial-rock-and-roll-bandmate's
linux apache web server connected to their residential GoogleFiber
internet service port would be considered "legal Web traffic" in the
face of GoogleFiber's terms of service prohibiting (more recently) "any
commercial server".

Thusly I obviously would prefer if any new rules included the right to
have traffic be protected from either explicit physical blocking, or
unavoidable contractual/terms-of-service blocking, based on the
"server-ness" versus "client-ness" nature of the tcp/ip packets involved.
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Specifically, as referenced in the aforementioned complaint, in October
2012, Active Duty United States Navy Information Warfare Officer Dave
Schroeder said this publicly about my (earlier draft) complaint-

http://news.slashdot.org/comments.pl?sid=3156485&cid=41530745

"
1. I thought your Google manifesto was very good (I know it's a work in
progress).
...
There are many normal things on even client systems that can be
described as a "server" such that the distinction is almost meaningless.
...
  The net neutrality argument is interesting, and I have to say I agree
with the essence of everything you wrote on that subject.
"

I found the FCC to be dishearteningly unresponsive to my complaint.
After it made a fair amount of press via wired.com, huffingtonpost.com,
forbes.com, mcclasky(mcclatchy?), a family in Utah had their small
children hold up picket signs reading "i want a server" and "google is
not net neutral".  Within 48 hours of those images being published on
the internet, Google relaxed their ToS clause to "any commercial server
is prohibited".

After reading the wikipedia page on the criteria for section 1 sherman
antitrust violations, I have come to the (not a lawyer myself) belief
that these new 'relaxed' terms of service actually make Google guilty of
such a violation.  I believe that such *agreements* (between Google and
their customers) constitute *unreasonable restraint of trade* across
state lines (via the internet).

I believe that USNavyInformationWarfareOfficer Dave Shcroeder's comments
about the meaninglessness of the 'server-ness' distinction of traffic is
sufficient proof.  (I wish my own assertion to that effect was
sufficient, but I'd guess a judge would be more convinced by Dave
Shcroeder).

Anyway, I feel that the way your organization has handled my complaint
has contributed to financial damages to me personally as my innovations
have been thwarted for years by such, in my opinion, commercially
unreasonable terms of service that stifle competition to e.g. Google's
gmail servers by residentially hosted servers running the popular
Squirrelmail open source webmail service.  (which, as I mentioned in my
53 page manifesto, I hosted myself providing service to my older
brother, years before he was a vice president at google, or gmail even
existed).  The fact that GoogleFiber's current ToS can be reasonably
interpreted as blocking such a service were *any sort of commercial
activity to be engaged in via email correspondence exposed by that
residential server* I find to be completely unreasonable and
anticompetitive.

I also don't think that looking at the reasonableness of such scenarios
on a 'case by case basis' is going to be effective in removing the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

anticompetitive nature of the situation.

I would very much like to develop server software targeted at the
residential broadband subscriber, which they may use to further their
own commercial interests, e.g. with the transmission of resumes to
potential employers, or the sale of knick-knacks without e.g. ebay.com
as a middle-server in the transaction.  But unless potential investors
know that there is a clear potential market for such software that can't
be blocked at Google's and other ISP's whims, I will never receive the
levels of investment and funding for these innovations that I otherwise
would have.  And in the dog-eat-dog world of competing with silicon
valley companies, even just losing a month of development time can be
the difference between being able to pay for one's children's college
educations or not.

My livelyhood has already been extensively damaged irreprably for years
by this situation, that I feel your office not only could, but is
ethically obligated to clear up.

Those are my initial comments, please respond and clarify.

-dmc
Douglas McClendon

------------------------------ Email 5,884 ------------------------------

From: metaknight987
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Gomez
1412 Ocean Avenue
New York, NY 11230
US

------------------------------ Email 5,885 ------------------------------

From: 1972.dodgedemon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Johnathan Johnson
1127 n 900 w
Orem, UT 84057



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

US

------------------------------ Email 5,886 ------------------------------

From: lordpaul256
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:54
Subject: On the Subject of Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am writing in regard to the subject of net neutrality.  Allowing internet carriers the right to choose who can access their
 service and how much to charge for that access does not create an equal playing field on the internet.  Now, it can be
argued that internet carriers are not allowed to choose who can use their access, but recently it was suggested that they
be allowed to charge some services in order for them to have faster service.

First of all, customers are already paying for access to the internet.  Allowing this would be tantamount to allowing the
internet carriers to double charge on the same service.  Secondly, it is always in the interest of businesses to maximize
profit, and allowing 'high speed lanes' would create another avenue for profit.  When such an avenue exists, there will
always be a desire to incentivize the use of these avenues.  What is to prevent internet carriers from slowing down
speeds for all internet traffic, drastically incentivizing the need for access to the 'high speed lanes.'

The quality of internet service in the U.S. is already quickly falling behind the rest of the world due to the ruling that the
 internet can be an a common carrier.  Competition in the market is already minimal, and recent mergers would create a
near monopoly on service.  Is it really in the best interest of the American people to incentivize a divisive internet where
 only the established and well funded firms can afford access to their customers?  It certainly doesn't sound like the
American I grew up in.

I hope you greatly reconsider your actions.

Paul Andersen

------------------------------ Email 5,887 ------------------------------

From: graceelohim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cheryl Fisher
your street
Milwaukie, OR 97222
US

------------------------------ Email 5,888 ------------------------------

From: mianohbly
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Melissa MantiQ
502 E. 69th St
Tacoma, WA 98404
US

------------------------------ Email 5,889 ------------------------------

From: a.lindsey.mail
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

It is a disgrace to America that a country like Brazil would have a more sophisticated and democratic approach to a
freely accessible and open internet than we do.
Why don't you man-up and do the right thing for the country you claim to serve?

Anthony Lindsey

------------------------------ Email 5,890 ------------------------------

From: headincloud9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:57
Subject: Don't Kill Net Neutrality!
I'm writing this assuming whoever reads this does not care about right vs. wrong, so let me persuade you with
something that does matter to people that work with others whose only incentive is money. If you kill Net Neutrality the
 United States will suffer economically. What do I mean by this? Well, new internet start up businesses, and savvy
individuals with technological skill and innovative ideas will flee the country in search of a fair market that will foster
their ideas, instead of letting monopolies trample on competition. I don't think the United States wants to lose its edge in
 technological innovations.

Do what's right. Do what's smart. Don't fuck this up.

------------------------------ Email 5,891 ------------------------------

From: mimoco
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mimosa Constans

------------------------------ Email 5,892 ------------------------------

From: jonathanwalker1994
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 3:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing in regards to classifying internet service providers, or internet resellers as we call them, a common carrier.
As somebody who has worked in web hosting companies for quite sometime, the direction you are trying to lead will
threaten the internet boom and will no longer allow for an open environment for information to spread globally and
freely. It is the job of ISP's to connect people to internet backbones, such as hurricane electric and layer 3, not to
discriminate traffic. Please think twice before changing the internet as we know it to ensure the wealth of information is
conserved for our kids.

------------------------------ Email 5,893 ------------------------------

From: krikour
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Krikourian
your street
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
US

------------------------------ Email 5,894 ------------------------------

From: t3ht4ilzd0ll
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patrick Evensen
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VA

------------------------------ Email 5,895 ------------------------------

From: ckalthoff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christian Kalthoff
103 E. Lisa Dr.
103 E. Lisa Dr.
Austin, TX 78752
US

------------------------------ Email 5,896 ------------------------------

From: tommyhays
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:03
Subject: net neutrality
I am writing this feedback because I hear it will help preserve net neutrality so I thought I would chime in. Net
Neutrality needs to be left alone. ISPs do not need the option to have websites pay for a fast lane of internet. Their
consumers already PAY for high speed internet to access the content that they want to charge websites to give us faster.
It's not right. Please do not give ISPs power they do not have the right to have. It will destroy the internet as we know it,
it will stifle innovation, it will make small startups nearly impossible. Speed to the highest bidder would be disastrous. I
implore you, please, regulate AGAINST the cable companies doing this instead of granting them the power to once
again screw over their consumers.

------------------------------ Email 5,897 ------------------------------

From: jon englert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:04
Subject: Open internet
The internet is the modern version of telephone and mail service. It is so ingrained in everyone's daily lives it should be
available without interruption.

The FCC needs to classify broadband as a Title II Telecommunications Service. Companies should not be allowed to
mess with internet traffic in any way. We are falling behind as a country by even discussing this issue. Failing to act on
this would not be in the best interest of he people.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Englert

------------------------------ Email 5,898 ------------------------------

From: mrwrh
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Hewes

------------------------------ Email 5,899 ------------------------------

From: sonikenfj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tan Cheng Guan

 520846
SG

------------------------------ Email 5,900 ------------------------------

From: swissrudie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ralph Tuscher

------------------------------ Email 5,901 ------------------------------

From: oakshere
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Miguel Oaks

------------------------------ Email 5,902 ------------------------------

From: kdoginc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donald Boughn

Long Beach, CA 90815
US

------------------------------ Email 5,903 ------------------------------

From: japotts0588
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Keep the Internet free and open. It has the potential to advance our civilization perhaps more than any invention in
human history, and you're trying to castrate it. It is actions like these that leave one to conclude that our government is
either full of blithering idiots, or greed- driven sociopaths.

------------------------------ Email 5,904 ------------------------------

From: mainsorter
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 4:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Valerie Anderson

------------------------------ Email 5,905 ------------------------------

From: micahh2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Micah DeVyldere

Corvallis, OR 97330
US

------------------------------ Email 5,906 ------------------------------

From: spambie30
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:15
Subject: Feedback
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites
and services dictates success. You’ve got barriers to entry that are
low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a
neutral platform that I can put on this podcast and transmit it over
the internet without having to go through some corporate media
middleman. I can say what I want without censorship. I don’t have to
pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want
to change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create
high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive contractual
arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t pony up the cash for these
high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t
have a situation in which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of
the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

------------------------------ Email 5,907 ------------------------------

From: gmh8899
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ginger Holman
311 Lester Ave.
Apt. 8
Oakland, CA 94606
US

------------------------------ Email 5,908 ------------------------------

From: addledmaven
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:17
Subject:
Without true net neutrality. ISP's will have a complete monopoly on the internet in every way. As most people have
little or no choices of internet provider, allowing providers to block or slow services until they are unusable, or charge
more for data they deem in "competition" with themselves will remove any ability for companies to compete with ISP's
in any area they do business. The ISP's business practices such as throttling competing tv and movie providers to their
cable tv services do not represent the needs of the consumer, but rather, their desire to maintain profitability and market
dominance without having to compete. This is why we need real internet neutrality.

In 2008, our President said:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

To go through with this now would stand in opposition to what the FCC is appointed to do. We cannot afford anything
less than a completely neutral internet. Classify internet providers as Title II Common Carriers and keep the internet
neutral.

------------------------------ Email 5,909 ------------------------------
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From: wransohoff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:17
Subject: Comments on net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

As a software engineer working for a large tech company, I would like to offer some comments on net neutrality. I'll try
to tailor them specifically to the idea of a 'fast lane' though, since I think that's what you're actually taking comments for.
 But for the record, I think that the FCC's definition of net neutrality makes a mockery of the english language. I'm
uneasy with how blatantly such innocent words were mugged, ravished, stripped of all true meaning and decency, then
sent to walk the gutter for their definition of the term.

Moving on, allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is a terrible idea. It's
 burning the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers exorbitant rates for service that is
among the worst in the developed world. Charging companies to provide data as well is greedy and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new firms. New streaming
video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, because they would not have the wherewithal to pay ISPs for
faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this will hurt consumers. We don't have much choice as to which ISP we use as is. With fast lanes, we would be
 stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet companies
be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs will also be severely impacted because no company will pay for faster speeds
in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

I would urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers if they cared at all about protecting consumers' rights, but
frankly it's become clear over the past several years that they don't. At least refrain from implementing this disastrous
policy, though.

I don't know if the FCC has had its head in the sand or is doing this intentionally, but at least in the tech world there is
nothing more reviled than big ISPs and cable companies. They stifle innovation by legislating away the problems
stemming from their stagnation, then they take their regional or near-monopolies and abuse them. The FCC is supposed
to take a stand against these practices, and we have been extremely disappointed in their performance thus far, to an
extent that words fail to convey. I could launch into an expletive-filled tirade and still not express a fraction of the
frustration we as consumers feel, but what good would that do? All I can do is beg, please, please, please turn this trend
of inaction or outright collusion around for the sake of our economy. We're counting on you!

Thank you very much for your time,

- William Ransohoff

--
IMPORTANT NOTICE: This document (including all attachments) is intended solely for the use of the addressee, and
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may contain information that is proprietary, confidential, privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not a named addressee or the person for whom this document is intended, you are advised that
 any use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this transmission, in whole or in any part, is prohibited. If you have
received this transmission in error, destroy all copies and notify the sender immediately. Nothing contained in and/or
omitted from this letter or any prior communications is intended to be or should be considered an admission of any fact
or a waiver of any right or defense, all of which are expressly reserved.

------------------------------ Email 5,910 ------------------------------

From: abraomorenimwen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Abraham Oboruemuh
Not Available
Not available
Riverside, CA 92515
US

------------------------------ Email 5,911 ------------------------------

From: schurr64
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

PAULA VARGEM
8200 Fair Oaks  Blvd. Apt # 74
Carmichael, CA 95608
US

------------------------------ Email 5,912 ------------------------------

From: gnarlyexpeditioner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ethan Retherford

------------------------------ Email 5,913 ------------------------------

From: bionitech
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:26
Subject: Keep the Net Neutral and Alive
To Whom it May Concern,
The internet belongs to everyone and no one, and yet here we are debating net neutrality.

I don't appreciate being lied to, sold out and exchanged like commerce. I am not a lifeless product or a number for a
survey, I am a person.

Elements like the rampant domestic spying and the lobbying for abysmal internet speeds, and now a merger between
Time Warner and Comcast? Where is the neutrality in this? The net is literally being bought out, leaving little to nothing
 for the people that use it.

I don't want to be spied on

I want my internet to be faster

And I don't want the worst telcom in the world telling me what I'm supposed to do with my internet.
They literally have no right.

This oligopoly is what is disturbing the net and it needs to be stopped, and I will not accept anything less.

I am Arthur Grygoryan and I am declaring war on anyone and anything standing against net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 5,914 ------------------------------

From: warfistprime
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Erik Peterson
4 Alexandria Dr.
Vernon Hills, IL 60061
US
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------------------------------ Email 5,915 ------------------------------

From: phill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:27
Subject: A vote against the reported FCC "Net Neutrality" plan
To whom it may concern:

As a business owner, I understand the need for businesses to make money.
  However, I do not see allowing ISP's to charge for faster service to
be in the best interests of either business or the public and therefore
am against any provision to allow preferential speeds to be paid for by
content deliverers.

My concern is based on the fact that the rule doesn't mandate minimum
base speeds.  With that loophole, ISP's are free to cut overall
bandwidth capacity to their customers and only favor content for which a
business has paid extra to be delivered faster.  They have already said
they DON'T throttle speeds, when network speed tests have shown that
they do, so trusting them to not abuse this rule is futile.

As costs go up for the consumer (getting less for the same price, or
more), and with no caps on the increases in costs (my costs have
increased at twice the rate of inflation from $51.99 to $62.99 between
2011 and 2013) without any corresponding increase in service, more and
more people will be driven OUT of the market at a time when it's
becoming more necessary to have a connection of some kind.  Alternatives
are even more expensive (I won't tell you what I think of the way the
FCC has utterly failed to regulate what is patently collaboration among
the Cell Phone industry to keep charges outrageously high - all one
needs to do is look at their quarterly earnings and profits to know
costs are too high.).

Furthermore I respectfully request that the current head of the FCC
resign.  A lobbyist for the Internet Service Provider industry (or
anyone with any current or former financial ties to any communications
industry over which the FCC has regulatory powers) should not be allowed
to head the agency that oversees that industry.

The Internet Service Provider industry in the United States is a joke -
an effective monopoly for every kind of method to deliver content for
each company.  When any single household has no choice in cable
provider, it's not an industry that engages in competition.  It's an
industry which has a monopoly within their regions.  Given the pathetic
speeds in the United States, and the outrageous costs compared to
European and Asian ISP services, the FCC should be ashamed of itself for
the current state of Internet broadband services in the U.S. - let alone
proposing rules that will only degrade that service and further drive up
its cost.

The bottom line is that at a time when median household earnings is
decreasing, you're proposing rules that will make that decline in worth
INCREASE, and that is not the way the agency should run this particular
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railroad because this rule will only railroad the consumers.  The ISP
industry is already paid, and paid outrageously too much, to deliver
content by the end user.  That's all it needs.  Allowing any leeway in
that arrangement with preferential treatment of content will only
eventually hurt the end user with higher overall costs.

Thank you for your time.

--

Phill Campbell - Owner

PCT Computer Services
(619) 575-5022
www.pctcomputerservices.com

This communication may contain confidential information.  If you receive
this e-mail and you are not the intended recipient, please delete it and
contact me at the return e-mail address.  This e-mail address is
reserved only for known associates of PCT Computer Services as well as
for new or existing clients and is intended only for business purposes.

------------------------------ Email 5,916 ------------------------------

From: fuzzyd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

H Deniz
23, St. Johns Avenue
London, ot NW104ED
GB

------------------------------ Email 5,917 ------------------------------

From: tulear1980
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

JENNIFER WILSON
5 MOOR CLOSE
DARWEN BB3 3LG
GB
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------------------------------ Email 5,918 ------------------------------

From: pat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pat Makowski

------------------------------ Email 5,919 ------------------------------

From: slikpermn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

We are many,they are few.

Mike Perkins
3052 Beech Street
San Diego, CA 92102
US

------------------------------ Email 5,920 ------------------------------

From: nodtrooper32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:32
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Charles Raye Bloodgood (  writes:

To: Chairman Wheeler, do you think you're in a game? Do you think you are powerful? Do you think this will go
unheeded?
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You are sadly mistaken. The Internet is not a marketing device, Mr. Wheeler. It is not to be controlled by an outer force.

The more you try to fight this, the less you can do. You are not elite. You have no power over the Internet. You cannot
control it, and the more you try to, the more you're going to piss off every single person that uses the Internet.

It really seems to me that you do not even understand the Internet. Why should you be given authority over something
you know nothing of? In a sense, that can be considered slavery.

Allow me to introduce you to the Internet. We'll start with step 1, know the rules.

1. Do not talk about /b/.
2. You do NOT talk about /b/.
3. We are Anonymous.
4. Anonymous is legion.
5. Anonymous does not forgive.
6. Anonymous can be a horrible, senseless, uncaring monster.
7. Anonymous is still able to deliver.
8. There are no real rules about posting.
9. There are no rules about moderation either - enjoy your ban.
10. If you enjoy any rival sites — DON'T.
11. All your carefully picked arguments can easily be ignored.
12. Anything you say can and will be used against you.
13. Anything you say can be turned into something else. - fixed
14. Do not argue with trolls — it means that they win.
15. The harder you try, the harder you will fail.
16. If you fail in epic proportions, it may just become a winning failure.
17. Every win fails eventually.
18. Everything that can be labeled, can be hated.
19. The more you hate it, the stronger it gets.
20. Nothing is to be taken seriously.
21. Original content is original only for a few seconds before getting old.
22. Copy 'n paste is made to ruin every last bit of originality.
23. Copy 'n paste is made to ruin every last bit of originality.
24. Every repost is always a repost of a repost.
25. Relation to the original topic decreases with every single post.
26. Any topic can be turned into something totally unrelated.
27. Always question a person's sexual preferences without any real reason.
28. Always question a person's gender - just in case it's really a man.
30. There are NO girls on the internet.
31. TITS or GTFO - the choice is yours.
32. You must have pictures to prove your statements.
33. Lurk moar — it's never enough.
34. There is porn of it, no exceptions.
35. If no porn is found of it, it will be made.
36. There will always be more fucked up shit than what you just saw.
37. You can not divide by zero (just because the calculator says so).
38. No real limits of any kind apply here — not even the sky.
39. CAPSLOCK IS CRUISE CONTROL FOR COOL.
40. EVEN WITH CRUISE CONTROL YOU STILL HAVE TO STEER.
41. Desu is not funny. Seriously, guys. It's worse then Chuck Norris jokes.
42. Nothing is Sacred.
43. The more beautiful and pure a thing is, the more satisfying it is to corrupt it.
46. There is furry porn of it. No exceptions.
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Now that you are more properly acquainted, we can begin to discuss the severity. What you are doing will not only
prompt major responses from many people, but you are effectively ending freedom of speech on the Internet. Disabling
someones freedom of speech, be them white, black, hispanic, Christian, Catholic, Jewish, Buddhist, Hindu, Aliens,
talking animals - it doesn't matter what you are, where you come from, what you do, if your good or bad, freedom of
speech is yours and you can do what you will with it. That is not to say there isn't consequences, but it is still your right.
Not just your American or Human right, it is your right period.

By committing to this atrocious deformed unholy baby of a decision you are making, you are effectively against this
right, you have declared war on the Internet, and you're an idiot. I do hope you re-decide on this decision.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,921 ------------------------------

From: nodtrooper32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler, do you think you're in a game? Do you think you are powerful? Do you think this will go
unheeded?

You are sadly mistaken. The Internet is not a marketing device, Mr. Wheeler. It is not to be controlled by an outer force.

The more you try to fight this, the less you can do. You are not elite. You have no power over the Internet. You cannot
control it, and the more you try to, the more you're going to piss off every single person that uses the Internet.

It really seems to me that you do not even understand the Internet. Why should you be given authority over something
you know nothing of? In a sense, that can be considered slavery.

Allow me to introduce you to the Internet. We'll start with step 1, know the rules.

1. Do not talk about /b/.
2. You do NOT talk about /b/.
3. We are Anonymous.
4. Anonymous is legion.
5. Anonymous does not forgive.
6. Anonymous can be a horrible, senseless, uncaring monster.
7. Anonymous is still able to deliver.
8. There are no real rules about posting.
9. There are no rules about moderation either - enjoy your ban.
10. If you enjoy any rival sites — DON'T.
11. All your carefully picked arguments can easily be ignored.
12. Anything you say can and will be used against you.
13. Anything you say can be turned into something else. - fixed
14. Do not argue with trolls — it means that they win.
15. The harder you try, the harder you will fail.
16. If you fail in epic proportions, it may just become a winning failure.
17. Every win fails eventually.
18. Everything that can be labeled, can be hated.
19. The more you hate it, the stronger it gets.
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20. Nothing is to be taken seriously.
21. Original content is original only for a few seconds before getting old.
22. Copy 'n paste is made to ruin every last bit of originality.
23. Copy 'n paste is made to ruin every last bit of originality.
24. Every repost is always a repost of a repost.
25. Relation to the original topic decreases with every single post.
26. Any topic can be turned into something totally unrelated.
27. Always question a person's sexual preferences without any real reason.
28. Always question a person's gender - just in case it's really a man.
30. There are NO girls on the internet.
31. TITS or GTFO - the choice is yours.
32. You must have pictures to prove your statements.
33. Lurk moar — it's never enough.
34. There is porn of it, no exceptions.
35. If no porn is found of it, it will be made.
36. There will always be more fucked up shit than what you just saw.
37. You can not divide by zero (just because the calculator says so).
38. No real limits of any kind apply here — not even the sky.
39. CAPSLOCK IS CRUISE CONTROL FOR COOL.
40. EVEN WITH CRUISE CONTROL YOU STILL HAVE TO STEER.
41. Desu is not funny. Seriously, guys. It's worse then Chuck Norris jokes.
42. Nothing is Sacred.
43. The more beautiful and pure a thing is, the more satisfying it is to corrupt it.
46. There is furry porn of it. No exceptions.

Now that you are more properly acquainted, we can begin to discuss the severity. What you are doing will not only
prompt major responses from many people, but you are effectively ending freedom of speech on the Internet. Disabling
someones freedom of speech, be them white, black, hispanic, Christian, Catholic, Jewish, Buddhist, Hindu, Aliens,
talking animals - it doesn't matter what you are, where you come from, what you do, if your good or bad, freedom of
speech is yours and you can do what you will with it. That is not to say there isn't consequences, but it is still your right.
Not just your American or Human right, it is your right period.

By committing to this atrocious deformed unholy baby of a decision you are making, you are effectively against this
right, you have declared war on the Internet, and you're an idiot. I do hope you re-decide on this decision.

Charles Bloodgood

------------------------------ Email 5,922 ------------------------------

From: nodtrooper32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler, do you think you're in a game? Do you think you are powerful? Do you think this will go
unheeded?

You are sadly mistaken. The Internet is not a marketing device, Mr. Wheeler. It is not to be controlled by an outer force.

The more you try to fight this, the less you can do. You are not elite. You have no power over the Internet. You cannot
control it, and the more you try to, the more you're going to piss off every single person that uses the Internet.

It really seems to me that you do not even understand the Internet. Why should you be given authority over something
you know nothing of? In a sense, that can be considered slavery.
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Allow me to introduce you to the Internet. We'll start with step 1, know the rules.

1. Do not talk about /b/.
2. You do NOT talk about /b/.
3. We are Anonymous.
4. Anonymous is legion.
5. Anonymous does not forgive.
6. Anonymous can be a horrible, senseless, uncaring monster.
7. Anonymous is still able to deliver.
8. There are no real rules about posting.
9. There are no rules about moderation either - enjoy your ban.
10. If you enjoy any rival sites — DON'T.
11. All your carefully picked arguments can easily be ignored.
12. Anything you say can and will be used against you.
13. Anything you say can be turned into something else. - fixed
14. Do not argue with trolls — it means that they win.
15. The harder you try, the harder you will fail.
16. If you fail in epic proportions, it may just become a winning failure.
17. Every win fails eventually.
18. Everything that can be labeled, can be hated.
19. The more you hate it, the stronger it gets.
20. Nothing is to be taken seriously.
21. Original content is original only for a few seconds before getting old.
22. Copy 'n paste is made to ruin every last bit of originality.
23. Copy 'n paste is made to ruin every last bit of originality.
24. Every repost is always a repost of a repost.
25. Relation to the original topic decreases with every single post.
26. Any topic can be turned into something totally unrelated.
27. Always question a person's sexual preferences without any real reason.
28. Always question a person's gender - just in case it's really a man.
30. There are NO girls on the internet.
31. TITS or GTFO - the choice is yours.
32. You must have pictures to prove your statements.
33. Lurk moar — it's never enough.
34. There is porn of it, no exceptions.
35. If no porn is found of it, it will be made.
36. There will always be more fucked up shit than what you just saw.
37. You can not divide by zero (just because the calculator says so).
38. No real limits of any kind apply here — not even the sky.
39. CAPSLOCK IS CRUISE CONTROL FOR COOL.
40. EVEN WITH CRUISE CONTROL YOU STILL HAVE TO STEER.
41. Desu is not funny. Seriously, guys. It's worse then Chuck Norris jokes.
42. Nothing is Sacred.
43. The more beautiful and pure a thing is, the more satisfying it is to corrupt it.
46. There is furry porn of it. No exceptions.

Now that you are more properly acquainted, we can begin to discuss the severity. What you are doing will not only
prompt major responses from many people, but you are effectively ending freedom of speech on the Internet. Disabling
someones freedom of speech, be them white, black, hispanic, Christian, Catholic, Jewish, Buddhist, Hindu, Aliens,
talking animals - it doesn't matter what you are, where you come from, what you do, if your good or bad, freedom of
speech is yours and you can do what you will with it. That is not to say there isn't consequences, but it is still your right.
Not just your American or Human right, it is your right period.
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By committing to this atrocious deformed unholy baby of a decision you are making, you are effectively against this
right, you have declared war on the Internet, and you're an idiot. I do hope you re-decide on this decision.

Charles Bloodgood

------------------------------ Email 5,923 ------------------------------

From: carolandkj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carol Lapetino

------------------------------ Email 5,924 ------------------------------

From: ioannisgar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

JOhn Garagounis

Thessaloniki, ot 54627
GR

------------------------------ Email 5,925 ------------------------------

From: caroltaskmaster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet – where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest — where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

Carol Lapetino

------------------------------ Email 5,926 ------------------------------

From: jdsawyer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Janis Sawyer
486 Forest Street
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459
US

------------------------------ Email 5,927 ------------------------------

From: caroltaskmaster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

Carol Lapetino

------------------------------ Email 5,928 ------------------------------

From: jesarcone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:39
Subject: Net Neutrality Concerns
To Whom It May Concern,

I copied a response I found online regarding Net Neutrality because I feel it accurately and succinctly encompasses my
feelings on the matter. Please do not confuse my copying this response for a lack of motivation or passion on this
subject.

Anyways, my name is John Sarcone, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net
neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

ENS John E. Sarcone, Jr., CEC, USN

------------------------------ Email 5,929 ------------------------------

From: ffloberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:39
Subject: Opinion on Proposed "Open Internet" Regulations
Dear Sir,
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I am a consumer and a citizen of the United States. I am currently
paying $55 per month for a very poor quality connection to the internet
from AT&T. My connection speed was recently cut in half, from 1.3Mbps to
650Kbps, without notification or warning, and with no reduction in my
bill. My data cap is 150GB per month, but at these speeds, even if I
consumed internet video 24 hours a day I could not exceed my data cap. I
will now have to spend even more money in order to consume even
occasional video via the internet at reasonable speed.

My point is that we consumers in the US are spending a lot of money for
our internet connections. This money pays the ISPs for the transmission
of data to us (no matter what the data contains, bit are bits) with a
huge profit margin. I see absolutely no reason for ISPs to be charging
data providers to deliver their data to us. That is what we consumers
already paid for.

I am completely against any preferential treatment or any hindrance of
content providers under any circumstances to deliver the data that we
consumers have already paid for with our monthly internet subscription
fees. In my opinion there is no "commercially reasonable" amount that
content providers should pay.

I hope that you will remove any such language from your proposed new
regulations that allows ISP's to control what content and from which
content provider may pass on to us or at what speed.

I am actually very dissatisfied with the current state of internet
access in the US an many ways, but for now I wanted to strongly address
the upcoming Open Internet regulations that your will be proposing shortly.

Thank you for your time and your effort,

Fred Floberg
219 South Orchard St.
Wallingford, CT. 06492

------------------------------ Email 5,930 ------------------------------

From: shadow7003
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:39
Subject: Net Neutrality concerns.
To whom it may concern,

My name is Jacob, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
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streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Jacob A.

------------------------------ Email 5,931 ------------------------------

From: stevemon23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:44
Subject: WE NEED AN OPEN INTERNET
The idea of allowing internet providers in the United States to offer
"fast lanes" is shortsighted, and imbecilic. They have proven time, and
time again that their only concern is their own profits, often to the
determent to everyone else in the United States. The internet is, quite
simply, the single most important method of communication ever conceived
of by man. Allowing companies who take billions of dollars from the
American public, only to turn around and lobby government so that they
can not only keep the money but not provide the upgrades they were
provided with said funds for in the first place only shows their intentions.

Allowing them to offer "fast lanes" will stifle innovation in the United
States to an incredibly dangerous degree, and will absolutely destroy
any chance our country has of being number one at anything ever again.
The future economic damage would be catastrophic, as would the
immediate. The ability of small start-ups to challenge incumbent
companies would be hamstrung. Our ability to create new ways of doing
things would be severely repressed. Every country that implemented net
neutrality would pass us by, and we would find ourselves at their
technological mercy inside of a few generations.

We cannot afford anything less than a completely neutral internet.
Classify internet providers as Title II Common Carriers and keep the
internet neutral.

------------------------------ Email 5,932 ------------------------------

From: kalepsis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:45
Subject: Proposed Net Neutrality rules



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Mr. Wheeler,

It has come to my attention that you are soliciting advice and/or feedback from the public at large concerning the new
proposed "net neutrality" rules.  Thank you for making an effort to listen to the people.

It is my strong opinion that the internet service providers already control more of our free speech and our money than
we would like.  The fact is that if ISPs are allowed to charge a premium to either the consumers or the content providers
for for access to their websites, our country will be no better than Iran, or North Korea, in that the citizens will no longer
 have a voice or a means to freely communicate with each other.  Internet startup businesses will be stifled into
nonexistence, streaming content providers will have to charge more for their services, and peer-to-peer content sharing
will obviously suffer.  In the short term, these issues will cause unpopular rises in cost, in a business which already
enjoys more profits in this country than in any other, despite the fact that average connection speeds are poorly,
hilariously lagging behind almost all other developed countries', and the ISPs will lose any incentive they may have had
to improve their networks up to those standards because they will increasingly make slower speeds the norm in an effort
 to make us PAY EVEN MORE.

But there's more than that.  The long-term effects will turn us into a pitiful excuse for a democracy.  Allowing them to
prioritize internet traffic for which the consumers or content providers pay extra will allow them to slow unfavorable
traffic.  Think about that.  Perhaps I am unsatisfied with the methods my elected representatives in Congress are using to
 pass legislation.  If my ISP disagrees with my opinions, they can keep my email from ever reaching the Capitol.  If a
large ISP (like the one proposed to be created by the pending Comcast merger) is being run by a Republican-
sympathetic board of directors, they could intentionally stagnate voting in states traditionally favorable to Democrats
simply because the voting machines utilize their "pipes".  These are extreme examples, of course, but not impossible.

Reclassify broadband companies as telecommunications providers, and keep the ISPs from extorting yet more profits
from the increasingly poor people of our country.

-Adam Grimes
Former US Marine
American Citizen
Free Speech Advocate

------------------------------ Email 5,933 ------------------------------

From: s.kit.replogle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:45
Subject: Save Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sarah "Kit" Replogle

Los Angeles, CA 90027
US

------------------------------ Email 5,934 ------------------------------

From: s.kit.replogle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:45
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sarah "Kit" Replogle

Los Angeles, CA 90027
US

------------------------------ Email 5,935 ------------------------------

From: johnksellers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:46
Subject: What the FCC and Business doesn't understand
WE MUST talk about and deal with the FUNCTIONAL effects of the choices we make about the Internet, NOT about
money.  Because if we let money and profit guide our choices, we have subjugated the Internet to the purposes and short
 sighted limitations of Business and the People of the United States will not get the benefit that are systematically and
functionally possible.  Focusing on Business purposes as the fundamental criteria for the decisions would only be
appropriate if it would be appropriate for Corporations to install their representatives in each front room of every home
owner in the country WITHOUT the home owner's consent.

Business is the Tail wagging the Dog, because without People there is NO SUCH THING as Business.  However, if
Businesses go away THERE ARE STILL PEOPLE.  So that the appropriate roll of Business is to fully support the
reason that they can exist at all....that they provide products and services to People TO THE BENEFIT OF THE
PEOPLE.  Such a relationship is FUNDAMENTAL....ANY OTHER PURPOSE OF A BUSINESS SUCH AS HUGE
PROFIT is contrived and a secondary concern unless the BENEFIT to the PEOPLE is HUGE as consequence.

ULTIMATELY EVERY SINGLE dollar of profit that any business makes comes from PEOPLE.  If traced back to the
true and ultimate origin of the profit it will found to be the work that some person did and then when home and lived a
life.  Again, the proof is that if these People who worked and lived a life didn't exist, the business could not have even
the idea if existence.

If all the success of People's efforts give Business wealth, then for true balance all the benefits MUST FLOW BACK
TO THE PEOPLE.  That is the ONLY way there can be true equity between Business interest and the interest of the
PEOPLE of this United States.

So unless the the allowing of "toll charges" on any part of the Internet "road" has substantial and commensurate benefit
for the people, THEN THE "CHARGES ARE NOT WARRANTED".

Now I will make a case for what I think will bring about the best results for everyone concerned.

There MUST be a new focus of concerns.  The profit of companies must not take higher priority then maximizing the
benefit of the people in the World at large;  In fact, I argue that the best real benefit to the companies is in fact the
substantial and real benefit to the People.

I believe following is the key to the whole situation and can reliably trusted as a first principle for what is best for
People in the disposition of the Internet.  And the FCC should use this Principle.

STATEMENT OF FUNDAMENTAL FUNCTIONAL PRINCIPLE AND CONSEQUENCE
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Any systemic impediment to communication of useful Information on the Internet harms the Internet, and will almost
always have negative unintended consequences that outweigh the benefits.

If Internet use costs more than is absolutely necessary, the Internet will be harmed.

Why?  Lets do a thought experiment to get a grasp of this dynamic and why it is so.

Imagine you have a car with a turbocharger on it.  Is there ANY situation that it makes sense to stuff cotton into the
turbocharger that impedes the air flow?  The answer is no.  Because soon as you do, you will not win any more races.
What is more, the car with the turbocharger is more powerful than the car without a turbocharger EVEN IF BOTH
CARS HAVE OTHERWISE IDENTICAL ENGINES!

Fast and inexpensive Internet transport turbocharges any Internet link.  All other things being equal, those who do not
have the full "turbocharge" will always come out second best.

Don't you see, if we make sure that we allow all the traffic we can as cheaply as possible, then the Internet will continue
to be more DYNAMIC?  It is as simple as that!

Putting a cost on Internet traffic is counter to maximizing traffic operations and utilization.  In any case, setting up a
"roadblock" certainly will not make things better.

OTHER REASONS
The rest of the note points out additional reasons this plan should be rejected.

It is a common practice for companies to sell Internet service at different speeds for different prices ignoring the fact
that the cost of the lines to the customer is not commensurate with the ability to deliver at different speeds.  This
requires throttling of lines to keep customers to get more traffic than they are contracted to pay, but the technology is far
 from perfect and the management of resources is often loose or non-existent.  I get service from Sonic.net which doesn't
 do any throttling at all, and my connect is so stable that the maximum speed doesn't vary in any significant way more
than a total of a percent or two all of the time.  It is much more stable than any delivery that uses throttling.

The contemplated money for speed idea will most likely affect the industry's stability because of the multitude of
complexities, unknowns, and many issues it adds to the system.

What is more it makes the low end customers more vulnerable to the big Cable companies. I believe companies like
AT&T don't have much respect for the customers.  You don't have to look far to find it....just consider the kind of
contracts they set up with customers.  They are awful!

Here is specific evidence of their behavior.  In Arizona in the 70's I had a utility complaint with AT&T and because I
was wrongly directed by a secretary in Phoenix Arizona I accidentally walked into the pre-public meeting of all the 50
utilities lawyers and only one lawyer representing the public.  The AT&T lawyer, not knowing a utility customer was
present, was cracking a long string of jokes about how much better business would be if they didn't have to deal with the
 consumers.  Everyone was laughing at the jokes including the Utility Commission members.  The one lawyer from
Legal Aid that was the only representative of the Public sat in the corner like a mouse and didn't say a word.

There are even other considerations.  Would it make sense to regulate movies on U.S. Highways by setting up Toll
booths every so often?  What does one really have to do with the other.  Wouldn't it be better to regulate these things on
a different basis than speed.  SPEED CONTROL BY ITS NATURE CAN ONLY DECREASE TRAFFIC.  We want
more of it so it will be cheaper!  And the regulation of the commerce that travels over it should be done elsewhere, not
by regulating price of delivery.  The cost of the movies HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH THE DELIVERY COST, these
things can be regulated WITHOUT TOUCHING THE COMMUNICATIONS which has NOTHING TO DO WITH
THE MEANING OF THE INFORMATION.  So far it has been an awkward convenience to regulate its delivery, but
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the day will soon come it can be regulated within its structure and meaning without even considering its
transportation....IF WE MAKE THE RIGHT SYSTEMATIC CHOICES AND PUT THE REGULATIONS DIRECTLY
 ON THE COGENT FACTORS AND CHARACTERISTICS....what is being planned is simply systematically
incorrect.  It is as logical as blocking a blood vain to increase circulation.

What else I know is, that once we identify the right way to regulate correctly from its logic and structure THE
PROBLEM OF REGULATING IT WILL BECOME MANY TIMES MORE SIMPLE.  It is a technical issue, not a
financial issue.

Here is another consideration.  Controlling commerce by imposing a cost on it IS A CONSTRAINT IN TRADE.  It has
been known for hundreds of years that inhibiting commerce hurts the economy.
During the gas shortages of the 1970s and the reduction of driving speeds and increased cost of gasoline the economy
suffered.  Doesn't it make sense that any increasing costs is going to reduce business?

Also, shouldn't we be more concerned with the rate and ease of delivery of products and services than the profit made
from those services?  The best products made in this country have done much more for the People when they were done
right, and they managed to do this with small profit margins..  For example, Disk drives and memory chips have had
very strong competition for a number of years because they are done in a very systematic way.  (Note: in the early days
of computers, Intel made a mistake and delayed computer graphics by many years bec

------------------------------ Email 5,936 ------------------------------

From: rahl422012
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:48
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
Please keep our internet open and free, and say NO to giant corporations
and especially the Comcast\TWC merger.  The internet belongs to
everyone, not to those who want to control it, and that is what these
proposed Net Neutrality laws will let happen.

---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

------------------------------ Email 5,937 ------------------------------

From: rgall
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:48
Subject: Keep the Internet Neutral
Dear FCC,

Without Internet Neutrality ISPs will have a complete monopoly on consumer internet. Most people have little to no
choice in who is their ISP, and without the guarantee that ISPs will solely act as a dumb pipe there is nothing to prevent
ISPs from throttling services that compete with their own.

They have proven time, and time again that their only concern is their own profits, often to the determent to everyone
else. We saw this from Verizon when they failed to deliver on their promise of 45 Mbps internet by 2015 after accepting
 2.1billion in tax breaks in PA. We saw this in Utah in the Interlocal Entity Service Prohibition Bill that aimed to stop
municipal IPs from expanding so they wouldn't compete with existing ISPs. And we saw their anti-competitive nature
again in Kansas, where local ISPs tried to prevent Google Fiber and municipality internet from spreading to residential
areas in Senate bill 304. Allowing companies who take billions of dollars from the American public, only to turn around
 and lobby government so that they can not only keep the money but not provide the upgrades they promised and
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prohibit any competition only shows their intentions.

Allowing them to offer "fast lanes" will stifle innovation in the United States and destroy the internet as they decide
what services and websites run smoothly and which ones are "less important". The internet is the single most important
method of communication ever conceived of by man and to let it's functionality be dictated by profiteering corporations
is absurdity. We cannot afford anything less than a completely neutral internet. Classify internet providers as Title II
Common Carriers and keep the internet neutral.

Richard Gall
Mission Viejo, CA
B.S. Information & Computer Science
Database Engineer, Panasonic Avionics Corporation

------------------------------ Email 5,938 ------------------------------

From: grenadian02
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

judy abraham
northumberland park
wood green
tottenham, ot n17 0TL
GB

------------------------------ Email 5,939 ------------------------------

From: jbmeade
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Meade
297  Sunnybrook Rd
Jackson, NJ 08527
US

------------------------------ Email 5,940 ------------------------------

From: viksikand
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Vikram Sikand

------------------------------ Email 5,941 ------------------------------

From: heyykantaben
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 4:52
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as title II telecommunications service. Nothing less will make me or the
vast majority of the public happy.

Thank you very much for your time.

------------------------------ Email 5,942 ------------------------------

From: ba-yenney
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brent Yenney

------------------------------ Email 5,943 ------------------------------

From: sensorkloud
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Samuel Lilly

------------------------------ Email 5,944 ------------------------------

From: ionsandpylons
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:56
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Trent, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
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   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time

------------------------------ Email 5,945 ------------------------------

From: satishsinghal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 4:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Satish Singhal

------------------------------ Email 5,946 ------------------------------

From: bill7940
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bill Weston

------------------------------ Email 5,947 ------------------------------

From: nategawd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:00
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

My name is Nathan Willoughby, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Nathan Willoughby

--
Fafhrd, to Mouser: "I consider it the nadir of a base perfidy that you should try out on me your puking sorcery."

------------------------------ Email 5,948 ------------------------------

From: docsumstine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sean Sumstine
640 W 15th Ave.
Eugene, OR 97402
US

------------------------------ Email 5,949 ------------------------------

From: vivaciousvalerii
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:03
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

My name is Valeri Koelln, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Valeri Koelln

------------------------------ Email 5,950 ------------------------------

From: gtagod2003
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:06
Subject: Open internet IS IMPORTANT
hello my name is Dallas
Humphrey please Read my letter with the full concept I am a high internet user.

Having corporations involved in the infrastructure of the Internet is a poor choice but is needed to maintain a prosperous
 internet growth. corporations involved in controlling the infrastructure is unbalanced at best... They will be come bias
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and we'll eventually Control the future of the Internet to the United States.

I propose the FCC should have guidance over the infrastructure of these companies to push the growth farther. A
straight tax to providers for the growth of the United States is needed. The FCC should control the growth of the
Internet in terms of where it is located and how far the infrastructure is pushed out that is it! no company should judge
how fast the Internet should be,that is by and is breaking the internets real purpose.

If users are using a service like Netflix, this corporation or company should then they be charged a minimal fee to help
produce better infrastructure but that should be only going to the FCC and government which is guiding the
infrastructure would than help in growth.

If these rules are not followed what will happen is
1. The growth and infrastructure of the internet will slow to a halt,only city and surrounding suburbs will get high speed
opportunities. areas which I have lived that have only phone lines will never get high speed internet anytime soon.
2. The products that the internet will use only be given equal distribution to high demanding products like you tube and
Netflix Ect. This would cause an in balance and many companies and businesses will fail because of this.
3. The user base for products will start to be streamlined into what these internet companies demands is. Many programs
 will suffer and other uses for the internet will suffer as well such a video games,Internet cloud data,  video production
of companies and many many other uses the Internet has.
4. There will be less freedom of choice and less freedom of equal needs and wants being associated with thous needs.

Thank you for Reading and I hope this will keep your mind open just like the internet should.

------------------------------ Email 5,951 ------------------------------

From: offhourrocker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Keith Koelling

------------------------------ Email 5,952 ------------------------------

From: mardk1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:08
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Margie Koelling

------------------------------ Email 5,953 ------------------------------

From: joykoelling
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ruth Koelling

------------------------------ Email 5,954 ------------------------------

From: sunkissxoxo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Leanne Tucker

------------------------------ Email 5,955 ------------------------------

From: mlopyrev
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mikhail Lopyrev

------------------------------ Email 5,956 ------------------------------

From: gonstackk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:13
Subject: Net neutrality.

   To whom it may concern,

   My name is Nate, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
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faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Nate.

<http://www.Fark.com>

------------------------------ Email 5,957 ------------------------------

From: fridamaejones
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kandace Eaton
1910 N. Lorraine
Wichita, KS 67214
US

------------------------------ Email 5,958 ------------------------------

From: jenchaos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:15
Subject: Net Neutrality- KEEP IT OPEN!
To whom it may concern,

My name is Jennifer Shahan, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's
recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge
for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning the candle at
both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very
high rates for mediocre service. Charging companies for providing data
as well is short-sighted and indefensible. Want proof? Look at Europe
and South Korea.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the
barrier to entry for new companies. New streaming video sites would
become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would
not have the wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that
established corporations enjoy.
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Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice
as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we would be stuck with poor
service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not
only will new internet companies be hurt by the policy, new and small
ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service
providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net neutrality, that's
not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But
failing that, at least refrain from implementing this disastrous
policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Jennifer Shahan

------------------------------ Email 5,959 ------------------------------

From: collectedthoughts
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:16
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality - Make common carrier!
Please do not abandon net neutrality. This would inhibit a great deal of business startups in the nation, quashing
entrepreneurship and technological advancement in the United States. Sites like Facebook, Youtube, Netflix, and many
other innovative successes could not come about in a system where they would have to pay additional fees in order to
not have bandwidth stifled.

In addition, simply having packet reading done for all traffic -WITHOUT prioritization- will degrade it, increasing
latency times and making the internet quality worse for all of America.

Internet is a common, needed resource for our nation to function. It's necessary for communication and news. Please
make it a common carrier.

Please don't leave a terrible legacy for our country. Do the right thing.

-John

------------------------------ Email 5,960 ------------------------------

From: colincb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Colin Wechter

NC 28269
US

------------------------------ Email 5,961 ------------------------------

From: dr.ido
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Trevor James

------------------------------ Email 5,962 ------------------------------

From: sjahangeer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
S Jahangeer

------------------------------ Email 5,963 ------------------------------

From: owensjohnny20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Johnny Owens
3978 Jupiter Blvd S.E
Palm Bay, FL 32909
US

------------------------------ Email 5,964 ------------------------------

From: coocoo4cartoons
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

There is a question that many Americans through all the generations have often asked: Are the laws created by
government meant to protect the citizens that should uphold them...or the people who can AFFORD to get protection
from the government?

By simply allowing this to pass, you are showing the people the latter is true and failed in your duties to protect the
citizen's god given right to a free and fair internet!

All of us pay enough money to our cable providers and internet providers so we can enjoy the internet the way we want
to. I will be damned if I have to pay MORE simply because those same "providers" are going to play around with my
bandwidth access.

Furthermore, it's this type of greed and excess commercialism on our internet access that is making the United States
fall behind in internet service compared to many other countries around the world.

These type of restrictions, as is any amount of prohibition, will just give rise to more types of cyber-terrorism, pirating
and illegal access.

YOU HAD ONE JOB. Don't quit on us just because it's easier to do so. Keep the fighting going!!

Carlos Abdu
430 East 8th Street, Apartment 205
Brooklyn, NY 11218
US

------------------------------ Email 5,965 ------------------------------

From: coocoo4cartoons
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

There is a question that many Americans through all the generations have often asked: Are the laws created by
government meant to protect the citizens that should uphold them...or the people who can AFFORD to get protection
from the government?

By simply allowing this to pass, you are showing the people the latter is true and failed in your duties to protect the
citizen's god given right to a free and fair internet!
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All of us pay enough money to our cable providers and internet providers so we can enjoy the internet the way we want
to. I will be damned if I have to pay MORE simply because those same "providers" are going to play around with my
bandwidth access.

Furthermore, it's this type of greed and excess commercialism on our internet access that is making the United States
fall behind in internet service compared to many other countries around the world.

These type of restrictions, as is any amount of prohibition, will just give rise to more types of cyber-terrorism, pirating
and illegal access.

YOU HAD ONE JOB. Don't quit on us just because it's easier to do so. Keep the fighting going!!

Carlos Abdu
430 East 8th Street, Apartment 205
Brooklyn, NY 11218
US

------------------------------ Email 5,966 ------------------------------

From: ecronay
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elizabeth Csicsery-Ronay
Szep u. 5, 3/2
Budapest, VA 1053
HU

------------------------------ Email 5,967 ------------------------------

From: 9141984
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:24
Subject: net neutrality
Net neutrality is an important issue with me. I believe the Internet is one of the greatest tools mankind has at his
disposal. Free speech and the ability to communicate with the world are key components of our modern world and are
widely believe to be universal freedoms that all of mankind are entitled to.It's the free exchange of beliefs and ideas that
will suffer. As well as small business and small start ups. It poses a plethora of other issues as well. Giving preferential
treatment is playing favoritism and gives way to chaos and an unstable atmosphere. As a man who has suffered in life
due to a lack of a decent education, the Internet has given me the opportunity to learn and explore the world while
sharing my life with others. I'm sure not every concerned will choose to weigh in on this issue. Most letters may go
unread. However, we suffer enough in this world from various forms of corruption and power hungry fools. The Internet
 has survived well on it's own to this point. I could go on for some time, but for what it's worth, do what is right, and not
what is profitable. If the issues isn't being given proper attention by the people, make a change.

------------------------------ Email 5,968 ------------------------------

From: erinadominick
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:26
Subject: Neutral net
Please do not allow ISPs to dominate the internet! Keep the internet a level field by classifying ISPs as common
carriers. No fast lanes.

Best regards,
Erina Dominick

------------------------------ Email 5,969 ------------------------------

From: mrhawkins56
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:27
Subject: Net Neutrality is a MUST HAVE.
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.
No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.
Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality

839 Brittany rd.
ENCINITAS, CA

B.R.F. Hawkins

------------------------------ Email 5,970 ------------------------------

From: tinne.van.doninck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

tinne van doninck

BE
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------------------------------ Email 5,971 ------------------------------

From: ndrichards 54
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

C. R.

OR
US

------------------------------ Email 5,972 ------------------------------

From: erichgamba
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Erich Gamba

------------------------------ Email 5,973 ------------------------------

From: garfath11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:32
Subject: Customer input

To whom it may concern,

My name is Peter Leigh, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
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Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Peter

------------------------------ Email 5,974 ------------------------------

From: commander232001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
I think your ties to providers should be investigated should you allow this to happen. Only a fool would try and pass
these new rules off as net neutrality. Obviously the fix is in and needs to be investigated now.

Alan Kropp
818 e 6th
Port Angeles, WA 98362
US

------------------------------ Email 5,975 ------------------------------

From: mschejter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marjorie Schejter
HaKramim 27
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Nes Ziona 74054
IL

------------------------------ Email 5,976 ------------------------------

From: c.w.sore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:39
Subject:
A "fast lane?"  Really?!?  There is no fast lane...  it would just be unthrottled content.  This bullshit just wants to throttle
down content that hasnt paid for unrestricted bandwidth.  The internet is information at the speed of the consumer.
Every single person who has ever used the internet has closed a tab because its loading too slowly... and you want the
already grossly overpriced, underperforming internet providers to THROTTLE YOUR WEBSITES DOWN IF THEY
DON'T RECEIVE EVEN MORE MONEY for the fast lanes?!?  The internet is the LAST place people can go for true
freedom of information and communication... and will be Americas last stand.  I will physically move to a location that
does not stand for this kind of bullshit whether in or outside the boundaries of the USA.  Keep the internet as a utility,
unthrottled and unrestricted.  Why would you use technology to restrict the use of technology?  To make the most
profitable copanies in the world more profitable?!?  Greed and money...  Why there is even an outlet to have to discuss
these points is beyond my comprehension... why does there even need to be a discussion about this?!?  Are we not
Nickel and diming the American public enough?!  Who is the ape shit for brains person willing to suggest this sort of
thing and be completely serious about it?  While we are at it... lets build a new road and only allow the people that are
going to the strip club access to use it since the strip club paid fast lane access?!?  everyone else traveling anywhere else
 must use the dirt roads.  If the world were slightly less greedy sons of bitches we would be in a golden age of perfection
 and humanity but no its shit like this that infuriates people to no end and causes us to have to respond in kind.  Quit
your shit.

------------------------------ Email 5,977 ------------------------------

From: runnoe.paul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:40
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Thank you very much for your time

------------------------------ Email 5,978 ------------------------------

From: evonnles
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Yvonne Barker

------------------------------ Email 5,979 ------------------------------

From: sgtwayne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:42
Subject: Corporate give-away
Dear Commissioner

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

We demand you do your job for the people, not for the corporations. The corporations need to be broken up, not given
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even more power.

Robert Beverly

"As darkness does not come at once, neither does oppression. In both instances, there's twilight where everything
remains seemingly unchanged, and it is in such twilight that we must be aware of change in the air, however slight, lest
we become unwitting victims of the darkness." Justice William O. Douglas

------------------------------ Email 5,980 ------------------------------

From: robotkadav
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Robotka

HU

------------------------------ Email 5,981 ------------------------------

From: torndorff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:43
Subject: For the love of all that is holy...
Are we seriously finding ourselves, the United States of America, suddenly in front of another scenario where
corporations *or other groups with large sums of dollars* can buy privilege?  Once upon a time, the Internet was a great
democratizing force.  But now, with these changes, we are once again finding ourselves in a politics of power where
corporate buying ability trumps all.

And for real, if this goes through and Fs up "the Internet," then why wouldnt a whole new computer network be built
out, from scratch, that just cuts off the Facebook, Twitter, etc. traffic.

And if that didnt drive it home:

To whom it may concern,

My name is Thomas Orndorff, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
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would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Thomas Orndorff

------------------------------ Email 5,982 ------------------------------

From: raoul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
R.O. Mitts

------------------------------ Email 5,983 ------------------------------

From: norvieb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:43
Subject: net neutrality
kindly : pleas !!!

------------------------------ Email 5,984 ------------------------------

From: karelnby
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Karel Norbelly
21 bis rue saigne
Montreuil 93100
FR

------------------------------ Email 5,985 ------------------------------

From: norvieb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
kindly : pleas !!!

------------------------------ Email 5,986 ------------------------------

From: practicing social-irritant
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Pat Gargaetas
655 Pacific Avenue #4
Crescent City, CA 95531

------------------------------ Email 5,987 ------------------------------

From: d
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Olafsson (  writes:

Hi,

You must reinstate net neutrality,

thanks.

------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 5,988 ------------------------------

From: cs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:46
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
That’s all I have to say — want to know more? Check reddit.

-
mailto

------------------------------ Email 5,989 ------------------------------

From: jackiebass63
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Makowiec
Sunset Road
Wellsburg, NY 14894

------------------------------ Email 5,990 ------------------------------

From: norvie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
n bullock

------------------------------ Email 5,991 ------------------------------

From: sgtwayne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:48
Subject: Corporate give-away
Dear Chairman,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

We demand you do your job for the people, not for the corporations. The corporations need to be broken up, not given
even more power.

As many suspected, you were entirely the wrong person for the job, nothing but a shill for the internet/media/cable
industry. Please resign your position ASAP as it is obvious that you do not have the best interests of the people in mind,
only the ones you consider your real employer, corporations.

Robert Beverly

"As darkness does not come at once, neither does oppression. In both instances, there's twilight where everything
remains seemingly unchanged, and it is in such twilight that we must be aware of change in the air, however slight, lest
we become unwitting victims of the darkness." Justice William O. Douglas

------------------------------ Email 5,992 ------------------------------

From: merrykays
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

merry shernock

VT

------------------------------ Email 5,993 ------------------------------

From: barry meehan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Barry Meehan

------------------------------ Email 5,994 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:51
Subject: If ISPs Get To Charge Content Providers Interconnection Internet  Connection For Users Should Be Free
Oh, that’s a great idea. Rather than charging your customers for delivering content, you could instead charge the content
 providers, that way you could provide everyone with free internet access. (Just like USPS doesn’t charge you for
receiving a DVD from Netflix since it already charges Netflix for the delivery.)

Somehow I think AT&T’s intention is instead to charge both the sender and the receiver. Because why not get paid for
the same thing twice if you can get away with it? If you own the pipes, you’re a common carrier.

------------------------------ Email 5,995 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:51
Subject: Fwd: Complaint: The Unholy Union Between Apple and Comcast: An  Explainer

---------- Forwarded message ----------
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From: Maneesh Pangasa < mailto:
Date: Fri, Apr 25, 2014 at 12:22 AM
Subject: Complaint: The Unholy Union Between Apple and Comcast: An Explainer
To: mailto:

According to a report<http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702303949704579457554242014552> in the
 Wall Street Journal, Apple and Comcast are in discussions about providing “a streaming-television service that would
use an Apple set-top box and get special treatment on Comcast’s cables to ensure it bypasses congestion on the Web.”

If this deal comes to pass, it’ll mean that Comcast — the nation’s most dominant broadband and cable-TV provider —
is once again violating Net Neutrality.

Wait, Net Neutrality?

Yes, Net Neutrality. A court struck down the Federal Communications Commission’s open Internet rules in January —
not because it objected to the principle of Net Neutrality, but because the FCC used the wrong legal theory to support its
 rules.

When Comcast merged with NBCUniversal in 2011, it agreed to abide by these rules even if a court overturned them.
That’s why the Open Internet Order still applies to Comcast today.

So how can Comcast and Apple even talk about special treatment?

The FCC’s rules contain quite a few loopholes, including one for a poorly defined category called “managed services.”
The FCC wanted to leave room for services that might need special treatment — services like telehealth applications
that might use a broadband network without actually traveling over the Internet.

However, just what counts as a “managed service” is the subject of debate, and the phone and cable companies want to
make it into an exception that swallows the rule. This has given Comcast an opening to claim that obvious Internet
services (like, ahem, Apple’s video services) are different, and that ISPs should be able to provide special fast lanes for
those services.

What kind of fast lane does Comcast want to create?

Comcast wants to give priority treatment to Apple. Instead of making its whole network more robust, Comcast wants to
create a fast lane outside of the “regular” Internet solely for Apple’s use. This would divert investment away from the
general-purpose broadband capacity that could provide an Internet connection capable of delivering all content quickly
and efficiently.

Instead of maintaining a better network for all of us, Comcast wants to create and then profit from artificial scarcity.
When “too many” people use its network, Comcast’s solution is to open a separate “pipe” for preferred videos and other
 content.

“Artificial scarcity”? Sounds scary!

It is! But note the word “artificial.” The only reason that Netflix’s customers using Comcast’s network experienced
slowdowns, for example, was because Comcast refused to make simple and cheap upgrades to open up more entry
ports<http://gigaom.com/2014/02/23/the-netflix-comcast-agreement-isnt-a-network-neutrality-violation-but-it-is-a-
problem/> for this traffic. Instead of making routine investments, Comcast would rather squeeze content providers for
more money while your online experience suffers.
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Comcast and other ISPs sell you a broadband connection, reap huge profits from it and promise they will deliver the
speeds and content you want. But instead of making good on that promise, Comcast wants to force content providers to
pay for special treatment and fast lanes — even though you already pay your ISP a ton for your connection and the
ability to download and upload content.

Comcast’s behavior here violates Net Neutrality. And don’t believe for a second that companies engaging in these kinds
 of schemes will pass any savings along to you once they’ve built toll roads and started collecting from companies like
Apple, Netflix and Amazon. (In fact, in his sales pitch for the disastrous Comcast-Time Warner Cable merger,
Comcast’s top lobbyist has already promised that the deal will not lower customers’ bills<http://arstechnica.com/tech-
policy/2014/02/comcast-no-promise-that-prices-will-go-down-or-even-increase-less-rapidly/>.)

The phone and cable companies don’t want to break even to give you a discount. They want to boost their revenues at
any cost.

What does this mean for the future of the Internet?

Comcast wants to remake the Internet as a big, unfriendly, closed-down cable system — with a twist: Instead of
Comcast paying content providers for the rights to carry their stuff, those providers will have to pay Comcast.

Comcast’s justifying this on the bizarre theory that online video providers are “dumping” too much traffic onto
broadband networks — as if broadband customers themselves aren’t already demanding that traffic, and paying their
ISPs for it.

In this scenario, Comcast provides substandard service to its Internet subscribers while offering a separate service for
Apple TV users. Comcast gets new fees in new places — all while neglecting the rest of its network. Nice work if you
can get it.

This would be bad for Comcast customers, who’d continue to pay high prices for a network that doesn’t work as
promised. It would be bad for any present or future video startups, which wouldn’t be able to compete with Apple by
paying for their own fast lanes. And it would be bad for innovators and Internet users who want to use the network for
creative purposes other than streaming video.

How do we stop this?

Internet users want universal access to broadband networks that let people send and receive high-quality voice, video
and data content. And the only way to get that is through policies that place abundance — robust and fast networks —
above all else.

We need the FCC to once again embrace common carriage, which prohibits the companies we pay to carry our
communications from engaging in discriminatory behavior. Common-carrier rules would prevent the owners of this
infrastructure from playing the Monopoly game of profiting through artificial scarcity.

We can get there by passing strong Net Neutrality rules, promoting competition, preventing discrimination and
protecting broadband users — but only if the FCCreclassifies broadband as a telecommunications
service<http://act.freepress.net/sign/internet_FCC_court_decision2/?source=FPblog>.

------------------------------ Email 5,996 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:52
Subject: Fwd: FCC Proposal For Payola Internet Would Kill Net Neutrality,  Open Internet
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Maneesh Pangasa < mailto:
Date: Thu, Apr 24, 2014 at 9:07 PM
Subject: FCC Proposal For Payola Internet Would Kill Net Neutrality, Open Internet
To: mailto:

FCC Proposal for a Payola Internet Would End Net Neutrality

WASHINGTON — The Wall Street Journal reports that Federal Communications Commission Chairman Tom Wheeler
 will on Thursday propose a new set of rules issued in response to a January federal court decision that tossed out the
agency's prior Open Internet rules.

The new rules would allow Internet service providers to charge an extra fee to content companies for preferential
treatment, guaranteeing their content reaches end users ahead of those that do not pay. The rules are now circulating
among the FCC commissioners and are expected to be be voted on at the next FCC public meeting on May 15.

Free Press President and CEO Craig Aaron made the following statement:

"With this proposal, the FCC is aiding and abetting the largest ISPs in their efforts to destroy the open Internet. Giving
ISPs the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes will be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday
Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls. These users will all be pushed onto the Internet dirt road, while
 deep pocketed Internet companies enjoy the benefits of the newly created fast lanes.

"This is not Net Neutrality. It's an insult to those who care about preserving the open Internet to pretend otherwise. The
FCC had an opportunity to reverse its failures and pursue real Net Neutrality by reclassifying broadband under the law.
Instead, in a moment of political cowardice and extreme shortsightedness, it has chosen this convoluted path that won't
protect Internet users.

"This approach is almost certain to be rejected by the courts. Contrary to statements by Chairman Wheeler, the court did
 not invite the FCC to pursue this path. The court clearly told the FCC that if it wishes to ensure Internet users can send
and receive information free from ISP interference, then the FCC has to classify ISPs as telecom carriers under Title II
of the Communications Act.

"The FCC apparently doesn't realize the dangerous incentives these rules would create. The routing of data on the
Internet is a zero-sum game. Unless there is continual congestion, no website would pay for priority treatment. This
means the FCC's proposed rules will actually produce a strong incentive for ISPs to create congestion through artificial
scarcity. Not only would this outcome run counter to the FCC's broader goals, it actually undermines the so-called
Section 706 legal basis for these rules.

"This proposal is short-sighted and should be strenuously opposed by the broader Internet community — including
millions of Americans who have urged Chairman Wheeler and his predecessors to safeguard the open Internet. The only
 parties cheering this idea on will be the largest ISPs who stand to profit from discrimination. We urge Chairman
Wheeler's colleagues not to support this item as currently drafted and demand nothing less than real Net Neutrality."

------------------------------ Email 5,997 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 5:56
Subject: Fwd: FCC In A Shift Proposes To End Net Neutrality Allowing Fast  Lanes On Web
The era of open and equal access to all websites and services on the Internet seems to tragically be ending if these new
proposed rules by the FCC are enacted. It will be all over for the Open Internet. The FCC either seems to think we are
idiots or doesn't care. True Net Neutrality prohibits pay for play access. In a pay for play world those who can afford to
pay and/or willing to pay will prosper and those unwilling or unable to do so will be left behind. The Internet will be
divided into slow and fast lanes which is what big cable and telcos have wanted all along. Slow lanes for us and fast
lanes for the 1% and wealthier Americans. Equal access will be a thing of the past.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Maneesh Pangasa < mailto:
Date: Thu, Apr 24, 2014 at 9:05 PM
Subject: FCC In A Shift Proposes To End Net Neutrality Allowing Fast Lanes On Web
To: mailto:

To Whom It May Concern at the Federal Communications Commission;

Please do not destroy the Open Internet with these fake Net Neutrality rules. The Chairman's existing proposal is Net
Neutrality in name only, just for show. Who do you think your fooling? Your not fooling anyone. We are on to your
proposal and strongly oppose it. Europe is moving towards enacting real Net Neutrality rules that protect consumers
online while the U.S. even under President Obama's Administration is either incapable or unwilling to stand up and fight
 for consumers - instead your cowering and bowing down to big cable and telco companies.

F.C.C., in a Shift, Backs Fast Lanes for Web Traffic

WASHINGTON — The principle that all Internet content should be treated equally as it flows through cables and pipes
to consumers looks all but dead.

The Federal Communications Commission said on Wednesday that it would propose new rules that allow companies
like Disney, Google or Netflix to pay Internet service providers like Comcast and Verizon for special, faster lanes to
send video and other content to their customers.

The proposed changes would affect what is known as net neutrality — the idea that no providers of legal Internet
content should face discrimination in providing offerings to consumers, and that users should have equal access to see
any legal content they choose.

The proposal comes three months after a federal appeals court struck
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down<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/01/15/technology/appeals-court-rejects-fcc-rules-on-internet-service-
providers.html?_r=0>, for the second time, agency rules intended to guarantee a free and open Internet.

Continue reading the main story
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Tom Wheeler, the F.C.C. chairman, defended the agency’s plans late Wednesday, saying speculation that the F.C.C.
was “gutting the open Internet rule” is “flat out wrong.” Rather, he said, the new rules will provide for net neutrality
along the lines of the appeals court’s decision.

Still, the regulations could radically reshape how Internet content is delivered to consumers. For example, if a gaming
company cannot afford the fast track to players, customers could lose interest and its product could fail.

The rules are also likely to eventually raise prices as the likes of Disney and Netflix pass on to customers whatever they
pay for the speedier lanes, which are the digital equivalent of an uncongested car pool lane on a busy freeway.

Consumer groups immediately attacked the proposal, saying that not only would costs rise, but also that big, rich
companies with the money to pay large fees to Internet service providers would be favored over small start-ups with
innovative business models — stifling the birth of the next Facebook or Twitter.

“If it goes forward, this capitulation will represent Washington at its worst,” said Todd O’Boyle, program director of
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Common Cause’s Media and Democracy Reform Initiative. “Americans were promised, and deserve, an Internet that is
free of toll roads, fast lanes and censorship — corporate or governmental.”

If the new rules deliver anything less, he added, “that would be a betrayal.”

Mr. Wheeler rebuffed such criticism. “There is no ‘turnaround in policy,’ ” he said in a statement. “The same rules will
apply to all Internet content. As with the original open Internet rules, and consistent with the court’s decision, behavior
that harms consumers or competition will not be permitted.”

Broadband companies have pushed for the right to build special lanes. Verizon said during appeals court arguments that
if it could make those kinds of deals, it would.

Under the proposal, broadband providers would have to disclose how they treat all Internet traffic and on what terms
they offer more rapid lanes, and would be required to act “in a commercially reasonable manner,” agency officials said.
That standard would be fleshed out as the agency seeks public comment.

The proposed rules would also require Internet service providers to disclose whether in assigning faster lanes, they have
favored their affiliated companies that provide content. That could have significant implications for Comcast, the
nation’s largest provider of high-speed Internet service, because it owns NBCUniversal.

Continue reading the main story
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OzomIBgGAB5iVpCQ&num=1&cid=5GiaoQhH4VEY5CpgPxKfvIu0&sig=AOD64_3dOhvby1nU2IJHj6b5aZUjyIdg
LQ&client=ca-nytimes_article_var&adurl=http://www.eldecogroup.com/neo.html>

Newly launched 2/3 BHK Apartments in Sector 119, Noida. Book now!

pastedGraphic_4.png

Also, Comcast is asking for government permission to take over Time Warner Cable, the third-largest broadband
provider, and opponents of the merger say that expanding its reach as a broadband company will give Comcast more
incentive to favor its own content over that of unaffiliated programmers.
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Mr. Wheeler has signaled for months that the federal appeals court decision striking down the earlier rules could force
the commission to loosen its definitions of what constitutes an open Internet.

Those earlier rules effectively barred Internet service providers from making deals with services like Amazon or Netflix
to allow those companies to pay to stream their products to viewers through a faster, express lane on the w

------------------------------ Email 5,998 ------------------------------

From: anotherone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Evie Vesper

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

------------------------------ Email 5,999 ------------------------------

From: emanuela.sala
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Emanuela Sala

------------------------------ Email 6,000 ------------------------------

From: dleep1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 5:59
Subject: Please uphold net neutrality!
To whom it may concern,
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In the pay TV space broadcasters and cable networks (content providers) get to charge the service provider and each
year they are increasing the cost of TV to the point it is getting too expensive for consumers) online the service provider
 is doing the reverse - charging the content provider and it is still getting more expensive. Netflix should not have to pay
 interconnection fees to Comcast. Nor should Comcast be permitted to exempt its own XFINITY TV service from their
data caps - that is a violation of Network Neutrality. If you cap data all data should be capped equally regardless of
origin point or destination point. It is because of Comcast’s previous bad behavior that as a result of its NBCU merger it
was subjected to Network Neutrality conditions until at least 2018. Our rights should not come with an expiration date.

In defense of its merger with Time Warner Cable Comcast brags that the merger would be good for the Open Internet
and points out it is still subject to Net Neutrality, and TWC customers will by extension if merger is approved also be
subject to Net Neutrality protections. Comcast is trying to paint it and its merger as a champion of the Open Internet.
This is misleading and laughable. Remember it was only because of previous bad behavior from Comcast that it was
subjected to Network Neutrality conditions when its merger was approved with NBC Universal. So what was this bad
behavior: In 2008 Comcast was sanctioned by the FCC after it was discovered they were illegally throttling Bit Torrent
a popular peer 2 peer file sharing network and client/software. Comcast reacted by suing the F.C.C. and a court agreed
with Comcast that the F.C.C. did not have the legal authority to protect consumers from it’s discrimination in that case.
That case was Comcast v. F.C.C. Now FCC Chairman Julius Genachowski proposed to reclaim authority using a “Third
 Way” in which the FCC reclassifies broadband as a telecom service but exempts it from line sharing and price control
rules. However, under pressure from some in Congress and with fierce political opposition from the far right and from
the very corporations that would be affected by this he backed down. However, he still had the FCC pass a watered
down 2010 Open Internet Order which was struck down by the courts in Verizon Wireless v. FCC. This is the second
time FCC rules mandating Net Neutrality have been struck down for using the wrong legal framework.

Under Clinton-Gore Administration broadband was a telecom service and was competitive. Under Bush Cheney though
broadband was misclassified an information service and ever since we have been falling behind other countries in the
world in broadband penetration, pricing, having fasted speeds and in competition/consumer choice. Indeed the Clinton
Administration would not have allowed any company to monopolize the Internet be it a cable or telco (AT&T, Comcast,
 Time Warner Cable, Verizon, CenturyLink), or a tech company (Microsoft, Apple etc) and for this reason sued
Microsoft for anti-competitively trying to extend its Windows desktop computer operating system monopoly on to the
Web by tying their Internet Explorer web browser with Microsoft Windows with which they could monopolize the
browser market and then by extension perhaps the search market, social networking market etc.

------------------------------ Email 6,002 ------------------------------

From: stephen.c.michalski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:00
Subject: The End of Net Neutrality.
FCC Commissioner Tom Wheeler,

     Lately, there have been a large number of articles, blog posts,
papers, etc. describing what appears to be the start of the end of net
neutrality. What has been gathered from reputable resources such as
arstechnica.com, washingtonpost.com, and other news sites is that we now
face a "pay-to-play" model for the internet where content providers now
need to pay fees to ISP's that deliver content to end-users in order to
provide for internet connections that are considered satisfactory and
allow for an acceptable experience when it comes to downloading,
streaming, and otherwise viewing content on the internet. Given the
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current state of my ISP, there is no inherent threat from these policies
to myself, but once I leave the region I am in that my current ISP
services, I will have to face the possibility that I will have to choose
an ISP that may possibly follow this model. This is not a policy I want
to be subjected to. I wish that any and all content I wish to view is
not part of a bubble that is predetermined by my service provider, is
not filtered, is not subject to data-tranfer-rate throttling, and is
considered equal to any other piece of content I view not dependent on
the provider of such content. Allowing both the Comcast acquisition of
Time Warner and the new policies which allow for internet traffic to be
filtered and throttled dependent on the provider is nothing else other
than destroying the open web. There is literally no benefit to allowing
a "turnpike" to the internet. The argument that Google Fiber is adding
competition to the market is completely false, especially when the
market is dominated by Comcast, Time Warner (which is now Comcast also)
as well as AT&T and Verizon. I'm fortunate to live in an area where
there are small cable provider start-ups who have not been met with
hostility from the local large-share ISP's, but there are millions who
are not so fortunate. I wish to speak for those who have little "choice"
between providers when we are now faced with mergers that are creating
monopolies and nothing is being done to stop it. Rather, it's being
condoned. As a concerned U.S. citizen, I want this to stop.

Sincerely,
     Stephen Michalski

------------------------------ Email 6,003 ------------------------------

From: christine6497
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christine Kivimaki
46569 Cheylade
Macomb, MI 48044
US

------------------------------ Email 6,004 ------------------------------

From: mikerain
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
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flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael W Evans

------------------------------ Email 6,005 ------------------------------

From: kopiglass
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tracy Thomas
1 Yates Street
Troy, NY 12180
US

------------------------------ Email 6,006 ------------------------------

From: maneesh.pangasa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:03
Subject: Creating A Two Speed Internet
Dividing traffic on the Internet into fast and slow lanes<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/24/technology/fcc-new-net-
neutrality-rules.html?ref=business> is exactly what the Federal Communications Commission would do with its
proposed regulations, unveiled this week. And no amount of reassurances about keeping competition alive will change
that fact.

Tom Wheeler, the chairman of the commission, is proposing that broadband providers — phone and cable companies —
 be allowed to charge fees for faster delivery of video and other data to consumers.

This would be a totally new approach to Internet service. It would essentially give broadband companies the right to
create the digital equivalent of high-occupancy vehicle lanes for content providers, like Netflix and Amazon, wealthy
enough to pay a toll.

In this new world, smaller content providers and start-ups that could not pay for preferential treatment might not be able
to compete because their delivery speeds would be much slower. And consumers would have to pay more because any
company that agrees to strike deals with phone and cable companies would undoubtedly pass on those costs to their
users.

The F.C.C. proposal claims to protect competition by requiring that any deal between a broadband company and a
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content provider be “commercially reasonable<https://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-open-internet-
rules>.” But figuring out what is reasonable will be very difficult, and the commission will struggle to enforce that
standard. The rules would also prohibit broadband companies from blocking content by, for example, making it
impossible for users to access a service like Skype that competes with their own products.

If a majority of the five-member commission approves the proposal next month, it will be open to public comment
before being finalized later this year. If adopted, this measure would be a huge victory for phone and cable companies
that have consistently argued<http://arstechnica.com/uncategorized/2005/10/5498-2/> that services like Google, which
owns YouTube, that transmit a lot of data should pay fees for the use of broadband networks.

But the viability of those networks are based on decades of public investments in the Internet, the companies’ use of
public rights of way and, in the case of some companies, a long government-sanctioned monopoly over telephone
service. Public interest groups like the American Civil Liberties Union and Public Knowledge oppose the creation of
two-tiered Internet service because it offers no public benefit, but would squelch innovation.

Officials at the F.C.C. said on Thursday that the proposed rule is the fastest way for the commission to respond to a
January ruling<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/01/15/technology/appeals-court-rejects-fcc-rules-on-internet-service-
providers.html?_r=0> by the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit that struck down
previous rules barring broadband companies from blocking content or engaging in “unjust and unreasonable
discrimination.”

Continue reading the main story<http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/25/opinion/creating-a-two-speed-
internet.html#story-continues-2>

RECENT COMMENTS

Something Rotten in America

 16 hours ago

The FCC abrogated it's right to regulate the internet when it refused to investigate NSA spying on our own citizens.

J Burkett

 16 hours ago

This smells like one more example of big-time lobbyists hired for the purpose of gaining ever more riches for their big-
time clients at the...

Dotconnector

 16 hours ago

What do you expect when the fox is put in charge of the henhouse? As for President Obama's assurances about Net
neutrality, they can be...

*       SEE ALL COMMENTS

They argue that under the “commercially reasonable” standard, the agency will be able to review deals to make sure
phone and cable companies do not abuse their market power (in most markets, there are only one or two service
providers). But the proposal does not meaningfully prevent discrimination; it is largely a capitulation to the broadband
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industry.

The commission should move in a wholly different direction. It should decide to classify broadband as a
telecommunications service, which would allow it to prohibit companies like Verizon and Comcast from engaging in
unjust or unreasonable discrimination. (The F.C.C. classified broadband as a lightly regulated information service
during the George W. Bush administration.)

Mr. Wheeler is seeking public comment on this option, but he is not in favor of it. Even though the appeals court has
said the F.C.C. has authority to reclassify broadband, the agency has not done so because phone and cable companies,
along with their mostly Republican supporters <http://www.nationaljournal.com/tech/republicans-will-try-to-kill-new-
net-neutrality-rules-20140219> in Congress, strongly oppose it.

The Internet has been a boon to the economy and to free speech because it is was not divided into tiers and is open to
everybody in the same way.

In 2007, President Obama said <http://www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/elements/2014/04/the-end-of-net-
neutrality.html> one of the best things about the Internet “is that there is this incredible equality there” and charging
“different rates to different websites” would destroy that principle. The proposal from Mr. Wheeler, an Obama
appointee, would do just that.

------------------------------ Email 6,007 ------------------------------

From: chris781265
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mary B.  Schneider

------------------------------ Email 6,008 ------------------------------

From: hilobliss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

joy cash
3657 Vermont St
San Diego, CA 92103
US

------------------------------ Email 6,009 ------------------------------

From: white.kenneth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:08
Subject: SUPPORT NET NEUTRALITY
SUPPORT NET NEUTRALITY NOW

------------------------------ Email 6,010 ------------------------------

From: anaiscayol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

anaïs cayol
rue du Relais
marseille, ot 13001
FR

------------------------------ Email 6,011 ------------------------------

From: carolinepalmer09
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Caroline Palmer
49 Pinckney St
Boston, MA 02114
US

------------------------------ Email 6,012 ------------------------------

From: msylvir
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:11
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gregory Robinson

------------------------------ Email 6,013 ------------------------------

From: carlolindsey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

carlo lindsey
9147 Turnberry Ct
New Port Richey, FL 34655

------------------------------ Email 6,014 ------------------------------

From: bumqui2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:14
Subject: Net neutrality = good
Corporate dictates of what is censored, and what is not, for mass consumption = bad

That's as simple as it needs to be. If it's "complicated" then there is a bias, and that bias is probably money related, in
which case a decision is being made not in the interest of people, but profit.

God save your servers.

------------------------------ Email 6,015 ------------------------------

From: pstephenparkin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Parkin
17 Sidford hse
Cosser Street
London, ot SE1 7DD
GB

------------------------------ Email 6,016 ------------------------------

From: chandu b
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chandu Bhavsar

------------------------------ Email 6,017 ------------------------------

From: minahanriley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:16
Subject: "Fast Lane"
To whom it may concern,
My name is Riley, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.
As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.
Thank you very much for your time,
Riley

------------------------------ Email 6,018 ------------------------------

From: leeeow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:17
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Subject: why even pretend?!
like you give a fuck, cash your check, make up some shitty logic behind your decisions and count your money while we
are waiting for our videos to load.

------------------------------ Email 6,019 ------------------------------

From: monkey64
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got barriers
 to entry that are low and equal for all comers. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike
exclusive contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us
who can’t pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a
situation in which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called
net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Erica Sparks

B.S. Software Engineering

Maricopa, AZ

Web developer

------------------------------ Email 6,020 ------------------------------

From: carl.swanson.mt
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:24
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Please don't kill the free and open internet.

-Carl

------------------------------ Email 6,021 ------------------------------

From: mhicks928
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maureen Hicks

------------------------------ Email 6,022 ------------------------------

From: alconsumidor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Daniel Gershenson

------------------------------ Email 6,023 ------------------------------

From: elletson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lorraine Elletson
Res Lunamar Casa 248
Seattle, WA 20012
ES

------------------------------ Email 6,024 ------------------------------

From: bennett1196
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bennett Brumson

Spencer, NY 14883
US

------------------------------ Email 6,025 ------------------------------

From: ktkk1111
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ken goble

PA
US

------------------------------ Email 6,026 ------------------------------
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From: robertcoppen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Coppen

------------------------------ Email 6,027 ------------------------------

From: johann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
You ba$tard. Get your a$$ out of the FCC. Take your cronie$ with you and $top taking bribe$ from lobbi$t$.
Kaptiali$t pig$.

Johann D. Brentrup
4031 Washburn Av. .
Mpls, MN 55412
US

------------------------------ Email 6,028 ------------------------------

From: mike.heiber
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it will stifle innovation by giving those who are already successful
an incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This will be
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
According to a study by the Boston Consulting Group (http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/03/20/internet-economy-
infographic_n_1363592.html), internet business is a significant and fast growing sector of the American economy,
accounting for 4.7% of the GDP in 2010 and projected to rise to over 5% by 2016.  With our overall economy still
undergoing a slow recovery, we absolutely cannot afford to stifle this sector of our economy by putting up barriers to
new business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase. Our lives
have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and we need proper protection from the FCC.

If the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of big business, then you should do your duty to the citizens of the
United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no Comcast/Time Warner Cable
merger, which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.  Reclassify the ISP's as
common carriers if that is what it takes.  Do your duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Please protect Net
Neutrality.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael C. Heiber

------------------------------ Email 6,029 ------------------------------

From: norvieb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
n bullock

------------------------------ Email 6,030 ------------------------------

From: cdcurley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

christopher curley
805 keats road
richmond, VA 23229
US

------------------------------ Email 6,031 ------------------------------

From: ibtisamxo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:31
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ibtisam Yasmine (  writes:

I hope you know you've made a huge mistake by ending net neutrality. We the people will make sure someone takes
heat for this. I don't understand how you can be so obcessed with money, but considering you are nearing the end of
your natural life I suggest you attempt to make up for some of the corruption you've caused as a lobbyist. You're really a
 foolish man, I suggest you enjoy your job while you can.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 6,032 ------------------------------

From: gaugerjewel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jewel Gauger

------------------------------ Email 6,033 ------------------------------

From: edie611
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Edith Englund
57101 169 Lane
Good Thunder, MN 56037

------------------------------ Email 6,034 ------------------------------

From: emadison01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elaine madison

------------------------------ Email 6,035 ------------------------------

From: mchaney2003
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:35
Subject: Keep the net even and neutral
The single greatest, most powerful, and most readily available tool that every average American citizen has at their
disposal to research, conduct, and engage in business will be SEVERELY damaged in the long term if net neutrality is
no longer protected.

Do not allow this to happen! Keep the net neutral!

------------------------------ Email 6,036 ------------------------------

From: colton.rob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:38
Subject: Maintain an open internet
To whom it may concern,

My name is Colton Robertson, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Colton Robertson
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------------------------------ Email 6,037 ------------------------------

From: samesarah
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
CARL SCOLLO

------------------------------ Email 6,038 ------------------------------

From: lihy51
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Linda Hyatt
3106 San Emidio
Bakersfield, CA 93304

------------------------------ Email 6,039 ------------------------------

From: cab1968
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carol Berryman
702 Turnberry Ct.
Wentzville, MO 63385
UM

------------------------------ Email 6,040 ------------------------------

From: wmpalmer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:40
Subject: Why are ISPs not classed as common carriers?
Internet Service Providers provide access to The Internet, which they have no say in the content of, and which they do
not provide any aspect of other than connectivity. Please ensure that ISPs are *NOT* allowed to inspect our traffic for
any purpose other than uniformly efficient routing.

-- Will Palmer

------------------------------ Email 6,041 ------------------------------

From: ranta.janne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:40
Subject: Not just a US issue
Let me preface this by saying that I'm not a US citizen. I'm finnish. That being said, I hope you have thought of
international implications to your decisions. You lead by example. Many countries consider internet almost a human
right. Fair and even rules for all users, small upstarts and big companies is the only right thing to do. Throttling or
filtering of any kind hurts the whole system. Internet users already pay for the service. Why should they foot the bill 2nd
 time just so they get what they they paid for the first time?

Just my 2 cents,
yours,

--
-
Janne Ranta

mailto

------------------------------ Email 6,042 ------------------------------

From: snowshineberry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:42
Subject: Please don't destroy Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
   My name is Kim, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
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streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have any choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.
   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.
   Thank you very much for your time,
   Kim

------------------------------ Email 6,043 ------------------------------

From: golddoubloons
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:43
Subject: We Want NET NEUTRALITY

To: FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler and ALL members of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want NET NEUTRALITY

How about serving the PUBLIC,
the American PEOPLE,
and U.S. citizens

   (Instead of corporate cronies?)

                Government
BY THE PEOPLE - FOR THE PEOPLE

Randolph Femmer

FL 32732

------------------------------ Email 6,044 ------------------------------

From: golddoubloons
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:43
Subject: We Want NET NEUTRALITY

To: FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler and ALL members of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want NET NEUTRALITY

How about serving the PUBLIC,
the American PEOPLE,
and U.S. citizens

   (Instead of corporate cronies?)
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                Government
BY THE PEOPLE - FOR THE PEOPLE

Randolph Femmer

FL 32732

------------------------------ Email 6,045 ------------------------------

From: sruggeri35
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Ruggeri

------------------------------ Email 6,046 ------------------------------

From: nancyvwillling
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nancy Willing

------------------------------ Email 6,047 ------------------------------

From: bilgi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:44
Subject: Find attached inspection report

--
Dear,

Please find attached inspection report of order attached,for your
reference,waiting for your TT copy to send the original documents,
Please regarding the shipment we had a problem with agent so which of
the agent should we use?pls advise
ASAP.

Thanks & Best Regards,

Ding Fengyun
General Manager
Stmart Linkinit  Co., Limited
Tel: +86-755-2874 9095
Mob: +86-138-2394-5309
Skype: jackchie.c5245643

www.stmartlinkinit.com

------------------------------ Email 6,048 ------------------------------

From: grandure
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:46
Subject: Neutrality regulations
To whom it may concern,

My name is Nate Allen, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
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Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Nate Allen

------------------------------ Email 6,049 ------------------------------

From: admin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:50
Subject: Net Neutrality and Open Internet
To whom it may concern,
My name is Scott Boyse, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

As we move into the future we will face many challenges on how to handle new technology. There is no way the
framers of the constitution could anticipate how we would be communicating with each other in the 21st century, but
I'm sure they would agree no single company should have the ability to determine what you get to share with other
people. While you might think of the internet as a place of funny pictures and games, it is a powerful communication
tool, and should remain free and open. As always the world will look to us, lets not fall to censorship, but charge
forward in a direction worthy of being followed.

Thank you for your time,

-Scott

------------------------------ Email 6,050 ------------------------------

From: dr.boyd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:50
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jonathan Boyd (  writes:

If you believe in freedom at all (and not just helping big businesses gain monopolies) restore net neutrality!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 6,051 ------------------------------

From: wysocki.paul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:51
Subject: Classify internet providers as Title II Common Carriers and keep  the internet neutral.
This is one of the most important issues of my lifetime.

Please vote for the citizens instead of the corporations.

Paul Wysocki
31132 Willis St.
Cordova, Md. 21625

------------------------------ Email 6,052 ------------------------------

From: bsshames
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bruce Shames

------------------------------ Email 6,053 ------------------------------

From: christopher.runkel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 6:55
Subject: comcast is a monopoly, restore net nuetrality
This oligarchy is aeady a joke, I do not have a choice of ISP. Do not give comcast more power.llr

------------------------------ Email 6,054 ------------------------------

From: gswerner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:00
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
gary werner

------------------------------ Email 6,055 ------------------------------

From: atma108annie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anne Provost

------------------------------ Email 6,056 ------------------------------

From: joez412
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joe Snavely
15210 Amberly Dr Apt 1711
Tampa, FL 33647
US

------------------------------ Email 6,057 ------------------------------

From: martinantuna
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Martin Antuna
6416A 15th Ct.
Elmendorf AFB, AK 99506
US

------------------------------ Email 6,058 ------------------------------

From: ruble.huff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

So internet traffic speed is going to be put up for sale? Companies that can afford to pay for priority service get it while
younger companies with shallower pockets get relegated to the lower priority? Sounds like money is trying to write the
rules again to put them in their favor. Does greed really drive everything these days?

Ruble Huff
145 Bybee Rd.
Bybee, TN 37713
US

------------------------------ Email 6,059 ------------------------------

From: hdgill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:05
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to you today to express my concern with the new two-tiered data tunnels plan as proposed by Chair
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Wheeler that will effectively end net neutrality. The idea of asking Internet users to pay current prices for slow speed
internet is not something that should be considered when Internet companies are failing to live up to their obligations,
such as Verizon (1). While I personally currently reside outside the US as a Fulbright ETA intending to return to the US,
 my family and I maintain Verizon service at my domicile. Perhaps even more concerning is the timing of this
announcement as a monopolistic merger of Comcast and Time Warner seems to be going through. Following such a
merger, most Americans will largely be limited to one of just three companies for Internet service (Comcast, ATT, or
Verizon) due to the fact that these are the only companies that have been allowed to enter a wide arrange of markets,
mostly through prior mergers which have already had some detrimental effects for some parts of the country. By just
having one, or maybe two, viable ISP options, ISPs will not have any incentive to provide any content without charging
the content provider. This will essentially allow customers to be double billed for services (both by the ISP and content
provider) to allow more money to flow into the ISP. At the same time, this money is only serving to increase the bottom
line of the ISP's profits and is doing little to improve the state of the Internet in the US.

As a webmaster, I am personally concerned that even I will have to pay an ISP if I want people to be able to visit my
personal blog if this is taken to the ultimate extreme, which sadly seems possible given how broad the possibilities of
dual tunnel internet seem to be made by this proposed regulation. Already, in just two days, 21k people have signed a
petition calling on the Obama administration to protect neutrality (2). Net neutrality is what ordinary people want, in
addition to a slew of companies including a number of internet content providers, such as Netflix (3). Additionally, it is
important to recognize that people voted for the current administration expecting it to respect net neutrality. President
Obama, while serving as a senator, made a statement in 2006 that specifically said there shall be no pay-for-use dual
tunnels to access internet content (4). What happened that the FCC is no longer upholding the promise that our President
 made to voters and ordinary people, as well as a larger number of companies that serve as internet content providers,
instead of just the big 4, and probably soon to be 3, ISPs?

I hope that the FCC takes the following steps to ensure net neutrality: 1) Reject the Wheeler dual tunnel proposal that
involves pay-per-use content streams that will slow the data upload and download of users unless the content provider
pays the ISP additional fees, 2) Reclassify the Internet services as Title II Common Carriers, 3) Oppose the Comcast-
Time Warner merger on the grounds that in addition to being relatively monopolistic as it already stands, this proposed
policy decision to allow sponsored data would make the merger even more monopolistic because with less competing
ISPs, there will be no incentive for large ISPs like Comcast to compete with other ISPs in offering Internet content to
users at no cost to internet content providers. This in turn will mean that users will be paying more money indirectly to
their ISP even if the connection quality or data quantity of their Internet shows no improvement, or in the worst case,
could even show a deterioration.

Please act to save net neutrality.

Sincerely,
Harrison Gill

Sources
1: https://www.techdirt.com/articles/20131012/02124724852/decades-failed-promises-verizon-it-promises-fiber-to-get-
tax-breaks-then-never-delivers.shtml
2: https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/maintain-true-net-neutrality-protect-freedom-information-united-
states/9sxxdBgy
3: http://www.usatoday.com/story/money/business/2014/03/20/netflix-ceo-comments-on-comcast/6669315/
4: http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality

------------------------------ Email 6,060 ------------------------------

From: cprander
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marlena Anderson

------------------------------ Email 6,061 ------------------------------

From: ballen777
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Benjamin Allen
1754 Lang Dr.
Apt K.
Crofton, MD 21114
US

------------------------------ Email 6,062 ------------------------------

From: davidgx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:06
Subject: We need REAL Net Neutrality!
Hi. I'm writing to show my support for, and ask that you, classify broadband service as a "Title II telecommunications
service." We need strong, legally binding Net Neutrality if the Internet is going to remain the free and open exchange of
ideas, information and commerce that it is today. Nothing less will do.

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
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pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

President Obama may disappoint, but Senator Obama was a pretty smart guy. I say we listen to him.

------------------------------ Email 6,063 ------------------------------

From: nofunctionart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tony Alberico

------------------------------ Email 6,064 ------------------------------

From: calll602
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
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place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Michael C.

------------------------------ Email 6,065 ------------------------------

From: magapple
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Debra McGuire
6232 Riviera Manor Drive
Jacksonville, FL 32216
US

------------------------------ Email 6,066 ------------------------------

From: meehownow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michal Nowicki

TX 76710
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------------------------------ Email 6,067 ------------------------------

From: dbrimmer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:10
Subject: Net Neutrality and Common Carriers
I would like to start with a quote by Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>.

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."?

My name is David Brimmer, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.
As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.
Thank you very much for your time,

David Brimmer

------------------------------ Email 6,068 ------------------------------

From: honeybee922
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jean Mazza

------------------------------ Email 6,069 ------------------------------

From: ggilliam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:12
Subject: Things aren't broken
Please don't bow to the special interests of the telecos.  The internet works.  They can find other ways to make money.
Carving the internet into haves and have nots is a foolish approach.

Thank you,

Gregg Gilliam

------------------------------ Email 6,070 ------------------------------

From: vlewallen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Lewallen
11303 Voltaire Dr.
Houston, TX 77065
US

------------------------------ Email 6,071 ------------------------------

From: loosegasket
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dominick Corrieri
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AZ
US

------------------------------ Email 6,072 ------------------------------

From: black sand 1849
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Censorship of the internet is a direct assault on Democracy. Bush blacklisted and jailed journalists and
now you want take away American's last bastion of dissent? You should be ashamed of yourself and be expelled from
America if you hate it so much!

Gary Miller

 55009

------------------------------ Email 6,073 ------------------------------

From: dlwphm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donna Walcott

------------------------------ Email 6,074 ------------------------------

From: dustinh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
For the love of competition and the ability for Internet start-ups to have a chance in an Open Internet, re-establish the
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net neutrality rules. I pay quite a sum of money for fast Internet and that is quite defeated if my own service provider
then slows down certain traffic in favor of others... not to mention that we all know that these cable companies are local
monopolies. I dont have any choice other than AT&T Uverse where my home is... where is the competition in that? If I
dont like my Internet service, I have no options other than to simply not have broadband Internet service.

You know it is the right thing to do - please step in and re-estabish those regulations.

Thank you,
Dustin Hamilton
Metro Chicago, IL
Ph# 312-451-3211

------------------------------ Email 6,075 ------------------------------

From: mike
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:21
Subject: Don't kill net neutrality. Make it better by classifying ISPs as  Common Carriers
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Michael Sumichrast, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Michael Sumichrast

------------------------------ Email 6,076 ------------------------------

From: seanpgannon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Sean Gannon and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
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Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Sean

------------------------------ Email 6,077 ------------------------------

From: james.hatch09
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:24
Subject: Net Neutrality

To whom it may concern,
My name is James Hatch, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

James Hatch
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------------------------------ Email 6,078 ------------------------------

From: steven.surowiec
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:24
Subject: On the recent proposed changes to net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Steven Surowiec, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Steven Surowiec

------------------------------ Email 6,079 ------------------------------

From: orgasmabix
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

sensi theiodorou
ag.paraskeyhs
ptolemaida, ot 50200
GR

------------------------------ Email 6,080 ------------------------------

From: mikeboles
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 7:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Boles
412 Echo Hill Dr.
Ballwin, MO 63021
US

------------------------------ Email 6,081 ------------------------------

From: gonzaloirazusta
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gonzalo Irazusta
Neuquén 2127
Beccar 1643
AR

------------------------------ Email 6,082 ------------------------------

From: yvonne.calloway
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Yvonne Calloway
2033 Charlotte, Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203
US

------------------------------ Email 6,083 ------------------------------

From: madhatter0409
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:26
Subject: open internet
We are writing to express our opposition to your proposed rules allowing cable companies to charge internet providers
for faster access to the internet.  My wife and I feel that your proposal helps big businesses, and does nothing to help
consumers.  Your specious argument about how this all opens up the internet and provides better service, is
preposterous.  Your agency has always represented business over consumers, censorship over free speech.  Your
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allowing cable companies to be monopolies has continued to cause major problems for the consumers that you are
supposed to be protecting.   I oppose your new rules, I oppose you, and I intend to write all of our elected officials, and
tell them how much i oppose your new internet rules.

Jed and Julie Stern

------------------------------ Email 6,084 ------------------------------

From: kidtuf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:26
Subject: Save Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

My name is Alex Knapp, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Alex Knapp

------------------------------ Email 6,085 ------------------------------

From: orgasmabix
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

sensi theiodoroy
ag,paraskeyhs
ptolda, ot 50200
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GR

------------------------------ Email 6,086 ------------------------------

From: tonitiger666
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tonette Dire

------------------------------ Email 6,087 ------------------------------

From: david.baxter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Baxter
347 Logan Ave
Toronto, ON M4M 3P4

------------------------------ Email 6,088 ------------------------------

From: mitchbrien
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:31
Subject: Make ISPs common carriers
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To whom it may concern,

I am not an American citizen or resident, but I have been paying some attention to the recent developments in net
neutrality in the USA.

I believe that the United States has an obligation to the world as a leader in technology and as the nation with the highest
 concentration of internet traffic and infrastructure. The FCC needs to take a strong stance over the neutrality of the
internet and classify ISPs as common carriers.

The FCC needs to recognise that a non-neutral internet can and will have global effects - if companies, researchers and
institutions across the world are obligated to pay ISPs for internet users to access websites, those organisations will find
ways to conduct their activities without doing so, i.e. in a country where the internet is a neutral communication
medium.

Some of the biggest commercial success stories in the last decade have been because of an open and free internet.
Whole industries now thrive online, and are able to utilise international resources because the internet is such an open
thoroughfare to communication. Individuals, small businesses and whole corporations owe their very existence to the
free use of the internet.

The US ISPs that have campaigned to be allowed to charge twice for internet bandwidth (what Comcast is currently
doing with Netflix) do not have anything but profit margins driving them. They are not trying to get the best for US
residents, or global internet users, they are trying to line their pockets.

The decisions that are made regarding net neutrality in the coming months are visible all over the world, and it is
obvious to international observers why those decisions are being made. Please do the right thing and stand up to internet
 service providers. Keep the internet free.

Thank you for your time,
Mitchell Brien

Australia

------------------------------ Email 6,089 ------------------------------

From: matthew.rohner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Matthew Rohner

------------------------------ Email 6,090 ------------------------------

From: ayoldash
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:31
Subject: Support net neutrality

Regards,
Azim Yoldash

------------------------------ Email 6,091 ------------------------------

From: joshua.dufour93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Joshua Dufour, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Josh

------------------------------ Email 6,092 ------------------------------

From: ddralus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal

When I get on line, I've already paid for the bandwidth I'm using. Moreover, the website I go to has also already paid for
 the bandwidth they are using. Allowing ISPs to decide which content gets betters speeds isn't the free market, it's
extortion to squeeze more dollars out of us. If the content provider doesn't have enough bandwidth to serve its needs, it
buys more bandwidth. It shouldn't have to pay extra for bandwidth that works.

It's time to treat Internet access like phones and other utilities. It has long since become critical infrastructure. I don't
expect my call quality to differ depending on whether I call my mother or my bank. I expect good quality service
regardless of who I'm contacting. I expect the same for my Internet usage.

Darlene Dralus
2417 CHALICE DR
MURFREESBORO, TN 37127
US

------------------------------ Email 6,093 ------------------------------

From: ddralus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal

When I get on line, I've already paid for the bandwidth I'm using. Moreover, the website I go to has also already paid for
 the bandwidth they are using. Allowing ISPs to decide which content gets betters speeds isn't the free market, it's
extortion to squeeze more dollars out of us. If the content provider doesn't have enough bandwidth to serve its needs, it
buys more bandwidth. It shouldn't have to pay extra for bandwidth that works.

It's time to treat Internet access like phones and other utilities. It has long since become critical infrastructure. I don't
expect my call quality to differ depending on whether I call my mother or my bank. I expect good quality service
regardless of who I'm contacting. I expect the same for my Internet usage.

Darlene Dralus
2417 CHALICE DR
MURFREESBORO, TN 37127
US

------------------------------ Email 6,094 ------------------------------

From: jfoot55
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:35
Subject: Net neutrality and fast lanes
Thanks for screwing the American people.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,095 ------------------------------

From: far.realtor
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 7:36
Subject: Open internet is a basic Human right!
Free and open internet access is a basic human right. Our access to information, as a nation, is being threatened by this
proposal. The great minds at FCC should consider the following:
How is that UN's rule of an open and free internet is sold all over the world and here at home we are proposing a law
that would essentially undermine the whole notion?
How could you not see the future abuse of the system that you're putting in place? If Google's talk breakdown with
Verizon or Comcast over pricing schedule, it's us the people that suffer? Are we as a free nation really going to transfer
that power, my right to choose freely and without stress, to a corporation?
I was born and raised in a third world country, where government made such choices for the people. Ladies and
gentlemen, we in United States of America will not become that oppressed state.

------------------------------ Email 6,096 ------------------------------

From: thefirelink
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Net neutrality is a pivotal experience not only to the general users of the Internet, but any businesses that inhabit it.
Small businesses are even more at risk simply because they might not be able to afford to pay Comcast or Verizon in
order to get the exposure they need.

That is what is so great about the Internet being open - everyone has a voice. Everyone can communicate freely to
anyone else in the world. Video services like YouTube are bridging the cultural gap between societies. We are able to
keep up with world events, get news faster than ever before, become followers of quirky, smaller sites that many people
might not find without an open Internet.

Citizens of the United States have had to suffer endlessly at the hands of big corporations and congressmen who think
they know more about what we want than we do. Society is regressing because of it. It's a sad state of affairs when
someone who loves another person of the same gender cannot express that love through marriage. That concept is
ridiculous to me, as we've just seen millions of people swoon over vampires in Twilight. The people get it. Senators
don't.

I know the FCC cannot help everyone, but they can help users of the Internet. Free expression on the Internet has lead to
 some of the greatest technological findings of our time. It is imperative that we do not lose this venue just because
billion dollar corporations want a billion more, at our expense.

Thank you for listening. Please classify the Internet as a tier 2 communication system. You are our only hope.

Justin

------------------------------ Email 6,097 ------------------------------

From: sjames
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I want my opinion heard on net neutrality. All Internet traffic should be considered equal. The ISP should be forced to
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provide bandwidth increases in order to remain competitive, and should not be allowed to show any kind of favorable
performance or bandwidth to any service or company. The Internet must remain free and clear of as mucg regulation as
possible, while maintaining its open format that it has now. Furthermore, services should not be charged extra for being
successful or in high demand.

I already pay for internet access at a given data speed. Why should I be double charged by also paying higher fees to
Netflix or Microsoft or Amazon for services because they are paying my isp again to allow their service to get to me, the
 subscriber?

The internet is, in concept, like air. I should only have to pay for air once.

Sincerely,

Steven R. James

Technology Consultant

1001 Vine Street

Abilene, TX 79602-2328

Office (325) 280-3095

Fax (325) 701-4845

------------------------------ Email 6,098 ------------------------------

From: erose50
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 7:37
Subject: New internet rule proposal
Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet, whereby corporations can charge for
faster Internet service and everyone unwilling or unable to ante up will have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
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and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service. ISPs
should not discriminate between the traffic flowing over their networks.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

Eric Rose

------------------------------ Email 6,099 ------------------------------

From: pmanning1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patsey Manning
2621 Hamburg Street
2nd Floor
Schenectady, NY 12303
US

------------------------------ Email 6,100 ------------------------------

From: bdburke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dr B David Burke
1304 Willow Lane
Harvard, IL 60033
US

------------------------------ Email 6,101 ------------------------------

From: christine.giugni
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 7:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christine Giugni
3750 Hudson Manor Terrace
Bronx, NY 10463
US

------------------------------ Email 6,102 ------------------------------

From: hardenw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:37
Subject: Proposed open internet rules
The internet has become as essential as telephone service in this country. Instead of these piecemeal stereos to dodge the
 real issue, broadband internet needs to be reclassified under title II. This is the only way to provide a free and open
internet to everyone. I don't know how these "fast lanes" can open without degrading service for everyone else. Please
reclassify broadband as under title II.

------------------------------ Email 6,103 ------------------------------

From: ethan.gardella
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:39
Subject: Unbiased Internet
To Whom It May Concern,

This country needs net neutrality, this is a top priority to ensure we have continued economic success is a global market
place.  I sincerely believe that technology is our future and the internet plays a huge roll in that. Without net neutrality I
am unsure we could have gotten to this point. Would Facebook be around if MySpace could have paid more to have
their traffic prioritized?

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy. More technology companies would
choose to start up over seas taking jobs and tax revenues with them. Once these things leave and the United States is
seen as a (more) hostile place towards the internet I firmly believe they will not come back.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
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neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Sincerely,

Ethan Gardella

------------------------------ Email 6,104 ------------------------------

From: bestamp7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
barbara stamp

------------------------------ Email 6,105 ------------------------------

From: azi.amar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:39
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Azi Aamar, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
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would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Azi Aamar

------------------------------ Email 6,106 ------------------------------

From: kathyb666
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathy Bergquist

------------------------------ Email 6,107 ------------------------------

From: mike mccool
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:40
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike McCool
48 Dorothy Rd
Millbury, MA 01527



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

US

------------------------------ Email 6,108 ------------------------------

From: deliciousginger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cathleen Miller
28 Waverly Street
Portland, ME 04103
US

------------------------------ Email 6,109 ------------------------------

From: ickboys
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello, whoever is reading this.

My name is Nolan Willard. I recently found that you are accepting comments on your recent proposal regarding internet
 regulation, so as a computer programmer with much technical experience I thought I'd send an email with my two
cents.

As the coming regulations will dictate the future of how the internet is routed and consumed, this is clearly an extremely
 delicate situation. I believe that to make any decision before conducting thorough, unbiased studies on the effects of
such a proposal would be irresponsible to an incredible degree.

I believe that it is incredibly important to, above all else, let the internet remain open and free. Do not kill innovation by
allowing a "fast lane" which only established services could take advantage of. Regulate for the benefit of the consumer
and for society, not for the interest of money. The FCC is in a position of great, great power here. Be sensible, be
thoughtful, and please, please be careful.

Thank you very much for reading my thoughts.

Nolan Willard

------------------------------ Email 6,110 ------------------------------

From: xoutanimalfarms
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Maryanne Appel
1409 Deer Meadow Ln.
Garnet Valley, PA 19060
US

------------------------------ Email 6,111 ------------------------------

From: bolinex
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

stan peters
1144 Stillwater Ave
Lincoln, NE 68502
US

------------------------------ Email 6,112 ------------------------------

From: ssakamoto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:45
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I support classifying broadband internet access as title II telecommunications service because that is what it is. Net
neutrality is important. Please understand that the American people are your constituents and not Comcast, or a few
corporations. It's important to keep America competitive and to keep information flowing without interference.

Thank you,
Sean Sakamoto

--

347-306-3733

------------------------------ Email 6,113 ------------------------------

From: jsaski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joyce Saski
6992 Carlyle Crossing
W. Bloomield, MI 48322
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------------------------------ Email 6,114 ------------------------------

From: debawallin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Debbie Wallin
Westwood KS
westwood, KS 66205
US

------------------------------ Email 6,115 ------------------------------

From: dr.k.brophy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

kendra brophy
114 5th St S
Guyton, GA 31312
US

------------------------------ Email 6,116 ------------------------------

From: ssakamoto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:47
Subject: Please classify broadband internet as Title II
I support classifying broadband internet access as title II telecommunications service because that is what it is. Net
neutrality is important. Please understand that the American people are your constituents and not Comcast, or a few
corporations. It's important to keep America competitive and to keep information flowing without interference.

Thank you,
Sean Sakamoto

--

347-306-3733

------------------------------ Email 6,117 ------------------------------

From: willfe
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:49
Subject: Opposition to "fast lane" recommendations
Greetings!

I'm writing to express my strong opposition to the FCC's recent statements supporting the notion of "fast lane"
provisions, requiring companies to pay additional fees to internet service providers to ensure unfettered access to their
customers.

The "fast lane" concept is ridiculous for several reasons. First and foremost is the fact that the companies who would be
expected to pay these "fast lane" fees are _already_ paying for their own internet access to provide their services in the
first place. So are the customers (end users) who pay the ISPs directly. ISPs should not be permitted to "double dip" like
 this. Companies should not be required pay twice in order to reach their own customers.

Additionally, these ISPs have received billions of dollars in federal grants and subsidies to improve their own networks
and infrastructure specifically to ensure increasing traffic and growing subscriber rates don't cause congestion issues.
This is also what customers are paying them for -- reliable high-speed internet access. These ISPs are, instead, sitting on
 all that cash and ignoring complaints from their customers about declining speeds and reliability, while consistently
providing customer service that's so awful _they win awards for it_.

Worst of all, "fast lane" provisions would effectively squeeze emerging small players out of the game before they can
even get a foothold, since they're unlikely to be able to afford the associated fees. Thus, their products and services will
never reach a wider audience and they'll never get off the ground because of it. Additionally, such fees will inevitably
harm consumers, as "fast lane" costs would undoubtedly be passed on to them by everyone forced to pay them.

I strongly urge the FCC to institute rules that _forbid_ "fast lane" charges and instead protect true net neutrality. I also
strongly urge the FCC to reclassify internet service providers as common carriers, so they can finally be reigned in and
subjected to _some_ kind of reasonable regulation, unlike the situation now in which the FCC has no teeth to use against
 the major ISPs and their routinely anti-competitive and consumer-unfriendly behaviors.

Thank you for your attention.

--

William W. Ferrell
Software Engineer
http://willfe.com/ -- mailto:

------------------------------ Email 6,118 ------------------------------

From: rglorioso
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Glorioso

------------------------------ Email 6,119 ------------------------------

From: schoonertao
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Ramsden

------------------------------ Email 6,120 ------------------------------

From: alex
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:52
Subject: Net neutrality and the need for an open Internet
To the honorable Chairman Tom Wheeler:

     In light of the recent proposal to create fast lines for Internet
providers I am writing to express my concerns.  As a longtime Internet
user (since 1992), technology entrepreneur, blogger and advocate of free
speech as well as an open Internet, I find the proposal submitted to
encourage an atmosphere of preferential treatment for content providers
that pay to move their content at faster speeds.

     This has several major potential drawbacks.  For one, what will
prevent telecoms and cable companies from continuing to clamp down on
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content providers and extract fees, even from smaller companies with
limited resources to pay hefty dues for transit (when in fact they are
already paying for transit from their hosting company or NSP).

     Secondarily, the concern arises that this proposal could hinder the
quality of the Internet experience for Americans.  Indeed, the country
that invented the Internet has already is behind much of the world in
terms of the maturity of our Internet infrastructure, its security and
reliability and now its openness and freedom.  While other nations sign
Net Neutrality laws, we back off of ours and ensure that we further
erode the advantages we once enjoyed. Indeed, this will also hinder many
businesses that could thrive outside of the US due to more preferable
treatment of content distribution.

     I also find that these rules will stifle the ability for companies
to negotiate, arbitrate or litigate should problems arise with their
relationships with telecommunications and cable companies -- and the
unfortunate reality is that the aforementioned sectors make up about 90%
of American Internet access in what can only be referred to as a duopoly
configuration.  As a result, Americans already pay far too much for
subpar Internet access.  This new proposal will most certainly add to
that financial burden, as the costs that Netflix, Amazon, Google and
others would absorb under such a proposal would be passed on to the
customers directly in higher fees.  And this would happen at a time when
the cost of living is already on the rise for every hard working
American family.

     I respectfully submit the idea of re-examining this proposal for
the reasons mentioned above and for all of the reasons my fellow
Americans are writing to your office.  Thank you for your attention and
consideration to this critical matter.

--
Best wishes,

Alexander G. Chamandy

703-486-0200 x 8

------------------------------ Email 6,121 ------------------------------

From: ghopkins413
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:52
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Government psychopaths

I know it is your wish to control everything that happens ever, be it in our minds or activities. Get the FUCK OUT OF
MY LIFE. Leave me alone. I have no problems with you controlling and maintaining criminals, but why must every
American and lets face it most non-Americans be subject to your basest whims? Why cant you leave us alone?

------------------------------ Email 6,122 ------------------------------

From: erose50



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Eric Rose

------------------------------ Email 6,123 ------------------------------

From: cms77rufus88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chris P. Schneider

------------------------------ Email 6,124 ------------------------------

From: brandon.jones109
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:53
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Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Please reconsider any efforts to allow an ISP to charge to deliver certain traffic at a faster rate. The ISPs have been
complaining that bandwidth is an issue for years. If this has been an honest complaint, then they do not have the
bandwidth to prioritize certain traffic without negatively affecting all other traffic. As it currently stands, the ISPs
provide subpar service at ridiculous prices because they know we, the consumers, do not have a choice. At best, we can
choose between a single cable carrier, a single DSL carrier, and a single wireless carrier. However, the range of DSL
and wireless is significantly less than cable and each type of service has its own drawbacks, so depending on where we
live or what we need to do with the internet, our choice is already made for us. The last thing we need is to allow the
ISPs to increase the price on consumers even more by charging companies for service delivery that is already being paid
 for by the consumer.

If the ISPs complain that they cannot afford to operate without this, then so be it. The death of the current ISPs would be
 a great benefit if it resulted in new births that generated true competition in the marketplace. It would also be better to
lose these ISPs than to destroy the ability for small start-ups to compete on the internet by forcing them to pay for a "fast
 lane" to deliver their content at a comparable rate to their massive competitors.

Thank you,
Brandon Jones

------------------------------ Email 6,125 ------------------------------

From: swthrasher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:54
Subject: Separate net neutrality from commercial considerations completely
Mr. Wheeler:

To the extent possible, the FCC's rules on internet provision should create better service and more options for the
American public. Our limitations to a single provider (e.g., Time Warner/Comcast) are leaving America behind
compared to internet access options available in other nations. My understanding is that reclassification to a Title II
communications service would introduce the economic competition necessary to improve internet access services. As it
stands, we have monopoly with minimal regulation, where providers can charge prices an order of magnitude higher
than the cost of services they provide, where the only competition is from companies willing to lay redundant cabling.

In addition to the Title II reclassification, please put in place a strict, explicit net neutrality provision, saying that no
network traffic may be given preference over other traffic, that is, no throttling or boosting certain packet streams over
others. Please separate the net neutrality provision from any provision using the language of "commercially
unreasonable" in order to make the net neutrality provision as strong as possible. Being closely related to democracy and
 free speech, net neutrality must stand independent of commercial considerations.

Sincerely,
Stephen Thrasher
Somerville, MA

------------------------------ Email 6,126 ------------------------------

From: jamiep55
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:54
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Edith Pilkington
15 Boylston Avenue
Providence, RI 02906
US

------------------------------ Email 6,127 ------------------------------

From: cdean1005
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:55
Subject: Yes to Neutrality
Do not destroy the internet.  Let the markets work.

--
http://thejobsguy.blogspot.com/

------------------------------ Email 6,128 ------------------------------

From: donnaswensen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donna Swensen
4601 Henry Hudson Pkwy.
B5
Bronx, NY 10471
US

------------------------------ Email 6,129 ------------------------------

From: 130vonkleist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:59
Subject: Dont sell off the internet you fucking whores, DO YOUR JOB FUCKTARDS
In case you missed it in the title, you corporate whores can all go fuck yourselves in the ass with a knife.

------------------------------ Email 6,130 ------------------------------

From: tyleryoung
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:59
Subject: Title II
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FCC,

I am tired of internet service providers charging outrageous rates for terrible service, low bandwidth and data caps. The
internet should be open and many ISPs are trying to ruin it. Please reclassify broadband as 'telecommunications' under
Title II of the Communications Act. Any plans to allow ISPs to provide some data at different rates than other data
jeopardizes an open internet and should not be allowed to happen.

Respectfully,

Tyler Young

------------------------------ Email 6,131 ------------------------------

From: marquezjol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,132 ------------------------------

From: curt.rush
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:59
Subject: The internet must remain open and equal for everyone
This vital utility must not be overtaken by corporate interests seeking to steamroll their own data over everyone else’s.

“The FCC intends to say that it's okay to discriminate against traffic if content providers don't pay the ISPs a
"commercially reasonable" fee. While the FCC chairman says that "behavior that harms consumers or competition will
not be permitted," any fee might risk harming both, even if it's tiny. Today, when anyone can create software and
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internet services on their own personal computer, any additional barrier to entry can theoretically harm competition.
What's more, the mere existence of a standard that allows discrimination, by definition, violates the idea of net
neutrality. Net neutrality is an absolute concept that all traffic should be treated equally.

------------------------------ Email 6,133 ------------------------------

From: lbwilk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 7:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lawrence Wilkerson

------------------------------ Email 6,134 ------------------------------

From: laic69
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Ahart



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 6,135 ------------------------------

From: cbennett30
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carol Bennett
1229 geneva street
Glendale, CA 91207
US

------------------------------ Email 6,136 ------------------------------

From: milebuddha2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
susan perry

------------------------------ Email 6,137 ------------------------------

From: ccsurber
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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CC Surber
650 S. Co. Rd. 600 E.
New Castle, IN 47362
US

------------------------------ Email 6,138 ------------------------------

From: mrmickster1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
lionel alkinburgh

------------------------------ Email 6,139 ------------------------------

From: chiron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Steven McFadden
301 N 35th
Lincoln, NE 68503
US

------------------------------ Email 6,140 ------------------------------

From: sacredgrandmother
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Esther domenech
554 Perseo St. Apt. 501
San Juan, Puerto Rico, PR 00920
PR

------------------------------ Email 6,141 ------------------------------

From: a.p.diamond
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ann Diamond
596 Prospect St
New Haven, CT 06511
US

------------------------------ Email 6,142 ------------------------------

From: doug.ogriffin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:06
Subject: Net nuetrality
Classify internet providers as common carriers.  They are.

To allow the Cable and Telecom monopolies in the United States to filter content based on the amount of money they
pay is completely wrong and goes against freedom and fairness.

Chairman Wheeler's proposal to allow sites to pay for access to consumers, smacks of corruption in government.  If this
becomes policy, it will be obvious to everyone, that money from large corporations decided the issue in the corporations
 favor, as there is absolutely no rationale to allow this from a consumer point of view, and it seems obvious that the vast
majority of citizens disagree with this policy becoming reality.

--
Doug Griffin
417 Oak Ridge Court
Fort Atkinson, WI 53538
920-397-9099

------------------------------ Email 6,143 ------------------------------

From: mikemikeschiller
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 8:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Schiller
219 7th street #3A
Jersey City, NJ 07302
US

------------------------------ Email 6,144 ------------------------------

From: onyx7591
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

My name is Sylvester O'Connor.  I'm writing you today because I believe in the chain of command and that the
government can work when do everything right.

I for one must say that I hope you choose in favor of allowing the Internet to remain an open public space. I am I'm the
middle class (which is slowly fading away) and I must tell you that I love on outskirts of Pennsylvania near New Jersey.
  As it stands now, I already have enough issues just trying to get my Internet to run perfectly in the first place. We are a
developed community however, if I want my Internet to run better, Verizon has already told me that I have to pay an
extra fee for it to run smooth.

So not better or faster but in order for it to run at the level that should be the norm for any other urban area. That is
absurd.

In this day and age of piracy, there are still people lile me that although have access to it,  choose the legal way of doing
things. Netflix has already stated that it is going to raise their rates soon and it is going to be taking on working class
folks. And the dirty satellite providers and cable companies continue to offer their standard business models which are
archaic in this day and age.

I would love it if cable/satellite companies offered an a la carte service in which for basic fee allowed you to choose
what channels you want as opposed to taking odd packages with channels that you don't really watch. If every company
has to change its business practices as technology evoles, why is it that they don't

I'm asking you as a concerned citizen to please keep the Internet as an open space. My prayers are with you and
whatever the decision is you make.

Sincerely,
Sylvester O'Connor

------------------------------ Email 6,145 ------------------------------

From: wadetonywilson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tony Wilson

TX 78717
US

------------------------------ Email 6,146 ------------------------------

From: ckgg144
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:07
Subject: Net neutrality
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality. I want to add my support for: "All Internet
Service Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From
what I've been told, this will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the
flow of information in any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it.

I do NOT want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

Thanks for your time,
Cam

------------------------------ Email 6,147 ------------------------------

From: pangaia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net Neutrality is an absolute MUST!
Corporate America already owns just about everything,
If the internet is not kept an equal an open system where all can
participate, the takeover will be complete.
It is the only way left where everyone can have a voice, which, of
course, is why the monied interests want to control that also.

It is the only way the individual has a chance against the oligarchy.

Of course, maybe that's the part you either don't understand, or want to
destroy.

Bill Youhass

------------------------------ Email 6,148 ------------------------------

From: robert
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:07
Subject: Proposed Rulemaking
Like everyone except the large monopoly providers like Comcast, I am against the new rules allowing ISPs to charge
content providers for tiered access.  Full net neutrality is very important.  Don't let the big campaign donors control this
decision.

Robert J. Hickok
Hickok Law Firm, P.A.

The material in this transmission is intended for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may contain
information that is confidential.  If you have received this transmission in error, please delete it and notify us by return
email at mailto:  or by phone at 561-819-6219.

------------------------------ Email 6,149 ------------------------------

From: edf4i
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ed lagapa

------------------------------ Email 6,150 ------------------------------

From: robertfoos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Foos
8259 Chestnut Point Lane
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Hayes, VA 23072
US

------------------------------ Email 6,151 ------------------------------

From: ntotha
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:09
Subject: FCC & Open Internet
To Whom it may concern:

They internet should be completely open and non-discriminatory. It has become a basic human tool/right and should not
 be used to control anything.

-Nahom

------------------------------ Email 6,152 ------------------------------

From: j42lewis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jamey Lewis

WA
US

------------------------------ Email 6,153 ------------------------------

From: jesusofborg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:10
Subject: Net Neutrality concerns
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Andy Krill, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
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   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Andy Krill

------------------------------ Email 6,154 ------------------------------

From: j41willcox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jim willcox
471 Bowen farm road
Crawford, GA 30630
US

------------------------------ Email 6,155 ------------------------------

From: sfvato
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Victor Valdivoezo
837 Central Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94115
US

------------------------------ Email 6,156 ------------------------------

From: anr7401
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

Furthermore as a teacher, I am concerned that students and schools would be impacted negatively by a pay-to-play
internet system. Net neutrality is essential to the education of our youth and public schools.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Audrea Ramirez
16714 Sedalia Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44135

------------------------------ Email 6,157 ------------------------------

From: bjeff1005
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeff Brown

AZ

------------------------------ Email 6,158 ------------------------------

From: skmiller28
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Miller

------------------------------ Email 6,159 ------------------------------
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From: mrmickster1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

lionel alkinburgh
916cricket knoll rd
fuquay varina, NC 27526
US

------------------------------ Email 6,160 ------------------------------

From: coppersink63
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:17
Subject: Concerned citizen
To whom it may concern,

My name is Felipe, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

------------------------------ Email 6,161 ------------------------------

From: rglorioso
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:17
Subject: Why are you adding to the destruction of the First Amendment?
Mr. Wheeler,
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Your recent decision to tilt the Internet's level playing field away from the Citizens of our country by adding to the
POWER OF MONEY AS SPEECH to OUR Internet is beyond me.

As a consultant for many internet start-ups you just moved the playing field another click away from the
entrepreneurship we need to innovate and grow our economy.  Your decision will certainly raise the “BARRIER TO
ENTRY” for start-ups trying to compete with the large internet players like GOOGLE, FACEBOOK, AMAZON, etc.
and give the Venture Capitalists one more reason to say NO.  We already have one of the highest cost, lowest
performance  internet services in the world and there is no way your decision will improve things.

Please re-think your decision with our Freedom of Speech and our Ability to Innovate in mind.

Thank you,

Robert Glorioso, PhD
Managing Director
Tower Stone Group
Stow, MA.

------------------------------ Email 6,162 ------------------------------

From: phmcrawford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Phyllis Crawford

------------------------------ Email 6,163 ------------------------------

From: fraith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Frank Raith

------------------------------ Email 6,164 ------------------------------

From: bonnieangel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bonnie Soderqvist
Krokusvagen 8
Dalskog, ot 46495
SE

------------------------------ Email 6,165 ------------------------------

From: alanmck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Every individual should have the same access to present his or her views on the internet as any corporation does. Money
 should not determine who goes first.

Alan McKnight
61 Grog Kill Rd.
Willow, NY 12495
US

------------------------------ Email 6,166 ------------------------------

From: sbenes89
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/26/2014 8:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

 I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time

------------------------------ Email 6,167 ------------------------------

From: noboa.felipe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:20
Subject: Internet fast lane
To whom it may concern.

I normally do not get involved with political or governmental issues as I feel my vote and the vote of those around me is
 sufficient to voice my concerns.

With that being said the FCCs stance on net neutrality has been shocking to me and cannot represent the best interest of
the people that the FCC was made to protect.  Giving internet service providers the power to impose speed restrictions
for a cost will make the internet a more powerful tool for those who can afford to pay.  The beauty of the internet is that
we are all on equal footing, rich and poor get to enjoy the internet and it's contents without having to pay a premium for
speed.  Lastly I'm sure the argument will come down to the cost will be on large companies that stream content that
seems extremely narrow minded as to the potential of the internet.  5 years ago would any of us have imagined that
streaming video from the internet was going to be among the most common uses?  What will happen 5 years from now
will be determined by how your agency manages the usage of bandwidth.  I hope you are not so borrow minded as to try
 to solve one complaint from an already rich and powerful corporation at the expense of your constituyentes.

Felipe Noboa

------------------------------ Email 6,168 ------------------------------

From: shaneatorres
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 8:21
Subject: Maintain net neutrality
To end net neutrality would be to cripple the internet. The entire point of the internet is that of free information. Should
net neutrality be ended, internet providers would be able to limit the traffic to any website. Maybe they'll force the
websites to pay in order to get full traffic, maybe they'll limit traffic to websites that threaten their image. The internet
provider market has very little room for any new providers to make it big, and as a result, internet traffic would be
dictated by a select few companies with private interests. And while the providers claim it is necessary for a free market,
 the reality is that this would undermine the free market that is the internet.

------------------------------ Email 6,169 ------------------------------

From: neil1492
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:21
Subject: Comments
To whom this may concern,

I have a number of concerns about some of the new traffic management rules that will be proposed.

First involves broadband service providers with bandwidth near capacity in a regional area. In a hypothetical situation
where a content provider such as Netflix has a traffic management agreement with the ISP, and enough users are using
the service in an area it would effectively slow the traffic down for every other site on the Internet for that particular
service area. Effectively a company could be created with such a large user base and data usage that it could slow the
Internet speeds down for everyone who isn't using an Internet service that has paid for preferred traffic management.
There are some geographic areas of the US where the ISPs have not focused on improving their networks to increase
bandwidth and might just use the new traffic management rules to give preferred treatment rather than improve their
network. The current broadband capacity is not good enough in some areas to fairly allow for traffic management.

The main focus should be on why traffic management is wanted, which you will find that networks are nearing capacity
as more and more people are getting connected and using more data. Traffic management is not a long term solution to
the problem and will only cause more issues than it will solve. The ISPs should be focusing on improving the quality of
their networks and not on how they can charge more for companies.

There is also the issue of small business not having a competitive advantage. If a company wants to start up a data
intensive service they would now need to factor in the extra cost of purchasing preferred traffic. While this would be a
normal cost of doing business, it could be the difference between success and failure of a business.

There is also the issue how this would all work. Let's say I have a business in a Comcast service area. I then pay for
preferred traffic for my service I provide to users. But that agreement only covers Comcast's customers. I would also
have to purchase preferred traffic status for the customers who live in other service areas like where Verizon or
Mediacom are more prevalent. Potentially I would have to contract with hundreds of ISPs if I wanted to ensure that my
traffic had preferred status. The Internet is made up of numerous providers, any of which might slow my traffic down
along the lines if I fail to pay them, thus decreasing the overall speed, despite having an agreement with some, but not
all of them. The Internet only goes as fast as the slowest bottleneck.

In conclusion, the rules being proposed will not only hurt consumers, but also businesses and cause even larger hurdles
to entry into the market. The only ones who will gain from this would be the ISPs and it will ultimately hurt the growth
of broadband capacity as ISPs focus more on traffic management than improving their networks.

Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 6,170 ------------------------------

From: rrochefort
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Roger Rochefort

------------------------------ Email 6,171 ------------------------------

From: pszilard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Paula Szilard

------------------------------ Email 6,172 ------------------------------

From: rickgerard1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:22
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Subject: Comments to the Chairman
James R. Gerard (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler:  I have recently become aware of the latest inroads being considered that could bring about the
 breakdown of net neutrality.  I strongly encourage and ask that you take a decisive and proactive stance to protect this
most important information delivery vehicle in a manner that will protect the very ideals of of our democracy.  We
cannot stand idly by and let the major corporate players gain more and more control over our lives.  Please carry
forward a policy of protecting the rights of all American citizens to equal  access to the information highway.  We must
uphold the scope and intent of net neutrality.  Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 6,173 ------------------------------

From: mloveland78
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

michael loveland

DE 19703
US

------------------------------ Email 6,174 ------------------------------

From: jacobcalf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:22
Subject: Net neutrality
The internet is the single greatest achievement of information that human kind has ever achieved. The greatest library's
of any civilization seem minuscule and unimportant in comparison. Favoring specific cooperations will promote
monopolization, slow down our scientific progress, and honestly be a complete pain in the ass. Don't make our
generation the generation that destroys progress for the hope of some quick cash.

With all respect,
Jacob

------------------------------ Email 6,175 ------------------------------

From: ajgreen10
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Andrew Green

------------------------------ Email 6,176 ------------------------------

From: snakestylforever
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brad St John

FL
US

------------------------------ Email 6,177 ------------------------------

From: vulfhild
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
judith sanders

------------------------------ Email 6,178 ------------------------------

From: elizabetheide45
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Elizabeth Eide

------------------------------ Email 6,179 ------------------------------

From: peachy16132
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

shannon keane
3718 bryant ave soutj
minneapolis, MN 55409
US

------------------------------ Email 6,180 ------------------------------

From: hek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Haig Evans-Kavaldjian
38615 Morrisonville Road
Lovettsville, VA 20180
US

------------------------------ Email 6,181 ------------------------------

From: agmiller51
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:26
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ann Galbraith Miller

------------------------------ Email 6,182 ------------------------------

From: lisbell121495
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lawrence Isbellfamily

------------------------------ Email 6,183 ------------------------------

From: agmiller51
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ann Galbraith Miller
2921 E 1st St
Duluth, MN 55812
US

------------------------------ Email 6,184 ------------------------------

From: hisnameisjohndale
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:27
Subject: Innovation needs an open net
If companies must pay for access then innovation will be stifled. Companies like LogMeIn that make the popular
Join.me service might not even exist. Angel investors would be needed to pay the massive tolls.

If we make out net a tollway. The future Silicon Valley won't be in the USA.

JD via phone

------------------------------ Email 6,185 ------------------------------

From: janetshepler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Janet Shepler

------------------------------ Email 6,186 ------------------------------

From: cjmoore48137
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:27
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carolyn Moore

------------------------------ Email 6,187 ------------------------------

From: bdz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bernie Zelazny

------------------------------ Email 6,188 ------------------------------

From: esqueda47
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Esqueda
Po box 586
mission, TX 78573
US

------------------------------ Email 6,189 ------------------------------

From: janetr5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
   Again corporate America and the wealthy will have preferential treatment at the expense of the middle class. I am
disappointed that President Obama appointed an Industry lobbyist who serves corporations.

Janet Reynolds
1114 S.E.21st Street
Cape Coral, FL 33990
US

------------------------------ Email 6,190 ------------------------------

From: dmgoy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Goy
1608 Quailwood DR NE
Albuquerque, NM 87122

------------------------------ Email 6,191 ------------------------------

From: flaghillfarm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am additionally concerned that allowing a fast lane would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising
the barrier to entry for new ventures reliant on secular broadband access. New streaming video sites would become
exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the means to pay ISPs for faster speeds that
established corporations enjoy. Investors in such new internet ventures would have to pony up a higher "buy-in" than
investing in something else, which they would inevitably do if the economics were unfavorable. This would clearly
stifle innovation in the internet space.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. In my city, there is a
weak duopoly between Comcast and RCN, with Comcast being the de facto monopolist broadband provider in most
areas because they own all the "pipes". Certainly wireless providers should not be confused for being real competitors
here, because their speeds are an order of magnitude behind Comcast's copper cables, which in turn are more than an
order of magnitude slower than fiber-optic options such as Google Fiber. With fast lanes, we would be stuck with this
poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet companies be hurt by
the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for faster speeds in just a
few counties or cities.

So really, allowing a fast lane would benefit large and entrenched internet service providers while hurting everybody
else. That's not net neutrality. I urge the FCC to refrain from implementing this disastrous fast lane policy.

Instead, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers, to reflect the reality that they are mere utilities - pipes for
data (like telephone lines) that can carry - and should carry - any and all content, neutrally and without prejudice nor
discrimination. To be perfectly clear, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications
service" under the Communications Act.

Finally, to show you that my opinion is not an isolated one, I include below a succinct example of this argument, made
eight years ago by President Barack Obama, when he was still an Illinois senator:

   "The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

   - Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

   (http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality)

   Thank you very much for your time.

   Neeraj Banerji
   9 Hawthorne Place, Apt 6M, Boston, MA 02114

mailto:
   617-513-1048
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few counties or cities.

So really, allowing a fast lane would benefit large and entrenched internet service providers while hurting everybody
else. That's not net neutrality. I urge the FCC to refrain from implementing this disastrous fast lane policy.

Instead, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers, to reflect the reality that they are mere utilities - pipes for
data (like telephone lines) that can carry - and should carry - any and all content, neutrally and without prejudice nor
discrimination. To be perfectly clear, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications
service" under the Communications Act.

Finally, to show you that my opinion is not an isolated one, I include below a succinct example of this argument, made
eight years ago by President Barack Obama, when he was still an Illinois senator:

   "The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

   - Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

   (http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality)

   Thank you very much for your time.

   Neeraj Banerji
   9 Hawthorne Place, Apt 6M, Boston, MA 02114

mailto:
   617-513-1048

------------------------------ Email 6,196 ------------------------------

From: chester thayer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chester Thayer
3039 Chaucer Lane
Bartlett, TN 38134
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,197 ------------------------------

From: amygermain
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amy Germain

------------------------------ Email 6,198 ------------------------------

From: geo214
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Steven Geonnotti
236 Deepdale Drive
Kenett Square, PA 19348
US

------------------------------ Email 6,199 ------------------------------

From: lbaker2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lee Baker

------------------------------ Email 6,200 ------------------------------

From: skyearth1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stop kowtowing to the corporate oligarchs in their desire to "own" the internet. It is your job to keep the internet open to
 all people, not just the ones with the deepest pockets.

Charlotte Staples
1100 Clark Road
East Montpelier, VT 05651
US

------------------------------ Email 6,201 ------------------------------

From: kjstreeter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kimberly Streeter
5200 Van Buren Street
Midland, MI 48642
US

------------------------------ Email 6,202 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: mbcitti
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

I VOTE and have a long memory!

Micah Citti
300 Valley Brook Ave
#35
Lyndhurst, NJ 07071
US

------------------------------ Email 6,203 ------------------------------

From: insect.nation
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Karin Rautio
Vallonvagen 13 C
Skultuna, ot 72630
SE

------------------------------ Email 6,204 ------------------------------

From: jbouchard1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Johanna Bouchard
29 Canabas Ave
Waterville, ME 04901
US

------------------------------ Email 6,205 ------------------------------

From: tiarantripppleh25
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 8:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

tiara adams
2449 s Braddock ave
pgh, PA 15218
US

------------------------------ Email 6,206 ------------------------------

From: dojetanh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dorothy Daraio
9523 Taormina St.
Lake Worth, FL 33467
US

------------------------------ Email 6,207 ------------------------------

From: denrdail
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:36
Subject: Concern over internet regulations.
The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You've got barriers
to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it's because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on this
podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say what
I want without censorship. I don't have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can't
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes ... We can't have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that's why I'm supporting what is called net
neutrality.

Yes, even the president made that quote at one time. It's absolutely asinine that companies should be given the
opportunity to charge companies to get "premium access" to their clients. How about we give everyone equal access
rights to the web instead of trying to screw companies like Netflix who are getting shafted by cable companies because
it's hurting their cable sales numbers. Basically you have to try to go where the money is. Comcast and the other major
cable providers are just trying to suck up as much as they can control. I have little faith in this government anymore due
to things like this even requiring a debate. If net neutrality stands at the end of this debacle, I may see things differently.
There's about an 80% chance the people with the money will win over the normal people who live in this country.

------------------------------ Email 6,208 ------------------------------
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From: makeown
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John van Kleef
2020 N. Spaulding Ave.
Chicago, IL 60647
US

------------------------------ Email 6,209 ------------------------------

From: tybeet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:37
Subject: Comments on the "fast lane" proposal
To whom it may concern,

My name is Tyler Burleigh, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

My understanding is that the proposed changes would allow a "fast lane" to be created, in which companies would be
allowed to charge content providers more for a faster Internet. I believe this is short-sighted and wrong, that it would
ultimately stifle innovation and harm consumers.

Today's Internet is an open and neutral platform with low barriers to entry. A "fast lane" would change that very
quickly, as it would force companies to strike exclusive contractual arrangements with ISPs for higher-speed access. A
fast lane would create incentives for ISPs to *allow* congestion on the "normal lane" to happen, and disincentives for
innovations and investments that would expand network capacity in general. This would raise the barrier to entry for
new companies, because competing with established firms would require significant investment capital in order to
achieve the kinds of high speeds that will be necessary for certain high-bandwidth applications like 4K video.

Further, this would hurt consumers. As it is, consumers have very little choice as to which ISP they can use. For
example, a recent survey by PCMag.com indicated that 21% of all respondents had no alternative to their current ISP. If
fast lanes were in place, consumers would be stuck with poor service if they did not use an ISP that companies opted to
pay. In turn, this raises the barrier to entry for new and small ISPs that would compete with established ISPs, creating
further disincentives for innovation.

A "fast lane" is the opposite of net neutrality; it would be the enshrinement of network discrimination. A "fast lane"
would benefit large internet service providers, but it would hurt everybody else.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you for your time,
Tyler Burleigh

------------------------------ Email 6,210 ------------------------------

From: spencer.kelly
To:



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Date: 4/26/2014 8:37
Subject: Open Internet
To whom it may concern,
My name is Spencer Kelly, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.
As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.
Thank you very much for your time,
Spencer Kelly

------------------------------ Email 6,211 ------------------------------

From: dturk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Doug Turk

------------------------------ Email 6,212 ------------------------------

From: novakc.m
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Martha Novak
329 Sierra Place NE
Albuquerque, NM 87108
US

------------------------------ Email 6,213 ------------------------------

From: justinclarkv1
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 8:41
Subject: Net neutrally.
To whom it may concern,

My name is Justin Clark, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Justin Clark

------------------------------ Email 6,214 ------------------------------

From: kprescott007
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:42
Subject: Do you want a revolution? Cause this is how you get a revolution.
Dear, FCC

Big business has done a great job making people feel powerless to stop their over taking of the government. Monsanto
in the FDA, Comcast and Verizon in the FCC. It goes on and on. Nothing has been even attempted to stop this. You
guys have us by the balls because you have been sneaky and taken small steps that most haven't noticed. This ruling
against net-neutrality is the big misstep that will lead to the downfall of your whole operation.

I guarantee that messing with Americans Internet will cause such a massive movement that none of you will be able to
stop it. This is a country with the worst and laziest citizens in the democratic world. Only 40% of eligible citizens vote
for our President for Christ's sake! Why would you want to galvanize and organize the two political parties you have
done so well to alienate from one another.  This decision with result in new rules put into place to prevent you from
placing your employees in regulating positions anymore. Any politician who doesn't stand behind net neutrality will be
ousted from office and even your bottomless pockets won't keep them from turning on you for fear of losing their seat.

You are going to ruin your best scam. I can't believe you are that greedy. Who am I kidding of course you are that
greedy. Good luck with your tyrannical decision.

Sent from my iPhone
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------------------------------ Email 6,215 ------------------------------

From: whyarewehere69
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:44
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christine Burnham (  writes:

Outageous. So easily bought. You people never even created the Internet, not even your keepers. The people will take it
back. Think no one notices?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 6,216 ------------------------------

From: barbarawolken
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Barbara Wolken

------------------------------ Email 6,217 ------------------------------

From: munakk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Muna Killingback
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------------------------------ Email 6,218 ------------------------------

From: equineforecaster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
needs to be preserved at all costs.  What the FCC chairman proposed is flat-out payola, and will kill net neutrality.

In fact, you should make it illegal for companies to even pay internet providers for faster content, and void Netflix's deal
 with Comcast.

------------------------------ Email 6,219 ------------------------------

From: moonkitty77
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michaelann Smith

IN
US

------------------------------ Email 6,220 ------------------------------

From: jblitefield
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jerry Blitefield
58 beach st
Warren, RI 02885
US

------------------------------ Email 6,221 ------------------------------

From: phillip.hefel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
When I was a young boy, my grandpa told me I couldn't say anything naughty over my two way radios because the FCC
 would find me and take them away. Back then the FCC was a force of good for the American people. Today, you have
rolled over let the cable companies have their way with you. The internet should remain free, open, and uninhibited.
Have you ever heard any say, "I love taking toll roads and paying them money."  No you have not. Support Net
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Neutrality.

Thank you,
Phillip Hefel

------------------------------ Email 6,222 ------------------------------

From: furret123187
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michelle Caputo

------------------------------ Email 6,223 ------------------------------

From: yogiobear
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:46
Subject: Internet
Shutting down the internet is the last bastion of our democracy. We will be mute and they will be able to do anything
they want and we will have no voice. We will not find out what they did until after it happens. When you invade a
country, the first thing you do is take away your captives means of communication. Our cell phones are next.

Kenneth Farrell
845 522 3819

------------------------------ Email 6,224 ------------------------------

From: delilahjohnson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Delilah Johnson

------------------------------ Email 6,225 ------------------------------

From: yogiobear
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:47
Subject: Internet
Shutting down the internet is the last bastion of our democracy. We will be mute and they will be able to do anything
they want and we will have no voice. We will not find out what they did until after it happens. When you invade a
country, the first thing you do is take away your captives means of communication. Our cell phones are next.

Kenneth Farrell
845 522 3819

------------------------------ Email 6,226 ------------------------------

From: pmatte3127
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Paul Mattera

------------------------------ Email 6,227 ------------------------------

From: matthewstokey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:47
Subject: Net Neutrality Proposal
The new proposal needs to be abandoned and the internet providers need to be reclassified as common carriers.  This
proposal only benefits Verizon and Comcast.

------------------------------ Email 6,228 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: ethanfahy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:49
Subject: Another citizen for net neutrality
Dear Sir or Madam,

My name is Ethan Fahy and I am a scientist and software engineer working in Boston, MA.  I am writing to voice my
grave concerns about the FCC's proposed changes to net neutrality.  Free and open global communications enabled by
the internet has allowed a miraculous level of technological and social progress in the past few decades, and the erosion
and corruption of the internet brought on by the end of net neutrality would be devastating.  I have a very difficult time
thinking that any average citizen would be opposed to net neutrality; the entire discussion is being pushed by large
corporate interests.  I am not comfortable giving any ground on the issue; any vagueness in wording and any loopholes
will be leveraged to greater and greater degrees over time.  I also believe that ending net neutrality will harm
technological job growth in this country; how can any startup reasonably compete if they do not have the up-front
capital to provide services as fast as established companies?  I am frankly sickened by the thought of losing the internet
as we know it today.  The obvious solution is to classify the internet as a utility and regulate is as such; any argument to
the contrary ignores the obvious: the internet is a vital utility to the citizen's of this country.

-Ethan Fahy

------------------------------ Email 6,229 ------------------------------

From: r.lichterman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ron Lichterman
1801 Winthrop Rd.
Highland Park, IL 60035
US

------------------------------ Email 6,230 ------------------------------

From: stan1601
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

stan delozier
1601 sunrise drive
MARYVILLE, TN 37803
US

------------------------------ Email 6,231 ------------------------------
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From: aumakua37
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

This is all about Big Business and their drooling over Bandwidth Dollars.  First is happened with mobile phones going
from paying by the minute to UNLIMITED MINUTES & TEXTING included with your chosen bandwidth.  This is a
rouse because voice and text carry very little bandwidth, it's the videos etc that they're after and now they're coming
after the Internet itself.  Do the right thing and protect Net Neutrality.  If not we will use our power of numbers and vote
with our wallets. What will Netflix do, who's already agreed to paying for better bandwidth, when subscribers begin to
leave in protest for their support of this?  Comcast, Verizon can push this all they want but it's our wallets they are
coming after and we can use that to let the other businesses know how we feel.

Jeff Staebell
10712 Willy Avenue
Algonquin, IL 60102
US

------------------------------ Email 6,232 ------------------------------

From: chris.ruppel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. By setting policy that favors large corporations instead of the citizens and other legal residents of the
United States, you are undermining our freedoms in ways that you, an old man, cannot even begin to imagine.

Please, for the sake of your grandchildren, do not end net neutrality, or we will be forced to disregard the infrastructure
you currently regulate and set up our own to subvert you.

Chris Ruppel

------------------------------ Email 6,233 ------------------------------

From: ctviss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:50
Subject: A Petition to End the Proposed Net-Neutrality Changes
To Whom It May Concern,

   My name is Chris, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality, which affects
every single American.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for priority of internet access is an awful idea
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and completely against the original intent of the internet as it was created. Every major ISP (of which there are only a
handful servicing the entire country) already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging
companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   The real issue is the infrastructure, which desperately needs to be updated to keep up with new customers and demand.
  If only a handful of major ISPs service the entire country, the solution is not to charge more money but to build their
infrastructure to handle the customers and areas they service.  Priority access, data caps, and and higher bills are not a
solution to the fact that ISPs "over-sell" their product and cannot keep up with their customers' ever-growing needs for
more bandwidth.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use.  In the town in which
I live, my only choice for internet is Comcast; many people live within a monopoly and cannot switch to another
service.  With fast lanes, we would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So
not only will new internet companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because
 no company will pay for faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. This is the complete
 opposite of net neutrality.

   As a consumer and US citizen, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers and deem the internet as a
necessary utility, since the internet is quickly becoming necessary for a successful life in America.  Like electricity or
water, the vast majority of US citizens and businesses cannot function in their daily lives without the internet.

   But failing a re-classification of ISPs, at least refrain from implementing this disastrous policy.  The internet was not
invented to become profited from and privatized, it was a gift and allows innovation and technology to advance at a
rapid pace.

   Many Americans are unaware of this issue, and those who are aware are terrified of what is to happen to the internet.
We live in a democracy where citizens as a whole are supposed to have the power to change things, not corporations.
We as American citizens do not want these plans to pass.  Please do not let the ISPs destroy our gift just so they can
continue to reap record profits on terrible services.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Chris

------------------------------ Email 6,234 ------------------------------

From: scheppbs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bethany Deneen
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115 Corbits Ln
Shell Lake, WI 54871
US

------------------------------ Email 6,235 ------------------------------

From: gerald.darden
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future.  By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups.  How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot?  This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have?  It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age.  Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access:  Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant.  This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk.  If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard.  Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens.  Protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you,
Gerald Darden

2173414061

------------------------------ Email 6,236 ------------------------------

From: karenwyeth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karen Wyeth

------------------------------ Email 6,237 ------------------------------

From: crayolafrenchfry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carolyn Soling
2910 Kinney Ave.
Austin, TX 78704

------------------------------ Email 6,238 ------------------------------

From: lester.kakol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
I think these words from our President in 2006 sum up my feelings quite nicely:

Hello, this is Senator Barack Obama and today is Thursday, June 8th, 2006.
The topic today is net neutrality. The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services
dictates success. You've got barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it's because the internet is a
neutral platform that I can put on this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some
corporate media middleman. I can say what I want without censorship. I don't have to pay a special charge. But the big
telephone and cable companies want to change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes
 on the internet and strike exclusive contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-
speed lanes. Those of us who can't pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes.
Allowing the Bells and cable companies to act as gatekeepers with control over internet access would make the internet
like cable. A producer-driven market with barriers to entry for website creators and preferential treatment for specific
sites based not on merit, the number of hits, but on relationships with the corporate gatekeeper. If there were four or
more competitive providers of broadband service to every home, then cable and telephone companies would not be able
to create a bidding war for access to the high-speed lanes. But here's the problem. More than 99 percent of households
get their broadband services from either cable or a telephone company.
So here's my view. We can't have a situation in which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that's
why I'm supporting what is called net neutrality. In the House, the Energy and Commerce Committee and the Judiciary
Committee reached different conclusions on network neutrality. Judiciary Committee members voted to protect net
neutrality and commerce voted with the Bells and cable. That debate is going to hit the House floor this Friday. In the
Senate, Senators Snowe and Dorgan are leading the fight for net neutrality and I've joined in that effort. Senator Inouye,
the ranking Democrat of the Commerce Committee, has joined us in this effort as well and he's working with Senator
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Stevens to put strong network neutrality into any Senate bill that comes before us. There is widespread support among
consumer groups, leading academics and the most innovative internet companies, including Google and Yahoo, in favor
 of net neutrality. And part of the reason for that is companies like Google and Yahoo might never have gotten started
had they not been in a position to easily access the internet and do so on the same terms as the big corporate companies
that were interested in making money on the internet.
I know if you are listening to this podcast that you are going to take an intense interest in this issue as well. Congress is
going to need to hear your voice because the Bell and cable companies are going to be dedicating millions of dollars to
defeating network neutrality. So I'll keep you updated on this important issue and I look forward to talking to you guys
again next week. Bye-bye.

http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality

------------------------------ Email 6,239 ------------------------------

From: grolman2001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gregory Olsen
4330 Spectrum One
Apt 2103
San Antonio, TX 78230
US

------------------------------ Email 6,240 ------------------------------

From: janetshepler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Janet Shepler (  writes:

Your recent decision on Net Neutrality is a disgrace.  Stop being a lobbyist for the cable and telecom industry and start
work for the interests of the American people.  We want Net Neutrality!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 6,241 ------------------------------

From: tnmorrison
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Thomas Morrison
97 Lord Rd.
Buxton, ME 04093
US

------------------------------ Email 6,242 ------------------------------

From: nicktulip
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:53
Subject: Net neutrality/comcast/future
Please do not give power to these institutions which are already not serving the consumer or the greater good of our
economy.

Why do I pay comcast and netflix? I pay comcast for a service which should allow me access to any and all online legal
services and websites. I pay them a lot of for that and they aren't representing me when they decide which service can
reach me.

Push for greater powers from government to stop this onslaught on online services by these tollgate bullies.

--
Nick Tulip

------------------------------ Email 6,243 ------------------------------

From: wandamontalvo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Wanda Jusino
1868 Holland Ave
Bronx, NY 10462
US

------------------------------ Email 6,244 ------------------------------

From: seanroy91
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:55
Subject: Regarding the upcoming regulations on Net Neutrality.
Dear Sir,

I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my understanding, these
are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is like a telephone call,
between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with
 it."
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I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

 I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the
 Telecommunications Act of 1934." this will force all ISP's to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers,
unable to alter the flow of information in any way.

Thank you for your time and effort.

------------------------------ Email 6,245 ------------------------------

From: amy.lund
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Amy lund

FL 33143
US

------------------------------ Email 6,246 ------------------------------

From: yogiobear
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kenneth Farrell
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------------------------------ Email 6,247 ------------------------------

From: 4mbartell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Bartell

------------------------------ Email 6,248 ------------------------------

From: cdagnolo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

CHRIS DAGNOLO
1602 Vickery
Sugar Land, TX 77498
US

------------------------------ Email 6,249 ------------------------------

From: lisichka75
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lisa Ramai
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4 Pine Street
Kearny, NJ 07032

------------------------------ Email 6,250 ------------------------------

From: maureen.smyth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Maureen Smyth (  writes:

Dear Chairman Wheeler, please protest and guarantee Net Neutrality! Equal access to the Internet is imperitive to
encourage a  free culture of creation and innovation and to keep US on same Internet level as other tech advanced
nations. Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 6,251 ------------------------------

From: unctarheel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:58
Subject: Proposed Open Internet Rules
To Chairman Wheeler or Whom It May Concern:

I write today to express grave concern over the proposed FCC Open Internet Rules, specifically the following:

That ISPs may not act in a commercially unreasonable manner to harm the Internet, including favoring the traffic from
an affiliated entity.

Although one could argue that a "high bar" would be set for commercially reasonable discrimination, it is far from clear
that the bar would be high enough. Virtually any action by a company could be argued to have a commercially
reasonable justification. This scenario could lead to a 'tiered' internet, in which preferential treatment would be provided
 to the highest bidders. As a professor at a US university, our budgets have been frozen and/or cut recently, and certainly
 would not allow for such additional payments. Given the recent, massive shift to online platforms for educating our
students as well as the broader public, this could put our educational mission at great risk. Thus, I would urge you to
remove the phrase, "commercially unreasonable" from the new rules.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Best Regards,

Peter Bermel
Assistant Professor
Electrical & Computer Engineering
Purdue University

------------------------------ Email 6,252 ------------------------------

From: edgarcabral45d
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edgar Cabral

------------------------------ Email 6,253 ------------------------------

From: cjags91
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
carol jagiello carol jagiello

------------------------------ Email 6,254 ------------------------------

From: alexmac0035
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 8:59
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Subject: Net Neutraility
To whom it may concern,

My name is Alex, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Alex

------------------------------ Email 6,255 ------------------------------

From: revolvingdoor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:00
Subject: Reclassify Internet providers as common carriers
This drags on and on and on, all because for some reason the FCC didn't do what it should have done in the first place:
treated Internet service providers as what they are, telecommunications companies, and classified them as common
carriers. Anything less than this is just going to be exploited as we've seen with the recent Netflix / Comcast debacle.

------------------------------ Email 6,256 ------------------------------

From: epopeplace
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Pope
3252 Verdant Drive SW
Apt 901
Atlanta, GA 30331
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,257 ------------------------------

From: centre5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jonathan Grossman
83 Varnum Ave
Lowell, MA 01854
US

------------------------------ Email 6,258 ------------------------------

From: jstone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jonathon Stone
2112 Primrose LN
Schertz, TX 78154
GP

------------------------------ Email 6,259 ------------------------------

From: llrampey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Laura Leigh Rampey
126 NE 108th Street
Miami Shores, FL 33161

------------------------------ Email 6,260 ------------------------------
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From: atkruz789
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:03
Subject: Net neutrality plans
To whom it may concern,

My name is Andrew, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New data
intensive sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the wherewithal
to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy and can afford.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,
Andrew

------------------------------ Email 6,261 ------------------------------

From: otakujacob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:03
Subject: net neutrality
you should classify INTERNET services as a  Title II telecommunications
service.

------------------------------ Email 6,262 ------------------------------

From: pumpkinfarm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Cameron
4587 Jackson Dr
West Bend, WI 53095
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,263 ------------------------------

From: debbielioutas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Debbie Lioutas

------------------------------ Email 6,264 ------------------------------

From: jv inner ear
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Velner
1049 Bristol Street
Adrian, MI 49221
US

------------------------------ Email 6,265 ------------------------------

From: hammeml
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Michael Hammer
Savannah Way
Waunakee, WI 53597
US

------------------------------ Email 6,266 ------------------------------

From: uhrichny
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

ronald uhrich
5 siera trace
5 sierra trace
ballston lake, NY 12019
US

------------------------------ Email 6,267 ------------------------------

From: pamalnak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patricia Malnak

------------------------------ Email 6,268 ------------------------------

From: magiccarpet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:05
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Delena Cavaness

------------------------------ Email 6,269 ------------------------------

From: wjosam87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:06
Subject: Comments on net neutrality
Good Morning,

     I am a Junior engineering student at Virginia Tech, and wanted to discuss my opinions on the concepts of Net
Neutrality. In our day and age, the internet is not just a means of social media communication. It has grown into an
integral role in our society. Fast internet leads to greater productivity, growth of technology, growing entertainment
options, and a society that can live 1000 miles from their family, and still hold that familiar face to face bond on a
regular basis. Since the strike down of the Net Neutrality in January, I have seen substantially reduced performance
across two applications through my ISP, Comcast. Skype and Netflix. Being a student, I am forced to stay near Virginia
Tech, while my Fiance is living in Richmond completing a medical internship. We try to Skype every night, and as of
late this has been impossible. I have not seen any evidence to support the assumption that Comcast is limiting the
bandwidth of  Skype applications, but the internet has been abuzz with allegations of them limiting Netflix bandwidth.
Proper internet performance is integral in my lifestyle, and very important to me. Please do what you can to ensure that
Large corporations cannot monopolize the internet, like they have the broadband infrastructure in so many places.

Keep the internet open, the ISPs shouldn't be able to charge some traffic more to access their network. Much like the
power company can't charge a user more for his power if he uses a certain brand of refrigerator.

- Joey

------------------------------ Email 6,270 ------------------------------

From: kc28031
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nicholas Galante
28031 Tammi Dr
true
Tavares, FL 32778
US

------------------------------ Email 6,271 ------------------------------

From: soulreal1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
lynn benson

------------------------------ Email 6,272 ------------------------------

From: aein.lindsay
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Aein Lindsay
37 Winter Street
Franklin, MA 02038
US

------------------------------ Email 6,273 ------------------------------

From: janelgomez78
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Janel Gomez

 60120

------------------------------ Email 6,274 ------------------------------

From: s2dimaria
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sharon DiMaria
12832 Clarksburg Sq. Rd. #202
Clarksburg, MD 20871
US

------------------------------ Email 6,275 ------------------------------

From: cathygeltz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cathy Geltz
5812 Primrose Avenue
Indianapolis, IN 46220
US

------------------------------ Email 6,276 ------------------------------

From: griach1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:10
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

J R
6452 Highway 61
Little Marais, MN 55614
US

------------------------------ Email 6,277 ------------------------------

From: mies1993
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mathias Mies
2460 N. Clarance
Wichita, KS 67204

------------------------------ Email 6,278 ------------------------------

From: smhetrick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:10
Subject: Net Neutrality Plans
To whom it may concern,

My name is Stephen Hetrick and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Furthermore, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes,
we would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
 companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to reclassify ISPs as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of
1934. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing this disastrous policy.
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Thank you very much for your time,

Stephen

------------------------------ Email 6,279 ------------------------------

From: bill.polcari
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

william polcari
5 maitland pl.
garfield, NJ 07026
US

------------------------------ Email 6,280 ------------------------------

From: demosk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

There can be no democracy w.o. the total  freedom of the internet

Demosthenes Kostas
20 Church St
a40
Greenwich, CT 06830
US

------------------------------ Email 6,281 ------------------------------

From: mulrennanw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Mulrennan
77 Third Ave PO Box 124
Atlasburg, PA 15004
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,282 ------------------------------

From: cglennjr87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:12
Subject: New Policy
I was very shocked to hear the new policy the FCC, which is supposed to keep the internet open and fair, proposed. It is
not open or fair to allow an internet provider to double dip by charging their customers AND content providers a fee to
access and deliver content. I pay a flat monthly fee for unlimited access to the internet and every site is treated the same,
 this is how it should remain.

Everyone knows this is simply cable companies wanting even more profit. My bill will not be any lower if they are able
to double dip but my subscription fees will increase when the content providers like Netflix have to increase their fees
because they are forced to pay a "toll" to deliver content to their customers. This is not an open and fair internet and
frankly I'm shocked that the FCC would even consider this change, but I guess when the chairman/president of the FCC
was a former lobbyist for comcast cable, it all makes sense.

Do not allow this change to go through, it is a mistake that will lead to an internet where websites with big corporations
behind them will have preferred access and speeds over all the other sites. How would have any of the current sites
millions of people love came to be if the internet was like that? Only the sites that could afford these fees would flourish
 and the start-ups would die out.

------------------------------ Email 6,283 ------------------------------

From: thejoe4011
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:12
Subject: feedback
Good Morning,

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time
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------------------------------ Email 6,284 ------------------------------

From: mobluehill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Maureen Gallagher
1318 Blue Factory Hill Road
Cropseyville, NY 12052
US

------------------------------ Email 6,285 ------------------------------

From: denniscx831
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:14
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality

To whom it may concern,

    My name is Dennis, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

    Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's
burning the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre
service. Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

    It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

    Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

    Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

    As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

    Thank you very much for your time,

Dennis Chan

DennisChanPhotography.com<http://www.dennischanphotography.com>
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------------------------------ Email 6,286 ------------------------------

From: alexmac0035
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:14
Subject: Fwd: Net Neutraility

Begin forwarded message:

   From: Alex MacUmber < mailto
   Date: April 26, 2014 at 6:59:52 AM MDT
   To: " mailto:  < mailto:
   Subject: Net Neutraility

   To whom it may concern,

   My name is Alex, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Alex

------------------------------ Email 6,287 ------------------------------

From: portereugene849
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eugene Porter
2312 Glencrest Dr.
Fort Worth, TX 76119
US

------------------------------ Email 6,288 ------------------------------

From: tyler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tyler Walters
300 West Hargett Street Unit 432
Raleigh, NC 27601
US

------------------------------ Email 6,289 ------------------------------

From: kwilentz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kathleen Wilentz

------------------------------ Email 6,290 ------------------------------

From: wmd12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maec Ducker

------------------------------ Email 6,291 ------------------------------

From: lynnann48
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lynn Digby

 54738
US

------------------------------ Email 6,292 ------------------------------

From: mdrillings1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marc Drillings
1122 Trull Hinson Rd
Wingate, NC 28174
US

------------------------------ Email 6,293 ------------------------------

From: mldelrio
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Melissa Del Rio

------------------------------ Email 6,294 ------------------------------

From: mecha tahu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:16
Subject: Don't you DARE kill Net Neutrality
This new "Net Neutrality" guideline is a farce that completely goes against the concept of what Net Neutrality actually
is. Allowing this sort of change to happen will give companies incentives to give preferential treatment to some
services, provide zero incentives to actually improve their own service, and raise the cost of general broadband service
on the end user. The FCC argued as such back in 2010. You Know Who Made A Great Case Against Internet Fast
Lanes? The FCC<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-a-great-case-against-internet-fast-lanes-the-
fcc/>
image<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-a-great-case-against-internet-fast-lanes-the-fcc/>
You Know Who Made A Great Case Against Internet Fast ...<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-
a-great-case-against-internet-fast-lanes-the-fcc/>
Judging by new FCC Chair Tom Wheeler's vision of net neutrality, one might think the commission has no
understanding of the very concept it is claiming to try to en...
View on consumerist.com<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-a-great-case-against-internet-fast-
lanes-the-fcc/>
Preview by Yahoo

Of course, given that you were previously a lobbyist for the cellphone and cable companies that have been trying to
eliminate Net Neutrality over the last several years, I can't say I'm surprised by this. But know that I am incredibly
infuriated by this turn of events.

------------------------------ Email 6,295 ------------------------------

From: hirilonde
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Finnegan
10 Zackery Bend
Charlestown, RI 02813
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,296 ------------------------------

From: cobrabrandy22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Aaron Kooienga

------------------------------ Email 6,297 ------------------------------

From: gdrasny
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gabor Drasny

NY 12603
US

------------------------------ Email 6,298 ------------------------------

From: robinjonesart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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robin jones
22 bluff rd
columbia, SC 29201
US

------------------------------ Email 6,299 ------------------------------

From: reed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir/Madam:

I worked for a decade as a programmer at internet start-ups and
research institutions from Boston to Austin. The open internet
has been the defining technological development of my lifetime,
and I now see it is in peril.

Allowing the creation of toll lanes on the internet will prop up
entrenched media interests and crush innovation, the engine of
growth and global competitiveness. Please, don't let this happen.
Reclassify data traffic over the internet as telecommunications
to be regulated like voice traffic over the telephone network.
Otherwise, the internet as we know it will cease to exist, and
one more aspect of American life will be completely controlled by
a handful of very large corporate interests.

I am now a small farmer and middle school teacher. I see the
improvements in our rural community brought about by access to
the global internet, and I don't want to see those rolled back
by allowing carriers to restrict access to that network to
squeeze more profit out of it in the short-term by wrecking it
in the long.

Sincerely,
R.R. Underwood
PO Box 686
Knox City, TX 79529

(940) 657-3750

------------------------------ Email 6,300 ------------------------------

From: tb144560
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 9:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would greatly appreciate classify internet as a Title II Communications Service. I do not support a closed internet and
believe Net Neutrality will hugely diminish creativity and productivity of this nation. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 6,301 ------------------------------
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From: pragmaticvalue
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:17
Subject:
Dear Sir or Madam:

You are undoubtedly aware of studies showing that the United States lags the developed world in the speed and price of
internet access. (See New America Foundation, "Cost of
Connectivity"http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013).

Greater competition or greater regulation would be two possible solutions to this poor performance, but the current FCC
 approach to internet services provides neither, occupying a middle ground where ISP oligopolies (and in some markets,
 effective monopolies) are allowed to take advantage of tax subsidies and grants of public right-of-way, but are not held
to account for the quality or cost of the services they provide. Absent meaningful regulation to accompany this public
support, those, and only those, companies who lobby for and receive government subsidization have grown, leading to a
 dearth of consumer choice.

At the same time, ISP's advertise, and U.S. consumers already pay for "unlimited", "high-speed" internet. To repeat,
high-speed access is already being paid for by the taxpayer, both at point of sale and through historical subsidization and
 use of public right of way. Even though we are paying more for poorer service compared to other industrialized
countries, the FCC now seems to be proposing, through an Orwellian-named "Open Internet" rule, to allow ISP's to lay
an additional toll on high-speed content delivery.

The cost of this toll will clearly be passed along to the consumer.  But to what end?  The proposal certainly won't spur
innovation - if anything, it will prevent startup companies from competing on the same footing as entrenched content
providers (some of which will benefit directly from the rent being authorized). Nor are any of these corporations in need
 of further financial subsidization to expand access (Comcast profit, for example, was up 28% to 1.7 Billion in  2013).

The simplest explanation is that lobbyists and former employees of the companies the FCC is supposed to be regulating
have been allowed to unduly influence policy making, whether through revolving door appointments or through overt
lobbying.

Instead of allowing this corporate capture of policy making to continue, the staff of the FCC should do its duty to the
public and classify ISP's as common carriers. There is no excuse for the cowardice being demonstrated.  These are
common carriers in every sense of the word, and should be regulated as such.

Suffice it to say that I am very much opposed to the proposed rule. Serve the people of the United States.

Sincerely,

Brian Watkins

Miami

------------------------------ Email 6,302 ------------------------------
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From: metzgerjoey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:17
Subject: No fast lanes for the Internet!
I want to keep this as simple as possible.
Fast lanes for the Internet will kill online start ups before they get going.
We won't have any future company's to rival apple or google...
The cable companies are donating millions of dollars to political parties and special interest groups inside the FCC. The
general public is more awake then ever and we are watching our officials with more and more scrutiny... The new FCC
guidelines are not what we where promised. The FCC is throwing the term net neutrality around more and more
however we know simply by following the money the FCC is owned by ComCast  at least in part.

I'd like to ask the FCC why anyone should have to pay for a fast lane when our tax payer dollars layer the ground work
for the Internet.. Internet companies are double dipping by charging users and content providers for Internet... I'm
paying for a 50MBS Internet connection shouldn't all of my services be at 50mbs?

My generation is the generation of the Internet cable companies are dying and they are trying to bleed us dry as they go.
 Internet providers are pulling over a 75% profit margin on DSL and digital cable Internet... Our tax payer dollars need
to insure the Internet is truly neutral.

------------------------------ Email 6,303 ------------------------------

From: irene32340
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Irene Weiser

------------------------------ Email 6,304 ------------------------------

From: sherdwhite
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

It is shameful that the internet has not been classified as a utility and regulated as such considering the monopoly status
held in many cities.

If you want to quell questions about Mr. Wheelers lobbyist background, do the right thing for the consumer.  Reclassify
the carriers and enforce net neutrality!

Sherd White
1012 Ayres Drive
Crestwood, MO 63126
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,305 ------------------------------

From: seba1865
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites
and services dictates success. You’ve got barriers to entry that are
low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a
neutral platform that I can put on this podcast and transmit it over
the internet without having to go through some corporate media
middleman. I can say what I want without censorship. I don’t have to
pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want
to change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create
high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive contractual
arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those
high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t pony up the cash for these
high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t
have a situation in which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of
the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality.

 ISPs need to be classified as common carriers, they use and carry the
signals on many of the same trunk lines. Why else do we pay all the
fees for service and rentals of equipment. how is it any different
than a cable company ? they both carry bytes and bits converted into a
visual and auditory medium, is there any real difference between them
? No - in fact ATT uverse uses the phone lines to push in their DSL
signal, cable and internet.  So why should there be any special need
for them made?

------------------------------ Email 6,306 ------------------------------

From: joanhello
To: openinternet"@fcc.gov
Date: 4/26/2014 9:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am firmly opposed to allowing internet service providers to charge more money for higher speeds.  Not only will this
give richer content providers an advantage over cash-poor start-ups independent of the quality of content, it will also
undermine the free flow of ideas, particularly political ideas, giving the rich more of a voice than ordinary people and
thus making our culture less democratic and, ultimately, less meritocratic as those who have already succeeded "pull up
the ladders" to protect themselves from competition by newer entrants into the field.  Keep the Net neutral!  Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 6,307 ------------------------------

From: wm.monier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Are all our leaders crazy??????
This would be another nail in free speech and mopre power again concentrated and controlled by the few.
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bm

william monier
163 East Shore Tr
Sparta, NJ 07871
US

------------------------------ Email 6,308 ------------------------------

From: wm.monier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Are all our leaders crazy??????
This would be another nail in free speech and mopre power again concentrated and controlled by the few.

bm

william monier
163 East Shore Tr
Sparta, NJ 07871
US

------------------------------ Email 6,309 ------------------------------

From: joe8mofo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joshua Goode

Suwanee, GA 30024
US

------------------------------ Email 6,310 ------------------------------

From: bottaroenrico
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

enrico bottaro
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piazza montecarmelo 1
loano, PA 17025
IT

------------------------------ Email 6,311 ------------------------------

From: undertaker9551
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Matt, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Matt

------------------------------ Email 6,312 ------------------------------

From: janet leshner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Janet Leshner
18 Pittsford Way
Nanuet, NY 10954
US

------------------------------ Email 6,313 ------------------------------
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From: epolk1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Erik Polk

------------------------------ Email 6,314 ------------------------------

From: donyedonye
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
donye sacco

------------------------------ Email 6,315 ------------------------------

From: slimbradyy
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:21
Subject: Really?
This country prides itself on capitalism and the competition that betters businesses by making one company try to outdo
another. And you're going to let comcast basically take over the cable industry and turn it into a monopoly? I can't
believe what this country is turning into and if this net neutrality bullshit falls through I think you are going to begin
seeing a lot of civil unrest. Just watch the goddamn South Park episode on Comcast for god's sake.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,316 ------------------------------

From: mecha tahu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:21
Subject: Don't you DARE kill Net Neutrality
This new "Net Neutrality" guideline is a farce that completely goes against the concept of what Net Neutrality actually
is. Allowing this sort of change to happen will give companies incentives to give preferential treatment to some
services, provide zero incentives to actually improve their own service, and raise the cost of general broadband service
on the end user. The FCC argued as such back in 2010. You Know Who Made A Great Case Against Internet Fast
Lanes? The FCC<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-a-great-case-against-internet-fast-lanes-the-
fcc/>

image<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-a-great-case-against-internet-fast-lanes-the-fcc/>
You Know Who Made A Great Case Against Internet Fast ...<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-
a-great-case-against-internet-fast-lanes-the-fcc/>
Judging by new FCC Chair Tom Wheeler's vision of net neutrality, one might think the commission has no
understanding of the very concept it is claiming to try to en...
View on consumerist.com<http://consumerist.com/2014/04/25/you-know-who-made-a-great-case-against-internet-fast-
lanes-the-fcc/>
Preview by Yahoo

Of course, given that current FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler was previously a lobbyist for the cellphone and cable
companies that have been trying to eliminate Net Neutrality over the last several years, I can't say I'm surprised by this.
But know that I am incredibly infuriated by this turn of events.

------------------------------ Email 6,317 ------------------------------

From: michael.lell47
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>
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I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

------------------------------ Email 6,318 ------------------------------

From: mlubbs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Open Internet
To whom it may concern,

My name is Michael , and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
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companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Michael

------------------------------ Email 6,319 ------------------------------

From: lfmccabe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

L. F. McCabe
N5217 st
Spooner, WI 54801

------------------------------ Email 6,320 ------------------------------

From: grimleycj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chris Grimley

------------------------------ Email 6,321 ------------------------------

From: ceolsen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Corey E. Olsen

------------------------------ Email 6,322 ------------------------------

From: crystallee.crain
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Crystallee Crain

 48504

------------------------------ Email 6,323 ------------------------------

From: tperry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Net Neutrality Comments
To whom it may concern,

My name is Tom Perry, and I am writing to object to the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is a very poor idea. Every ISP
already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service that is not competitive on a global basis. Charging
companies for providing data as well is very short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already do not have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net neutrality,
that is not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy that will harm America's economy and global competitiveness.

Thank you very much for your time,

Tom Perry
Powell, Ohio

------------------------------ Email 6,324 ------------------------------

From: coschlingloff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Chris Schlingloff

------------------------------ Email 6,325 ------------------------------

From: byrnesa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Amanda Byrnes
127 Co. Hwy. 5
Otego, NY 13825

------------------------------ Email 6,326 ------------------------------

From: love gloria
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gloria Love
191 Warbranch Rd.
Central, SC 29630
US

------------------------------ Email 6,327 ------------------------------

From: mjulinger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Ulinger

 97124

------------------------------ Email 6,328 ------------------------------

From: hairdryerdog
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Walker Everette

------------------------------ Email 6,329 ------------------------------

From: seba1865
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:24
Subject: No Go on Fast Lanes
To whom it may concern,

My name is Sebastian , and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent
proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge
for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning the candle at
both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very
high rates for mediocre service, and can't even say with certainty
what level of service they are getting. Charging companies for
providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

it generates censorship based on those that can pay and afford,
diminishing the ability of those less fortunate to have equal access
to simple things like Wikipedia, or the free college courses many
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universities like MIT, and Harvard offer online.

Furthermore, the United States already has one of the slowest networks
in the world with nations of similar Gross Domestic Product. This
would only make  that problem worse and widen the gap. Just look at
how many places still use DIAL UP for access to the internet!

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice
as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we would be stuck with poor
service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not
only will new internet companies be hurt by the policy, new and small
ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service
providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net neutrality, that's
not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But
failing that, at least refrain from implementing this policy that does
nothing for consumers and everything for a single slice of the nation.

Thank you very much for your time,

Sebastian

------------------------------ Email 6,330 ------------------------------

From: iamragmar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Adam Gilmour

------------------------------ Email 6,331 ------------------------------

From: lwjander
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Please reconsider the direction you have proposed. In my opinion this will be a step toward the direction of taking away
net neutrality from the average person and will ultimately end up costing the internet users more money. Thanks for
listening.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,332 ------------------------------

From: ccorneilson
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:25
Subject: Net Neutrality is a must
I will keep this brief and let others quote the statistics. I just wanted to add my voice to the overwhelming number of
citizens who are begging you to do right by the people of the nation rather than giving the corporations one more perk to
 pad their profits. No one should own the internet; just as no corporate interest should influence the FCC.  The internet is
 an amazing democracy right now where competition thrives by content and quality.  Don't take that away, PLEASE.
No one should get a highway to information and force others to go by cowpath.  It isn't right.  It isn't fair. It isn't good
for America.

Please listen to your citizens.  Please insist on net neutrality for our future.

Thank you for listening and for opening up this mailbox.

Christine Tenery

------------------------------ Email 6,333 ------------------------------

From: jameswrodriguez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:25
Subject: Disturbed by Fast Lane Proposal
To Chairman Wheeler,

My name is James Rodriguez, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a "fast lane"  in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is simply not a good idea. It
sets a precedent that will seriously harm competition and American innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new
companies. In a world where all internet traffic is not treated identically small start-ups have little chance to succeed and
 risk being outspent by established competitors for bandwidth or extorted by large ISPs (Comcast in light of its proposed
 merger with Time Warner has the capacity to cause tremendous harm).

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already do not have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. This would not
 be net neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. Failing that, I hope it will not implement this
disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

James Rodriguez

------------------------------ Email 6,334 ------------------------------

From: lilbambi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

ISPs should be providing the pipes only! Not deciding who should be getting to what and at what speed. That's nuts.

Fran Parker
244 Liberty Street
Dendron, VA 23839
US

------------------------------ Email 6,335 ------------------------------

From: tcurtis45
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:26
Subject: Net neutrality is imperative to survival of information
It is obvious you have sold out to big corporate interest and are not interested in protecting the services for the
consumers. However if you would kindly pull your heads out of your collective asses it is not difficult to see that by
allowing these massive entities to charge tolls for access to their consumer networks. You do understand that is double
sipping against the customers. I already pay Comcast to provide a service to me. They should not be turning around and
charging a company to provide that same service to me.

In addition, with the recent requirement by Comcast for Netflix to setup direct peering, a retard can see that companies
like Comcast can now squeeze other content companies from coming into their market.

In closing, wake the hell up and smell the coffee. Obviously this is not a business professional letter, because you are
not conducting yourselves like business professionals.

Get your money grubbing hands off my internet.

Sincerely,

An internet engineer.

------------------------------ Email 6,336 ------------------------------

From: dlhnorth2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Hansen

------------------------------ Email 6,337 ------------------------------

From: sharon.kelly
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sharon Kelly
1342 S. 31st St
Philadelphia, PA 19146
US

------------------------------ Email 6,338 ------------------------------

From: lamadillon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Dillon
45 Washington Road
Springfield, MA 01108
US

------------------------------ Email 6,339 ------------------------------

From: tenapat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tena Patrick
1105 northshore dr
Castilian Springs, TN 37031
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,340 ------------------------------

From: ensignlee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:27
Subject: I support Net Neutrality.
To whom it may concern,

My name is Edmund Lee, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Edmund Lee

------------------------------ Email 6,341 ------------------------------

From: shearlefurnish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shearle Furnish

------------------------------ Email 6,342 ------------------------------

From: hostility00
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:27
Subject: Don't abandon an open internet.
To whom it may concern,

My name is Josh, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
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mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the
problem:http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html[1] You may wish to read it as well.

Thank you very much for your time,

Josh

------------------------------ Email 6,343 ------------------------------

From: osirisforever
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
While I doubt this message will sway anyone, I felt it would be an ethical violation if I didn't at least try.

Everyone knows the FCC is corrupt. If it weren't, we would have lots of ISP choices and the government wouldn't be
bending over for companies like Comcast and Verizon. Those companies would be required to share their utility lines
just like in e very other developed country in the world. We also know that the FCC is as corrupt as any other
government organization, bow composed primarily of lawyers who used to work directly for the companies they're bike
responsible for "regulating".

Therefore, I expect the FCC to do exactly the opposite of what is in the best interest of the American people -- that is,
not turning the internet into a corporate money making scheme.

I urge whomever reads this (if anyone ever does) to abandon this direction away from a free and open internet. Do not
allow companies to discriminate against specific websites or internet users. Alas, as lobbyist money pours into the Swiss
 bank accounts of individuals on the FCC board, I doubt these emails will ever even be considered. As I said, though, I
couldn't in good conscience stand by and do nothing.

I urge the FCC to be less corrupt, to hold companies responsible for their unfair practices towards consumers. To
embrace Net Neutrality with everything you've got and to shut the door on the constant stream of trips and money from
lobbyists looking to screw over the American people. You're better than that. I hope.

Sincerely,
Ryan P Houseman

------------------------------ Email 6,344 ------------------------------

From: ccorneilson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:27
Subject: Yeah, what he said.
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
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contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality

------------------------------ Email 6,345 ------------------------------

From: paulw.richards
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:28
Subject: True Net-Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Paul Richards, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time.

------------------------------ Email 6,346 ------------------------------

From: cykirsch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. Just about
every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging companies for providing data
as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
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Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. And don't try to claim
there's hundreds of companies to choose from. There may be 10 across the DFW metroplex, but in any one location you
have max 3 options, and sometimes just 1. All of them overpriced compared to other developed nations. With fast lanes,
 we would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new
internet companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will
pay for faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of
1934.

Thank you very much for your time,

Cy Kirsch

------------------------------ Email 6,347 ------------------------------

From: vanessadb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
vanessa diaz

------------------------------ Email 6,348 ------------------------------

From: jpwalthew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Janet P. Walthew
1318 252nd St NW
Stanwood, WA 98292

------------------------------ Email 6,349 ------------------------------

From: kylecausey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:30
Subject:
To whom it may concern,
My name is Kyle Causey, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.
As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.
Thank you very much for your time,
Kyle Causey

------------------------------ Email 6,350 ------------------------------

From: dbunkyj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dennis Bunker

 71106
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------------------------------ Email 6,351 ------------------------------

From: davidawilhelm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:31
Subject: net neutrality
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

   To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

   I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

   So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

   I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

   -David Wilhelm

------------------------------ Email 6,352 ------------------------------

From: mattr9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:32
Subject: You are killing the internet
Hi Tom,

Net neutrality is the most important concept for the internet today. Enabling ISPs to charge for preferred connections is
essentially allowing them to tax content providers. We all know how taxes work so that basically means the small
players are priced out of providing content to each and every person with an internet connection at an equal speed as the
 large players. If it doesn't make sense to you yet, let me put it bluntly. You are going to kill innovation on the internet!
This will cause the next Facebook, Square, Twitter, Google, Amazon, Netflix to spend unnecessary amounts of money
just to reach their customers on the same levels as the established companies. This is not fair. ISPs are a utility. If you
disagree, I would like to see an argument for why they should not be declared a utility. And the fact that they lobby
more is not a good reason.

I look forward to your reply, Tom!

Thanks,
Concerned Internet Users

------------------------------ Email 6,353 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: maura9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maura Buckley

------------------------------ Email 6,354 ------------------------------

From: snoopy7548
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:33
Subject: A Petition to End the Proposed Net-Neutrality Changes
To Whom It May Concern,

My name is Chris, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality, which affects
every single American.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for priority of internet access is an awful idea and
 completely against the original intent of the internet as it was created. Every major ISP (of which there are only a
handful servicing the entire country) already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging
companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

The real issue is the infrastructure, which desperately needs to be updated to keep up with new customers and demand.
If only a handful of major ISPs service the entire country, the solution is not to charge more money but to build their
infrastructure to handle the customers and areas they service.  Priority access, data caps, and and higher bills are not a
solution to the fact that ISPs "over-sell" their product and cannot keep up with their customers' ever-growing needs for
more bandwidth.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use.  In the town in which I
live, my only choice for internet is Comcast; many people live within a monopoly and cannot switch to another service.
 With fast lanes, we would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only
will new internet companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no
company will pay for faster speeds in just a few counties.
Allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. This is the complete
opposite of net neutrality.

As a consumer and US citizen, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers and deem the internet as a necessary
utility, since the internet is quickly becoming necessary for a successful life in America.  Like electricity or water, the
vast majority of US citizens and businesses cannot function in their daily lives without the internet.

But failing a re-classification of ISPs, at least refrain from implementing this disastrous policy.  The internet was not
invented to become profited from and privatized, it was a gift and allows innovation and technology to advance at a
rapid pace.

Many Americans are unaware of this issue, and those who are aware are terrified of what is to happen to the internet.
We live in a democracy where citizens as a whole are supposed to have the power to change things, not corporations.
We as American citizens do not want these plans to pass.  Please do not let the ISPs destroy our gift just so they can
continue to reap record profits on terrible services.

Thank you very much for your time,

Chris

------------------------------ Email 6,355 ------------------------------

From: widdershiznit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sandra Marion
2440 Acorn Dr
Atco, NJ 08004
US

------------------------------ Email 6,356 ------------------------------

From: kenneth.a.knox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:33
Subject: The New Net Neutrality Proposal Is a Terrible Idea
Dear Sir or Madam:
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The idea of allowing internet providers in the United States to offer "fast lanes" is shortsighted, and potentially
catastrophic. Internet providers have proven time, and time again that their only concern is their own profits, often to the
 determent to everyone else in the United States.

The internet is, quite simply, the single most important method of communication ever conceived of by man. Allowing
service providers to offer "fast lanes" will stifle innovation in the United States to an incredibly dangerous degree, and
will absolutely destroy any chance our country has of being number one at anything ever again. The future economic
damage would be catastrophic, as would the immediate. The ability of small start-ups to challenge incumbent
companies would be hamstrung. Our ability to create new ways of doing things would be severely repressed.  Every
country that implemented net neutrality would pass us by, and we would find ourselves at their technological mercy
inside of a few generations.

We cannot afford anything less than a completely neutral internet. Please classify internet providers as Title II Common
Carriers and keep the internet neutral.

Kenneth Knox
Atlanta, GA
B.S. Computer Engineering
Patent Attorney

------------------------------ Email 6,357 ------------------------------

From: regnurse1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jacqueline Vollmer
3 Grand St
Ronkonkoma, NY 11779
US

------------------------------ Email 6,358 ------------------------------

From: dskotnes18
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Darren Skotnes
4 Harding Ave
Delmar, NY 12054

------------------------------ Email 6,359 ------------------------------

From: p.osiczko
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:35
Subject: Please preserve net neutrality!
Dear Chairman Wheeler:

As one of countless professionals whose livelihood depends on the equal access to the Internet, I strongly urge you to
preserve the original spirit of net neutrality.

Without the Open Internet, we will lose that which makes the Internet great: drive to innovation, entrepreneurship, and
competition. Without the Open Internet we would be stuck in the dark ages of CompuServe and Teletext where each
enterprise would advocate for their own system without the possibility of information exchange, the very exchange
which constitutes the essence of the Internet. Without the Open Internet, free press will no longer fulfill the promise of
democracy. Without the Open Internet, your and my ISP bills will be subject to the back room deals of the ISPs and
content providers who can afford to strike those deals.

Please preserve net neutrality!

Respectfully,

Pawel Osiczko

------------------------------ Email 6,360 ------------------------------

From: candledancer86
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

helen Hartmann
729 brick drive
Henderson, NV 89002
US

------------------------------ Email 6,361 ------------------------------

From: jamesthies
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is madness.  The Internet must remain free and open to ALL.  If only because it pisses off corporation who hate our
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 freedom.

James Thies
705 Edison Timmerman Rd
Acra, NY 12405
US

------------------------------ Email 6,362 ------------------------------

From: jamesthies
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is madness.  The Internet must remain free and open to ALL.  If only because it pisses off corporation who hate our
 freedom.

James Thies
705 Edison Timmerman Rd
Acra, NY 12405
US

------------------------------ Email 6,363 ------------------------------

From: alexreustle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:37
Subject: FCC’s Open Internet Rules
Hello,

I’m writing to comment on the new, “Net Neutrality” proposal in the FCC’s Open Internet Rules. Chairman Wheeler
published a blog post on April 24th outlining his opinion of the new rules. He stressed that:

   1.   That all ISPs must transparently disclose to their subscribers and users all relevant information as to the policies
that govern their network;
   2.   That no legal content may be blocked; and
   3.   That ISPs may not act in a commercially unreasonable manner to harm the Internet, including favoring the traffic
from an affiliated entity.

   There are a number of oversights with this list of rules, loopholes that would harm myself and many others as
consumers of internet content.

   1. "Transparency of Corporate policies" does not benefit customers beholden to a monopoly. Monopoly power
continues to constrain the choice of Americans who pay higher fees for slower services because of lack of market
competition. The FCC should redouble efforts to break up monopoly and oligopoly power for the benefit of Americans
and our values of free-market capitalism.

   2. “no legal content may be blocked”. Good, no content online should ever be illegally blocked by the carrier. But this
brings me to item 3…

   3. "commercially unreasonable” ... "favoring the traffic” : This is the major problem. To put it in no uncertain terms,
online data discrimination is wrong. It is harmful to American citizens and the health of the open internet while
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benefiting only the companies the FCC is supposed to regulate. It is a de-facto violation of Mr. Wheeler’s #2 above, and
 continues to enshrine and entrench monopoly power, discussed in #1. The FCC should declare Internet Service
Providers to be Common Carriers, and subject them to the regulations and scrutiny. The Monopolies of Comcast,
Verizon, Time Warner and others should be broken up, and new incentives for companies bringing regional High-speed,
 fiber-optic networks should be created.

   In short, I oppose the spirit and letter of the FCC’s Open Internet Rules, as I believe the title to be an oxymoron. These
 rules benefit neither the open internet, nor the American people.

   On a personal note I want to thank whatever employee of the FCC spent their time reading this.
   Alexander Reustle,
   Odenton, Maryland 21113

------------------------------ Email 6,364 ------------------------------

From: bg43214
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

BEN GREGO
330 BROADMEADOWS
APT G
COLUMBUS, OH 43214
US

------------------------------ Email 6,365 ------------------------------

From: beajeff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Beatrice Wood
46 Fairlane Way
Holliston, MA 01746
US

------------------------------ Email 6,366 ------------------------------

From: maddogmpm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Madden

------------------------------ Email 6,367 ------------------------------

From: phefel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:38
Subject: Support Title II for Broadband
Please classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Phil

------------------------------ Email 6,368 ------------------------------

From: jljatone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:38
Subject: Net neutrality / fast lanes
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to you today to address the FCC recent actions regarding net neutrality.

Currently both consumers and businesses pay their respective ISP for access to the internet.

Consumers generally pay for the the ability to download data from businesses while businesses
pay to upload data to their customers.

Since both groups are already paying their respective ISP to transport their data at certain speeds what may I ask is the
point of the 'fast lane'? We've both already paid for that data to be delivered. Where is this idea that my ISP should also
be able charge companies to deliver their data (for which I've already paid them to deliver to me) coming from? Why
should these ISP be paid twice for the same data? Fedex does not get paid twice for the same package, why should my
ISP?

The ability for a last mile (consumer) ISP to give preferential treatment based on who is providing the data completely
flies in the face of net neutrality. It creates a pay to play platform where hurts the overall economy by creating a high
barrier of entry for new companies and stifles innovation. No longer can I start my own video platform and allow people
 to use it, because I haven't paid the last mile ISP enough money for the data I upload to my customers to be provided at
a sufficient rate, even though the customer is paying the ISP for a rate that is more than my platform requires. Not only
that but I would need to pay every last mile ISP to deliver this data to the customer we both serve.

In short 'fast lanes' help no one except the ISP and hurt everyone else. It should be prevented at all costs and ISP should
finally be branded the common carriers that they are. They offer to carrier packages and goods for any person, it just
happens that the package is data.

Sincerely,
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James Lawrence

------------------------------ Email 6,369 ------------------------------

From: tsmithmtb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:39
Subject: Open Internet
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

--
Taylor Smith

------------------------------ Email 6,370 ------------------------------

From: courtney.dimick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:39
Subject: We The People: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality. I am deeply troubled by the apparent
disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online future.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,
Courtney L. Dimick
Columbia University

mailto:
(646) 620-6747

------------------------------ Email 6,371 ------------------------------

From: henrydschmitz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Henry Schmitz
834 S. Walnut Street
Springfield, IL 62704
US

------------------------------ Email 6,372 ------------------------------

From: ryan.c.rouleau
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:40
Subject: The grim future of this nations internet.
Dear Sir/Madam,

I'm writing today to pass on my opinion of the future of net neutrilaty and the open internet.  To summarize, many of my
 peers and I are completely against the action of allowing 'internet fast lanes' being put in place, and instead would
greatly favour ISPs being designated as common carriers.

It is extremely troubling by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our
online future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet
content/service creators for a "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest,
most entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage.  It stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups, something completely against the idea of a free market which this
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country is so adimitly proud of. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's YouTube, when
Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is absolutely disastrous for
the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
Poasibly even more alarming is that it is obvious these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable
monopolies already in place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet
access in this day and age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access:
Televisions, Phones, Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to
increase.
Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk.
This moment in time is crucial to the future of this great nation and the way hundreds of millions of people use several
devices and services every day.  It is absolutely vital that the FCC makes the right decision in favor of the consumers
and the citizens of The United States of America, and not large monopolistic ethically corrupt ISPs.

As a citizen, it ia becoming increasingly obvious to me that the majority of Americans feel the same on this extremely
important issue of our generation.  I urge this regulartory body not just to reclassify the ISP's as common carriers and
halt their growing greed and corrupt ways, but to also block the merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable.

I sincerely hope, not just for me, but for the future of my children and my childeren's childeren , that the right moves are
 made in the coming months.

I sincerely thank you for taking the time to read this letter and taking my and many other's comments into account.
Have a great day,
Ryan Rouleau.

------------------------------ Email 6,373 ------------------------------

From: hennesseymaw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Maureen Hennessey
406 West Price Street
Philadelphia, PA 19144
US

------------------------------ Email 6,374 ------------------------------

From: devanneuvirth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:40
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Internet service providers have shown time and again that as an industry the "free market" has not self regulated in any
way that is good for there consumers.  To think that anything sorry of reclassification as common carriers will have any
kind of positive effect is ridiculous.

Thank you for your time
A Devan Neuvirth
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------------------------------ Email 6,375 ------------------------------

From: deviantv1ral
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:40
Subject: Net neutrality

>To whom it may concern,

>My name is Francis, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

>Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

>It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

>Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

>Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

>As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
 this disastrous policy.

>Thank you very much for your time,

>Francis

Please excuse my brevity, as I am typing on this tiny, tiny, keyboard

------------------------------ Email 6,376 ------------------------------

From: booksanon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

B Allen
14th
Tuscaloosa, AL 35403
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,377 ------------------------------

From: dale
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dale Larson

diamondl5.com

------------------------------ Email 6,378 ------------------------------

From: nieft
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Linda Nieft

------------------------------ Email 6,379 ------------------------------

From: laurathompson8680
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Laura Thompson
515 Lilly Ave
Louisville, KY 40217
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,380 ------------------------------

From: cpierce008
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

OF, BY AND FOR THE CORPORATIONS IS WHAT HITLER AND MUSSOLINI WANTED IN SETTING UP
EUROPEAN GOVERNMENTS AS FASCIST STATES!

THIS IS AMERICA WHICH, ACCORDING TO OUR FOUNDING PAPERS, IS A DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF,
BY AND FOR "THE PEOPLE."
A THIRD GRADER COULD TELL YOU CORPORATIONS ARE NOT PEOPLE!  WHAT NEXT?  A CHARGE
FOR THE AIR WE BREATHE PAID TO CORPORATIONS?

I SERVED AND WAS WILLING TO DIE FOR THE COUNTRY I LOVE.  THAT WAS A BIG DEAL TO ME.
HOW MUCH DO YOU LOVE AMERICA?  YOU ARE PAID TO REPRESENT ME!!

NO TO KILLING NET NEUTRALITY

NO TO A MERGER OF COMCAST AND TIME WARNER, HORRIBLE THIEVES!

NO TO FASCISM!

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Charles Pierce
8 Medallion Drive
Otego, NY 13825
US

------------------------------ Email 6,381 ------------------------------

From: bwoott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Wootton

Estancia, NM 87016
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,382 ------------------------------

From: fmangona
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:41
Subject: Net neutrality

>To whom it may concern,

>My name is Francis, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

>Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

>It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

>Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

>Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

>As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
 this disastrous policy.

>Thank you very much for your time,

> Francis

Please excuse my brevity, as I am typing on this tiny, tiny, keyboard.

------------------------------ Email 6,383 ------------------------------

From: drumstruck52
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Charles Santora
351 Miller Pond Rd
Grantham, NH 03753
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,384 ------------------------------

From: ja coh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Cohen

TX
US

------------------------------ Email 6,385 ------------------------------

From: bdobrinsky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brian Dobrinsky
329 Willow st.
South Hempstead, NY 11550
US

------------------------------ Email 6,386 ------------------------------

From: alex.hill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Alex, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is a bad idea. It's burning the
candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging
 companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
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faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

-- Alex

------------------------------ Email 6,387 ------------------------------

From: neel182
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marcos Cezario
Napoles
59
Ipatinga 35164091
BR

------------------------------ Email 6,388 ------------------------------

From: colaboratory
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC,

The internet is a vital public utility, and should be protected as such. Please designate providers, such as Comcast, as
common carriers. A failure to do so serves only to allow the mediocrity they've demonstrated in the cable television
industry to consume the internet. It will also raise barriers to entry that will prove prohibitive to innovators. The FCC
should be interested in promoting the interests of these innovators over entrenched entities at every opportunity.

Thank you,
Bryan Lawson

------------------------------ Email 6,389 ------------------------------

From: jacob.a.bennett
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jacob Bennett

------------------------------ Email 6,390 ------------------------------

From: daniel.r.betts
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:44
Subject: Net Neutrality Plans
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.
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As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Daniel Betts

------------------------------ Email 6,391 ------------------------------

From: kylekatarn7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:44
Subject: Internet Neutrality is Necessary
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

------------------------------ Email 6,392 ------------------------------

From: brucecratty
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bruce Cratty
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------------------------------ Email 6,393 ------------------------------

From: matt.scharbrough
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,394 ------------------------------

From: jason.eldredge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:45
Subject: Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Internet access absolutely should be regulated as tightly as a utility like phone service. Giving priority to the already
absurdly wealthy (ie the largest corporations) will fundamentally damage free and equal communication through
internet service.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Eldredge
60 E Cliff St
Somerville, NJ 08876
US

------------------------------ Email 6,395 ------------------------------
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From: jason.eldredge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:45
Subject: Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Internet access absolutely should be regulated as tightly as a utility like phone service. Giving priority to the already
absurdly wealthy (ie the largest corporations) will fundamentally damage free and equal communication through
internet service.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Eldredge
60 E Cliff St
Somerville, NJ 08876
US

------------------------------ Email 6,396 ------------------------------

From: ltoner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mr.L.Laurie Toner
554 Washington St. #2
Brighton, MA 02135
US

------------------------------ Email 6,397 ------------------------------

From: mw2446
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Broadband needs to be reclassified as a telecommunications service - which is EXACTLY what it is.  Get out of the
dark ages and into the new millennium!!!!

Michael Warner
211 Ironwood Dr
Carmel, IN 46033
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,398 ------------------------------

From: khayb55
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathy Bradley

------------------------------ Email 6,399 ------------------------------

From: fmrm89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Fred Mursu
80 myron st. #4
Ortonville, MI 48462
US

------------------------------ Email 6,400 ------------------------------

From: jason
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:48
Subject: Net Neutrality is Only Answer
Mr. Wheeler,

As a tax paying private citizen and as a small business owner providing IT services in the DFW metroplex, I beg you to
reconsider your recent changed stance on Net Neutrality. The web should be equal to all citizens and companies. This is
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a huge mistake if you go about this any other way. Please fix this problem before ISPs change the Internet in ways that
we be harmful to citizens and small business innovation in this country.

Sincerely,

Jason Osborne

SOHOLogics

P: 214.766.7168

W: www.sohologics.com<http://www.sohologics.com>

F: www.facebook.com/sohologics<http://www.facebook.com/sohologics>

Y: www.youtube.com/sohologics<http://www.youtube.com/sohologics>

Proudly offering affordable IT Support, Web Design, Internet Marketing and Online Review Management services for
Dallas Fort Worth Businesses since 2000.

------------------------------ Email 6,401 ------------------------------

From: roboticpressure
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:49
Subject: Feedback
The president ran on a platform of net neutrality and subsidized net for all members of our nation.

In the past 6 years we have seen the exact opposite.

I urge you to remember that the internet is just as important as the invention of fire, and those who stand in the way of
free and open internet are committing grave crimes against humanity.

History will judge you harshly.

Thank you for your time.

-O

--
Ma. October Surprise
Rogue Sociologist

------------------------------ Email 6,402 ------------------------------

From: lancey3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
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"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

With the current internet situation in America we are becoming less and less competitive on global scale. Our
infrastructure is YEARS behind in this country. How can we respect ourselves as the leader in the World in technology,
gdp, and prosperity if we cannot innovate as fast as other nations. Net neutrality is one of the most important issues
relating to technology facing us today. Companies like Comcast and Time Warner control so much and they are trying
to merge? The would control 2/3s of the Cable News and 75-85 Percent of all Cable Internet in the country.

I beg you to support the cause.

Sincerely a concerned America,

Lance Tuller

------------------------------ Email 6,403 ------------------------------

From: twigens4ever
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Faust
512 west elizabeth st.
Sulhur, LA 70663
US

------------------------------ Email 6,404 ------------------------------
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From: hannah.r.lindner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:50
Subject: Two Tiered Internet
Commissioner Wheeler,

I am a 22 year old college graduate living on my own with a full time job. I don't have the time or energy to fight the
system. I almost never follow through with the links I "like" on Facebook. So realize, by writing this, it means I find it
truly important.

I ask you sincerely to not to create a two tiered internet. This will make it even harder for small companies who cannot
pay the extra fee for faster streaming rates. It will also wind up costing the buyer more.

I already have no choice about my internet provider. Time Warner Cable is the ONLY provider for my apartment
building. They have increased my rate by 3$ in the last six months even though it was supposed to be a fixed yearly rate.
 Unfortunately there is nothing I can do about it unless I move, or if I want to live without the internet (which I do not).

Please do not to make this decision. It will only benefit the very few already ultra wealthy, ultra powerful cable
companies. Instead, outside companies should be able to rent internet cables from TWC and create mass competition
like in Europe. As Tim Berners-Lee said "This is for everyone".

Sincerely,

Hannah Lindner

------------------------------ Email 6,405 ------------------------------

From: no
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

gabe dsmidt
804 57th st.
Emeryville, CA 94703
US

------------------------------ Email 6,406 ------------------------------

From: sdm350
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:50
Subject: Keep the internet open
Allowing ISPs to enable a "fast lane" is downright criminal.

ISPs already charge absurd amounts of money for mediocre service, and most of us are stuck with one option for high
speed internet: Comcast - which is why they are continually able to be the worst company in America and still be in
business, they have a monopoly (but that is a discussion for another day).
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Allowing ISPs to charge companies like Netflix for "faster access" is a way for them to get their piece of the
entertainment industry, with the decline of cable. See, we sadly live in a day and age when innovation is squashed
because of political corruption and conflicts of interest. The already too-rich executives at comcast want to keep their
profit from ridiculously high cable prices, but a new company has come along that is a much better experience and deal
for the consumer (Netflix, amazon instant video, hulu,etc). As a result, the large cable companies are throwing childish
tantrums and trying to get a piece of a profit without any of the innovation. It is extortion and blackmail.

Broadband internet access needs to be classified as a Title II service, making sure the ISPs only carry the information,
not mess with it.

The internet is the "new" american dream. It is such an incredible resource that allows people to innovate in ways they
never thought possible. By allowing traffic to be divided into a "fast lane" for companies that can afford to pay for it,
you're setting all of America back 20 years into the past.

It makes me sick to think about the consequences of killing Net Neutrality, but I hope that I never have to see it happen.
All because the rich want to get richer in their dying business.

Thank you,
Sean

------------------------------ Email 6,407 ------------------------------

From: mikemiller463
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Miller

MN
US

------------------------------ Email 6,408 ------------------------------

From: cepheus42
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:51
Subject: Net Neutraility Proposal
The current new proposed rules on Net Neutrality will spell an end to the internet as we know it, turning it into a tiered
service controlled entirely by cable companies and reducing competition as well as stifling innovation.  It is clear to me
and others that the FCC has chosen to give in to Cable company demands rather then doing the right and appropriate
thing: designating these cable companies as common carriers, which would allow the FCC to return to the previous rules
 that were recently thrown out in court.  It is another shining example of how corporate dollars control our country, not
what is best and right for the people of America.  The internet has always been left wide open, and should remain that
way, not edited and firewalled by greedy cable companies who already make vast profits.

Bandwidth is already controlled by the cable companies.  Routers and other equipment will only allow X amounts of
pieces of data through, so the argument that some providers are "bandwidth" hogs is entirely a red herring, since their
data streams do not change how much bandwidth the cable companies are providing, or how much data gets through at
one time.  Consumers pay for X amount of bandwidth speed, and should be able to use that bandwidth on what they
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desire for content.  In addition, cable companies are already charging hideously high amounts for broadband access, in
markets where there are usually no competition or alternatives to their prices.  Web providers, on the other hand,
ALREADY PAY for their bandwidth and access to the internet.  Now they must pay additional fees to cable providers
for "preferred" access or to keep their data from being slowed down or, even worse, blocked entirely.

We, the American people, funded and created most of the backbone for the internet with our tax dollars.  It is wrong
now for rich industrialists to take it over and control it, forcing us to watch only the content they allow to get through
based on what profits they can make.  Do the right thing.  Label cable companies as common carriers and stop them
from limiting our access to the data and information we seek.  The history of America is change, and its time for cable
to adapt and change, not try to funnel new technology through their old business models in order to continue their
monopolistic behaviors as long as possible.  They adapt or they go out of business, and the rest of the country will move
 on to whatever replaces them.

Sincerely,

Jeffery M. Reynolds
Catonsville, Maryland

------------------------------ Email 6,409 ------------------------------

From: nothoney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sheryl Bottner

------------------------------ Email 6,410 ------------------------------

From: ejbright
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:52
Subject: Comment on Open Internet or "Two Speed Internet"
Dear Sir,

The articles that are being presented to the public on the Open Internet are framed on "rich vs. poor" or income
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inequality. I am sure there are valid technical reasons for the need for a two speed internet. However I have not seen any
 technical reasons described in the media. Back in the mid-90's when "Video on Demand" was being researched, there
was a discussion about how the "packets" would be transferred from the routers and switches. Being a Mechanical
Engineer who was on the fringes of the development, I was amazed at the complexity and did not have the time or
interest to fully understand the system. I knew that all of the data and voice transmissions were broken down into
"Asynchronous Packets" and different packets could take different routes to their destination and then be re-assembled
into the data or voice signal. Small interruptions were allowed in the final voice message because it would be tolerated
by the person receiving the message.

However the television signals were far more critical since they involved video and voice to be fully synchronized and
and lack of synchronization or interruption would be annoying to the viewer. At that time the video/voice packets were
being sent over "Isochronous Packets" and received some type of priority (Sorry, don't know how) as they were sent
thru the routers and switches.

I'm not sure of the figures, but video transmissions take up around 35%? of the internet traffic and it is supplied by a
minuscule number of companies as compared to the total number of companies that rely on the internet for their
business. Also since the biggest selling point for TV's, iPads and cell phones is "HiDefinition" it is only going to
maintain its exponential growth.

I don't think that 99% of the public, myself included, understand how information travels thru the internet, who
maintains and pays for the routers, switches or data centers, the massive amount of mathematical calculations that is
performed to turn on one pixel on a display. Perhaps a more technical explanation and how the future will be affected if
we do not make some basic changes to the structure of the internet to keep it viable for future users may gain more
traction with the public.

Sincerely,

Edward Bright
Camp Hill, PA

------------------------------ Email 6,411 ------------------------------

From: rdkrab
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ron Rabold
1590 Arndt Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15237

------------------------------ Email 6,412 ------------------------------

From: kerratcleartel
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 9:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kerrie Miller
5315 NW 99th Lane
Coral Springs, FL 33076
US

------------------------------ Email 6,413 ------------------------------

From: jwwhite54
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

JERRY WHITE
Po Box 765
Augusta, GA 30906
US

------------------------------ Email 6,414 ------------------------------

From: mordy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:53
Subject: Just clarify the Internet a utility already
Do your job and classify the net correctly for the future of the Internet

Isps add literally nothing useful to justify their current status as value added carriers, nor have they ever in their
existence

Mordy

------------------------------ Email 6,415 ------------------------------

From: brummerville
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Brummer
914 Tulane Ave
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Salina, KS 67401
US

------------------------------ Email 6,416 ------------------------------

From: vernsan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:54
Subject: Net Neutrality Ruling
FCC,

   My name is Bhavin Patel, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Best Regards,

   Bhavin Patel

------------------------------ Email 6,417 ------------------------------

From: lishchris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christopher Lish
PO Box 113
Olema, CA 94950
US

------------------------------ Email 6,418 ------------------------------
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From: armeenwashere
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dionne Erazo
Goldenrod
Sarasota, FL 34239
US

------------------------------ Email 6,419 ------------------------------

From: jeff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Your actions are disgusting and the man in charge is a paid lackey. As an American I am both appalled and incensed. I
will do all I can to stop you.

Sincerely,
--

Jeff McNeill

http://jeffmcneill.com<http://jeffmcneill.com/>
+66 (0)80 673 1438

------------------------------ Email 6,420 ------------------------------

From: qboy6969
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Roi Mitchell
5680 Starkey Rd, SW
Roanoke, VA 24018
US

------------------------------ Email 6,421 ------------------------------

From: griach1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:56
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
J R

------------------------------ Email 6,422 ------------------------------

From: mghemke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:56
Subject: Keep the Internet free
Please don't allow for selective traffic filtering on the Internet. The
beauty of the Internet is that the user selects the content.

Some of the best parts of the internet are not produced by gigantic
coorporations, entities that can't afford to pay to have their packets
sped up, but deserve equal bandwidth.

Examples that come immediately to mind:
Downton Abbey episodes streaming on PBS.
Open Source and Crowd Funded campaigns like Blender's gooseberry project
(gooseberry.blender.org)

I am not in the position to force my ISP to deliver my traffic fairly,
but the FCC is.

Please keep the internet free.

-Matt Hemke
(608)698-5571
PO Box 1825
Wrightwood, CA 92397-1825

------------------------------ Email 6,423 ------------------------------

From: phazethru+poli
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:56
Subject: I support net neutrality (Broadband as Title 2 Telecommunications  service)
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FCC,

Allowing ISP to offer a 'fast lane' for internet service can and will lead to a situation where only large players with deep
pockets are able to successfully deliver their content.  This will reduce innovation in a country that is already falling
behind in the global technological race.

Please oppose these 'fast lane's and treat broadband as a Title 2 Telecommunications service.

Lawrence Engleman

North Carolina, Wake County

------------------------------ Email 6,424 ------------------------------

From: carolk1943
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carol King
1445 East Pond Drive
Okemos, MI 48864
US

------------------------------ Email 6,425 ------------------------------

From: isaackittle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Isaac Kittle, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
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neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time

------------------------------ Email 6,426 ------------------------------

From: jeff.million
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:56
Subject:
Type II telecommunications. Anything else is borderline treasonous.

------------------------------ Email 6,427 ------------------------------

From: wlcooper1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Cooper

------------------------------ Email 6,428 ------------------------------

From: trimmrstroy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Helen Michie

------------------------------ Email 6,429 ------------------------------

From: pdinhofer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Peter Dinhofer

------------------------------ Email 6,430 ------------------------------

From: wealthgen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Carter

------------------------------ Email 6,431 ------------------------------

From: hannah.r.lindner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:57
Subject:
Dear Commissioner,

I am a 22 year old college graduate living on my own with a full time job. I don't have the time or energy to fight the
system. I almost never follow through with the links I "like" on Facebook. So realize, by writing this, it means I find it
truly important.

I ask you sincerely to not to create a two tiered internet. This will make it even harder for small companies who cannot
pay the extra fee for faster streaming rates. It will also wind up costing the buyer more.

I work in independent film and TV. Without platforms like netflix, hulu and youtube many of the great projects I am
involved with would have never existed. If users are forced to pay more for these services then membership will decline
and small scale artists and filmmakers will not have the same opportunities. Only films that can afford to pay more will
be seen by people who can afford to pay more. Art should not be just for the rich.

Monopolies ensure that the buyers will have no choice but to pay the fee or stop using the service. Time Warner Cable
is the ONLY provider for my apartment building. They have increased my rate by 3$ in the last six months even though
it was supposed to be a fixed yearly rate. Unfortunately there is nothing I can do about it unless I move, or if I want to
live without the internet (which I do not).

Please do not to make this decision. It will only benefit the very few already ultra wealthy, ultra powerful cable
companies. Instead, outside companies should be able to rent internet cables from TWC and create mass competition
like in Europe. As Tim Berners-Lee said "This is for everyone".

Sincerely,

Hannah Lindner

------------------------------ Email 6,432 ------------------------------

From: baronthegaycat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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REALLY GETTING TIRED OF RICH GREEDY OLD WHITE MEN LIKE YOU TRYING TO CONTROL EVERY
ASPECT OF OUR LIVES ON THIS PLANET. I LOOK FORWARD TO SEEING ALL OF YOU SHITBAGS IN
HELL, BUT UNTIL THEN, PLEASE HURRY UP AND DIE ALREADY.

Sincerely yours,
A very pissed off American

Ashley Beth

------------------------------ Email 6,433 ------------------------------

From: thegraphicist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jonathan Klein
84 Minuteman Dr.
Concord, MA 01742
US

------------------------------ Email 6,434 ------------------------------

From: zereoue20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern:

Please, keep the net neutral.

From: Christopher Church, Moundsville, WV

------------------------------ Email 6,435 ------------------------------

From: mdemartino1991
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:58
Subject: We already gave democracy to the highest bidder, we shouldn't do  the same with the internet.
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."
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- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

------------------------------ Email 6,436 ------------------------------

From: pete9348
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:58
Subject: Your net neutrality is not neutral at all
Dear Sir or Madam:

You are undoubtedly aware of studies showing that the United States lags the developed world in the speed and price of
internet access. (See New America Foundation, "Cost of
Connectivity"http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013[1] ).

Greater competition or greater regulation would be two possible solutions to this poor performance, but the current FCC
 approach to internet governance provides neither, occupying a middle ground where ISP oligopolies (and in some
markets, effective monopolies) are allowed to take advantage of tax subsidies and grants of public right-of-way, but are
not held to account for the quality or cost of the services they provide. Absent meaningful regulation to accompany this
public support, those, and only those, companies who lobby for and receive government subsidization have grown,
leading to a dearth of consumer choice.

At the same time, ISP's advertise, and U.S. consumers already pay for "unlimited", "high-speed" internet. To repeat,
high-speed access is already being paid for by the taxpayer, both at point of sale and through historical subsidization and
 use of public right of way. Even though we are paying more for poorer service compared to other industrialized
countries, the FCC now seems to be proposing, through an Orwellian-named "Open Internet" rule, to allow ISP's to lay
an additional toll on high-speed content delivery.

The cost of this toll will clearly be passed along to the consumer. But to what end? The proposal certainly won't spur
innovation - if anything, it will prevent startup companies from competing on the same footing as entrenched content
providers (some of which will benefit directly from the rent being authorized). Nor are any of these corporations in need
 of further financial subsidization to expand access (Comcast profit, for example, was up 28% to 1.7 Billion in 2013).

The simplest explanation is that lobbyists and former employees of the companies the FCC is supposed to be regulating
have been allowed to unduly influence policy making, whether through revolving door appointments or through overt
lobbying. This is not acceptable.

Instead of allowing this corporate capture of policy making to continue, the staff of the FCC should do its duty to the
public and classify ISP's as common carriers. There is no excuse for the cowardice being demonstrated. These are
common carriers in every sense of the word, and should be regulated as such.

Suffice it to say that I am very much opposed to the proposed rule. Serve the people of the United States.

Luke Peterson
Computer Science Undergrad
College of Science and Engineering
University of Minnesota - Twin Cities
Phone 612-245-9863

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 6,437 ------------------------------

From: turechkw
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

You are supposed to serve the American people, not the corporations.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kristina Turechek
392 Hathaway Road
Otego, NY 13825
US

------------------------------ Email 6,438 ------------------------------

From: cbnewman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:58
Subject: Keep the internet open, free and fair
I am writing this email to protest in the strongest possible terms the recent decision to end net neutrality. This is an
obvious landgrab on the part of deep-pocketed telecommunications corporations and lobbyist groups.

The reason that the Internet is such a robust and vibrant technology is because of the equanimity and anonymity with
which all data packets are treated. Creating a pay-for-access priority lane will squeeze out start-ups and other poorly
funded enterprises which will be vital for the growth and health of the network. 

As Senator Barak Obama himself said on 6/8/2006: 

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality.”

Of course, the cynical side of me would say that this was said before the CEO of Comcast personally donated $76,000
to Obama’s presidential campaign...

------------------------------ Email 6,439 ------------------------------

From: somebodybond
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:59
Subject: Proposed net neutrality rule changes
I’m an avid user of the internet – it allows for a measure of social interaction when my mental illnesses are flaring up
and preventing face-to-face interaction, and it lets me find other folks like me around the world even when I may be
hard-pressed to do so in person. (As a politically-moderate, physically and mentally disabled, gay, Christian young adult
 white male musician, it can be kind of difficult to find anyone else with remotely similar viewpoints on life any other
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way.) I also very much enjoy reading stories and comics, playing text-based and video games, taking educational
classes, finding inspiration for and sharing music, and more while online.  As such, these rule changes *directly impact*
 a significant aspect of my daily life.

The rule changes you have proposed do not contribute towards net neutrality, in fact they do the exact opposite. Realize
that by allowing some companies to “pay for faster service” actually means allowing those companies to pay to slow
everyone else down – that’s what would be happening, because right now, *everyone* is running in the “fast lane”.

This would require that any new Internet start-up companies, especially multiplayer game companies, would be forced
to pay extra fees to internet service providers in order to become competitive with other, more established companies.
Games like Runescape and League of Legends would not be able to exist in such an environment – both were created by
 a small group of college students who had an idea, and developed from there on up into incredibly successful
international companies. If they didn’t have equal access to their customer base, then they never would’ve gotten off the
 ground. Runescape, run by JaGeX, is based in the UK and, at its peak, had more than one million players paying five to
 seven dollars a month just for access to the game. League of Legends, run by Riot Games, is currently *the* most
played video game *in the world* by hours played per day, in addition to having a vibrant competitive scene, with
roughly a hundred professionals who are paid a yearly salary just to play the game. These are just two examples of
incredibly successful companies that *would not exist* if these rules were put into effect, because players – potential
customers - would not be interested in a game that has the amount of lag these rules would introduce. (Lag is the delay
between a player giving an input, such as a click or keyboard button press, and when that player sees the desired action
take effect, because that input signal has to travel from the player’s computer to the game server and back. Too much
lag makes games unplayable, and the amount of lag is primarily controlled right now by the player’s internet speed;
these rules would mean that players would need to continue paying for fast internet, but *also* the companies would
have to do the same.)

That brings up another concern – that of double-payment. Consumers (in the above example, players) already pay for
the Internet infrastructure and the services provided by internet service providers (it’s in the name, even). These rule
changes would effectively require companies to pay for outgoing internet service as well, allowing internet service
providers to charge both sender and receiver for the same thing. Considering that consumers already complain that our
prices are being driven up without reason or increase in service, and the major internet service providers seem to have
no intention of putting those price hikes towards bettering infrastructure as is, I can’t see that allowing internet service
providers to charge businesses for their outgoing traffic as well as their incoming traffic would accomplish anything
other than padding the pockets of those internet service providers. It would achieve no increase in service, no benefit to
either businesses or consumers, and would solely profit those internet service providers.

The Internet, and access to it, has become a critical aspect of daily life. It is difficult to even obtain employment in
anything other than manual labor if you don’t have regular access to e-mail, for example. And at its heart, the Internet is
simply ongoing communication of information from one computer to another. As such, it should be treated in the same
way as other, existing digital communications, and should be reclassified as a Title II telecommunications service, to
ensure that internet service providers do not begin discriminating with their service, interfering with free speech, or
place excessive financial burdens on start-up companies and small businesses just to guarantee their clientele can access
relevant information.
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Incidentally, I also am very much opposed to the proposed Comcast-Time Warner Cable consolidation, but since that is
a separate issue, I won’t mention it further here.

Thank you for taking the time to ask for and consider public opinion on this issue – I hope that I, and others like me, can
 make it clear that we *do not want* these rule changes to go into effect because they will negatively impact our daily
lives as well as make it more difficult for starting businesses to become successful.

~William Bell

------------------------------ Email 6,440 ------------------------------

From: adamespy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:59
Subject: Stop attacking the internet
These greedy people need to stop preventing the future

------------------------------ Email 6,441 ------------------------------

From: dlbcab
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:59
Subject: Keep the internet open
People,
  The internet with its free access has been one of the greatest advancements to society since the printing press became
generally available. Why would you want to stop the free flow of information, entertainment and social interaction so a
few already rich companies get even richer?

  But even more distressing is the hold that will give those same people over the dissemination of news and opinion in
this country. We were founded as a country where the free interchange of ideas was desired. but we can't have a free
interchange of ideas when a few companies censor what we read and hear. They are already doing so in the vast
wasteland called cable TV.

  You say that won't happen? Once the barrier is broken the whole wall will crumble in a very short time

Dave Bradley
West Liberty, Iowa.

------------------------------ Email 6,442 ------------------------------

From: dstew57
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Don B Stewart
215 Silk Drive
West Reading, PA 19611
US

------------------------------ Email 6,443 ------------------------------

From: 025ealenhausen28
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:59
Subject: Net Neutrality- Do the right thing
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,444 ------------------------------

From: jsshaffer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 9:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Shaffer
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------------------------------ Email 6,445 ------------------------------

From: digitalgooroo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:00
Subject: Keep the Internet Open
Please do not allow net neutrality be defeated. Unfettered access to content on the Internet is essential for our economic
and social growth... unless, of course, you don't believe the people you represent deserve this.

Rob

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 6,446 ------------------------------

From: andrew529
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:00
Subject: Under fire over net neutrality plans, FCC seeks early feedback. The  U.S. Federal Communications
Commission started accepting comments at

To whom it may concern,

My name is Andrew, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Andrew

------------------------------ Email 6,447 ------------------------------

From: johnhudson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:00
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Subject: Open internet concerns
Sir/Madam,

  I appreciate the careful course the FCC is trying to chart with network neutrality.  Thank you for allowing citizens to
speak out about this issue early.  I would like to let you know that I am deeply concerned by the continual erosion of
competition in the ISP market and America’s falling stature as a leader in internet access and speeds.  I watched as
Comcast (the future owner of ~80% of American citizen’s internet connections if allowed to merge with TWC) extorted
Netflix into a pay-to-play agreement and the majority of our government was unable or unwilling to support the existing
 concepts of peering agreements.  I can easily imagine a future where a single company is allowed to control both the
access to and the content distributed on the internet.  While the chairman’s statements sound as if he would like to
provide protections against such a result, I feel compelled to write and beg you to consider the strongest protections
possible.  Without major reformations to our network infrastructure (class II common carriers, utility level regulation,
forced divestment of content from ISPs) our nation will continue to slide below the rest of the world in capability and
ability to compete – please do not help create a new Ma Bell that not only controls the lines but what runs across them
as well.

As a software engineer it seems clear to me that a truly open internet will be vital for our future competition with other
nations, and making that open and fast internet available to everyone is the only way to give Americans access to the
tools they will need to succeed in the future.  Thank you for allowing me to speak to you about this.

Sincerely,

  John Hudson

Software Engineer

------------------------------ Email 6,448 ------------------------------

From: blocman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:00
Subject: Neutrality
"Net Neutrality" means everything on the internet is treated EQUAL. This, in definition, precludes the idea of a fastlane.
 Any attempts by Comcast or Time Warner to lobby otherwise are DISTINCTLY in favor of the monopolies over the
public, and not compatible with the campaign statements of President Obama himself.

I'm extremely pleased you decided to set up this email address for comments. Show us that you are actually reading
them, and that the ovewhelming opposition to this isn't falling on deaf, lobby-protected ears.

Thanks.

-Justin Arnold

An (already unhappy) time warner customer.

------------------------------ Email 6,449 ------------------------------
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From: ryan.d.orourke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:00
Subject: Freedom
Sir or ma'am,

It has been brought to my attention the FCC has made some decisions and is positioning itself to be able to make a final
decision on ending our free and neutral internet.  Obviously this is of great concern to any American who aren't the few
who would profit from such a decision.  In this case I am strongly against ending net neutrality in that I fight for our
constitution and what it stands for; the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.

Life is affected because our American way of life is threatened when a group of business men can make any demand on
cost of internet, that is already one of the worst in the world in regards to speed versus price, without care for the people
that can't afford it.  The end result of putting a limitation on a system capable of endless amounts of information, in a
country where education is already lagging, in a country who has been fighting real evil in the world, and in a country
who is for it's citizens, will be self destructive.  It will be another hit against what I have fought for, specifically, the first
 time Americans would lose freedom in the cyber community.  It is unacceptable to allow our people to be treaded on in
this way.

Liberty is torn because we simply won't have it in a world which is now the first point of which all future wars are
begun.  MISO and cyber operations will, by and large be the tip of the spear of all future conflicts.  We have already
seen this in the beginning of desert storm, Russia's invasion of Georgia, etc.,  and we will continue to see this in all
future conflicts.  If the internet wasn't that important it wouldn't be the platform of which to launch conflicts that alter
the course of history.  Our liberty would have been purchased by cable companies and charged back to us for a fee.

Pursuit of happiness is directly stopped.  We will have to pay more for permission to use the same internet that we have
now from the people who are building such a basic infrastructure in way.  The idea that people would pay more if they
wanted faster internet is false, I want faster internet and can't afford it because of my chosen profession therefor I would
be unable to afford new internet fees or costs regardless of why they are there.
   Our countries land, location, and open space has been a cornerstone of why we are still a country.  It has been an
expensive challenge to connect internet services across our broad land.  I recognize that it is a business but when
business crosses into monopolies and force foundational privileges into slavery, they have crossed a line our
government and in this case our FCC owes us to fight against.  I demand that you fight as hard as I have an will
continue too as a US Marine.

I humbly submit and encourage you to keep the internet neutral and not allow high speed lanes to absorb the freedoms
we enjoy and that I have faithfully provided.  I will remain always faithful, but please demonstrate in this case that we
have not yet sold our freedom.

Very Respectfully,
Captain Ryan O'Rourke, USMC

------------------------------ Email 6,450 ------------------------------

From: scoombes15
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
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It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time.

------------------------------ Email 6,451 ------------------------------

From: paladinoc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:01
Subject: New rules are just plain stupid
I'm sorry I do not mean to sound rude. By the chairman's idea to possibly allow faster access for some content providers
willing to pay makes no sense. Did he bump his head?

All this does is create wealth for broadband providers. Content providers will pay, and pass the cost on to the content
subscribers.

Money out of people's pockets and into Comcast and others' bank accounts.

Just plain stupid.

Chris Paladino

Sent from my iPhone, please excuse weird auto-corrections

------------------------------ Email 6,452 ------------------------------

From: rmcbrown
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:02
Subject: open internet
Please, oh please let the average citizen win just one of these battles.

------------------------------ Email 6,453 ------------------------------

From: noahhellwig
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Noah Hellwig
Hornsgatan 100
Stockholm 118 21
SE

------------------------------ Email 6,454 ------------------------------

From: davgeo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David George
3337 Menlo Avenue
San Diego, CA 92105
US

------------------------------ Email 6,455 ------------------------------

From: slimjimhillbilly
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Missi

------------------------------ Email 6,456 ------------------------------

From: ericscurtis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

------------------------------ Email 6,457 ------------------------------
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From: air
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:03
Subject: Don't let Comcast decide how I use the internet
For 6 of the last 7 years, Comcast has placed in the top 3 of Consumerist's annual "Worst Company in America" poll.

Do we really think that giving them the authority to charge their customers in new and exciting ways will be a good
thing?

Keep the internet open.

------------------------------ Email 6,458 ------------------------------

From: ruthzimm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:04
Subject: net neutrality
Please keep out of the internet.  It is not your problem.  It is not broken and does not need your attention.  You will just
injure it by interfering.

------------------------------ Email 6,459 ------------------------------

From: julie jj57
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Julie Myers

------------------------------ Email 6,460 ------------------------------

From: seanrushing
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:04
Subject: Net Neutrality Laws
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
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reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.
To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.
I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

------------------------------ Email 6,461 ------------------------------

From: carla
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carla Vincent
1612 McDonald Way
Burlingame, CA 94010
US

------------------------------ Email 6,462 ------------------------------

From: mpalangio
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Palangio
211 CARAMIST circle
sinking spring, PA 19608
US

------------------------------ Email 6,463 ------------------------------

From: ajbandin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I'm writing in regards to the FCC's recently proposed changes to Net Neutrality to allow an "internet fast lane".

Allowing this proposal to be made law would terribly damage this country's position as a technology innovator. If online
 services are throttled due to a new company's inability to pay for the appropriate bandwidth (which they already pay
for, this proposal is only allowing telecom companies to charge twice for the same service), that company's growth will
be severely stunted. These new rules will only serve to enrich established telecom companies, and prevent new
companies and services from flourishing.

The idea of allowing an "internet fast lane" is one so open to abuse and censorship that I am shocked that it is being
seriously considered. These enormous telecom companies are not interested in what is best for a platform for free and
open exchange of ideas and communication. Their only responsibility is to their bottom line, and when the profit of a
select few large companies becomes the government-sanctioned prime directive of the internet, this wonderful
advancement that has allowed for so much learning and communication will be crippled.

While a free market where one could choose between ISPs would be ideal, that is simply not the case in this country.
Our ISPs enjoy monopolies / oligopolies in most markets in this country, and provide inferior service to that of all other
first world countries. The lack of competition has already shown that these telecom companies will not do what is best
out simple good will, and this lack of choice for the consumers is allowing them to continue on their current poor path.

As a supporter of a platform that is essential for my continued learning as budding physician and educated citizen, I feel
that it is essential that the FCC classify ISPs as common carriers, and ensure that an internet free from censorship and
selective throttling be one of the legacies that we leave for the younger generation.

Thank you for your time,
Alex Bandin

------------------------------ Email 6,464 ------------------------------

From: adonisking
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Kingsley
12350 SW Center St. #11
Beaverton, OR 97005
US

------------------------------ Email 6,465 ------------------------------

From: 1asipper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
 My name is Andrew Sipper, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
 Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
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 It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
 Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
 Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.
 As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers.  And broadband as a Title II telecommunications
service. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing this disastrous policy.
Thank you very much for your time,
Andrew Sipper

------------------------------ Email 6,466 ------------------------------

From: crklitzke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
It's is bad enough that we already have one of the most costly per my data Internet services in the world,  the fact that
this commission would allow companies to charge customers to gain access to the Internet and then be charged a second
 time to gain access to certain sites while offering no new benefit that didn't already exist, angers me to no end. There is
no free market for high speed Internet. I would bet 80%of Americans only have one choice for service providers.
Allowing these companies to tap the consumer twice is wrong. It's bad enough they're already allowed to throttle
service, don't allow them to bleed us dry. Make them offer new innovation to make more money off their customers not
holding them hostage.

Sent via the Samsung GALAXY S® 5, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone

------------------------------ Email 6,467 ------------------------------

From: ajkoch16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:06
Subject: You people sicken me
Dear Whores of the FCC,

How does it feel to know that you are all nothing but whores who will sell yourselves to the highest bidder? You don't
need to answer because I already know that you will make some half-asses vague excuse that it had to be done, but both
you and I know that that is total bullshit. You are just monkeys who will do whatever your corporate overlords will tell
you to do, and the working man who can't afford a lobbyist ate stuck with whatever scraps we are left by your crony
capitalist rules. I know I can't convince you to change your ways because I don't have nearly enough money, I'm sorry,
"free speech," to do that so I'll just leave it at this: You people are scummy whores with no shred of integrity between
you.

I sincerely hope you have a horrible life,

- An internet user

------------------------------ Email 6,468 ------------------------------

From: bobitoz
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Net neutrality

You should be protecting the individual consumer.  Instead you are giving more power to companies that already have a
 monopoly in most parts of the US.

How could anyone think this is a good thing for the consumer.  Do your job, it's not all about making money.  If you
think it is, maybe its time to retire.

------------------------------ Email 6,469 ------------------------------

From: laurieanichols
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Laurie Nichols
106 Main Street
Blandford, MA 01008
US

------------------------------ Email 6,470 ------------------------------

From: campbell.automotiv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:07
Subject: Neutrality
Leave the internet free and open. Period.

------------------------------ Email 6,471 ------------------------------

From: jerrykel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gerald Keller
21 Pacific Rd.
Brooktondale, NY 14817
US

------------------------------ Email 6,472 ------------------------------

From: cocoon
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Marcia Halligan

------------------------------ Email 6,473 ------------------------------

From: skerth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ben Olsen
1541 Garay Ln
Wausau, WI 54403

------------------------------ Email 6,474 ------------------------------

From: pgmarshall
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:08
Subject: Internet is a utility
If there’s anything that should be managed as a public utility, it is the Internet.

Patrick Marshall
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Tech columnist

Seattle Times, Government Computer News

206-669-2228

------------------------------ Email 6,475 ------------------------------

From: gittlow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Lucas
1933 Conifer Ct.
Winter Park, FL 32792
US

------------------------------ Email 6,476 ------------------------------

From: le2hut
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lee Hutchings

------------------------------ Email 6,477 ------------------------------

From: mary.ortner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:08
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Ortner
PO Box 173
Odebolt, IA 51458
US

------------------------------ Email 6,478 ------------------------------

From: jquinlan19
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:09
Subject: Internet neutrality
Use of the internet has become ubiquitous.  Small businesses cannot operate without it, as the use of debit and credit
cards necessitates instant clearance of payments.  Movie theaters, restaurants, car wash, they all need quick access and
the small payments involved allow no room for profit if internet fees are raised.

Likewise, as we all know, cable TV fees and internet access are already as high as most consumers can afford and many
 of us are cutting back because we simply cannot pay the prices asked.  This, of course, cuts into profits and prices are
raised even higher.

What would happen to small businesses and the ordinary consumer if access to the internet is slowed for us and/or fees
hiked?  The economy would take a massive hit on top of the woes we already have.

The internet is vital for us all and must be regulated in the public interest.

Jean Quinlan
Staunton, VA

------------------------------ Email 6,479 ------------------------------

From: goingforwater
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:09
Subject: Don't give away the internet to ISPs
Hi,

Please work to make net neutrality real like the recent EU and Brazilian legislation. Label broadband a
telecommunications service since that's exactly what it is. I'm communicating with you through it right now.

The proposed plan is an obvious sell out to ISPs. Incredibly obvious. The only way it could be more obvious is if the
FCC were run by a former lobbyist for comcast. Oh wait.,.

Long story short, this is a terrible idea. I've been a long time democrat but I will vote for a party that supports net
neutrality in the next election(s) if this is the path the FCC, under a democratic president and senate, plans to operate.

Best,
Nathan
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--

-----------------------
Nathan Graham
Rutgers University

mailto:
910.384.4450

<http://www.facebook.com/nathanegraham> <http://www.twitter.com/nathanegraham>  <http://www.digitalborn.org/>

------------------------------ Email 6,480 ------------------------------

From: helrazorinc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brad Hoffmann
Branham Ln.
#36222
San Jose, CA 95158
US

------------------------------ Email 6,481 ------------------------------

From: asopao
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sheila Ward

------------------------------ Email 6,482 ------------------------------
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From: luke.m.smith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future.  By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", an online environment will be created which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups.  How can any new American online service hope to compete with say,
Google's YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot?  This is
 absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have?  It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age.  Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access:  Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant.  This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk.  If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a rubber stamp for the whims of the cable monopolies, then you will do your
duty to the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers, if that is what it takes, to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have virtually no options in this regard.  Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens.  Protect Net Neutrality.

Luke Smith

------------------------------ Email 6,483 ------------------------------

From: cleon.van
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:10
Subject: Open Internet proposal
Just wanted to pipe in and let you know that the proposed changes to Net Neutrality are far too friendly to the broadband
 providers.

I appreciate the desire of the broadband providers to not have service providers such as Netflix, Amazon Video,
Youtube etc to basically have a 'free ride' over said broadband providers network.

At the same time I do not support allowing the broadband providers unfettered access to shape traffic and setup an
unfair competitive environment.

I have a simple suggestion:  If you want to eliminate Net Neutrality then The Government should also remove any and
all barriers that exist to prevent competition in the broadband space.

The companies that currently provide the service and complain about all of the moochers seem to have forgotten that
they benefited greatly from Government support and a friendly regulatory environment that assisted in the development
of their industry.

If the broadband providers want the freedom to set prices as they see fit and set up artificial barriers on the internet then
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they should be willing to take on any and all comers that see fit to compete with them in their primary business.

--

------------------------------ Email 6,484 ------------------------------

From: pmelampy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm a networking engineer and entrepreneur. I understand the benefits of an open and fair network, free of regulation and
 controls. Having multiple network operators and natural competition is by far the best, with no or little government
oversight. I believe charging for specific bandwidth flows should be left to the free markets.

------------------------------ Email 6,485 ------------------------------

From: nbakovic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nick Bakovic

 02903

------------------------------ Email 6,486 ------------------------------

From: jason4178
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Delgado

 72704
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------------------------------ Email 6,487 ------------------------------

From: codermyers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,
Please do not allow any type of ISP data discrimination.
Thank you,

Coder Myers

------------------------------ Email 6,488 ------------------------------

From: aiharris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alan Harris

------------------------------ Email 6,489 ------------------------------

From: amyceccoli
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Does corporate money have to taint every aspect of our lives????

Amy Ceccoli
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------------------------------ Email 6,490 ------------------------------

From: rudobeck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Emil Rudobeck

------------------------------ Email 6,491 ------------------------------

From: ryanthomas27
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Ryan, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.
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   Thank you very much for your time,

   Ryan

------------------------------ Email 6,492 ------------------------------

From: jniksic450989279
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
joyce niksic

------------------------------ Email 6,493 ------------------------------

From: tomvr3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:13
Subject: net neutrality
net neutrality means net neutrality.........simple/absolute

thomas von rueden md

------------------------------ Email 6,494 ------------------------------

From: johnwfarley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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John Farley
1858 Ruby Lane
Henderson, NV 89014
US

------------------------------ Email 6,495 ------------------------------

From: billy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:14
Subject: New Net rules
Hi,

These new rules will kill innovation from new start ups like mine.  How will I compete with a large well funded
company who can essentially take my idea rebuild it, and pay for a fast lane connection. It's hard enough for start ups to
financially compete, please refrain from creating an avenue for these few wealthy companies to create a tier system for
internet speed, it will destroy web innovation by preventing companies like mine from starting and growing.
Despite the good intentions these proposed rules will create yet another way for a few large companies to control what
the consumers see and how fast they see it.

Warm regards,

William Tucker/ NetRiff.com
President

 / 1-360-356-1171/ www.netriff.com

"View Compare Share"

------------------------------ Email 6,496 ------------------------------

From: yagi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:14
Subject: Request
I respectfully request the FCC does not allow the proposed rule changes
regarding the open Internet.

If special interest businesses can not afford to deliver streaming
Internet service there are a other companies who will. That is the free
enterprise system.

Thank you,

Larry Fort
Mesa, AZ

------------------------------ Email 6,497 ------------------------------

From: apurchia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:14
Subject: Don't be dumb
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Make companies common carriers and don’t let them control the flow of the greatest new resource and stifle innovation

------------------------------ Email 6,498 ------------------------------

From: awsumlogic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:14
Subject: Don't destroy net neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future.  By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups.  How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot?  This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have?  It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age.  Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access:  Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant.  This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk.  If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard.  Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens.  Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,499 ------------------------------

From: rdepietro3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Robert, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
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faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Robert

------------------------------ Email 6,500 ------------------------------

From: robert.w.beier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wanted to voice my opinion on the new proposed rules. I don't think giving the telecoms any type of negotiating power
 is in the best interest of the consumer. I strongly oppose any such proposal even with regulations. The only way to truly
 keep the internet open as it should be is to reclassify it as a telecommunications service. Anything else falls short.

------------------------------ Email 6,501 ------------------------------

From: jaynicks
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:15
Subject: Against a partitioned speed internet
Dear FCC,

As you know the US has, relative to most G20 countries, slow and expensive average internet access.  Our internet
infrastructure is inadequate and falling further behind every month.

Permitting the ISPs to maintain their inadequate internet by making some consumer paths faster and others slower
decreases their motivation to invest in a modern, cost effective internet infrastructure.  Continuing the current "no
favorites" policies would, as in spite of making huge profits while their delivery of media is increasing, favor those who
want to use our antiquated methods for internet distribution.

The effect of your policy change would be to favor a few already profitable firms like Netflix in their efforts to
distribute entertainment and decrease the delivery speeds for corporate training, online education, and for news and
political communications.

The change in policy would have ill results for America and Americans and would aid other countries in their
commercial competition with the United states.

The proposed change in policy is a very bad idea.

James Nickson
1802 30th avenue s.
Grand Forks, ND  58201

------------------------------ Email 6,502 ------------------------------

From: priley
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:15
Subject: Frame/packet prioritization
Prioritization is needed on the network because the network is a shared resource. The delay introduced to lower priority
data (only when there is contention) will only be on the order of milliseconds. Any longer delay of data would require a
massive investment in storage capacity to hold the data, and borders on nonsensical network planning. Prioritization will
 improve time-sensitive performance, as it will have priority during times of network contention. The networks are not
built on a 1:1 ratio of potential data to actual capacity. A 1:1 ratio would cost a lot more money, and that cost would just
 be passed on to subscribers. Older data network technology was built on a 1:1 ratio (known as time-domain
multiplexing, or TDM) and still has benefit to time-sensitive traffic as it guarantees a timeslot on the network. In fact,
any serious business dealing with time-sensitive traffic still uses TDM technology (usually in more modern form, such
as SONET). What the service providers' internet access networks are based on is called "statistical multiplexing", which
is but a theoretical phenomenon. Statistical multiplexing just means that you oversubscribe the network based on the
assumption that not everybody will use the network at the same time. When people do use the network at the same time,
 contention for resources occurs.

The reason the carriers design this way is because it is much cheaper.

Offering a fast-lane by either prioritization  or by building out a separate TDM-based path is an honest, good idea.

Prioritization by itself is a good compromise between cost and performance.

Philip J. Riley

Billerica, MA

------------------------------ Email 6,503 ------------------------------

From: crystal dream
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Monika Rogowska

------------------------------ Email 6,504 ------------------------------
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Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Ryan Beltz and I'm writing out of concern over the new proposed changes to net neutrality.

The proposed changes seem to me to be very short sighted.  They appear to benefit large service providers at the
expense of the consumers.  Allowing companies to charge for a "fast lane" seriously harms competition.  My main
concern is that new content providers online won't be able afford to pay the fee's that some of the established
corporations are able to. We will be left with a system with a high barrier to entry where those on top are protected from
 new competition.

In the United States, we are already paying significantly more than a majority of the world for internet service which is
frankly sub par.  These proposed changes will only have negative effects on smaller ISP's.  In many places, our options
for choosing an ISP are rather limited.  Content providers that do opt into this plan to pay for access to a fast lane will
almost certainly not do so with every single service provider in the country.  They will likely only pay the larger,
nationwide ISP's.  This leaves us with the option to either go with these large providers or be left with poor quality of
service to certain content, simply because they weren't big enough to be noticed.

I urge you to read the netflix blog post against ISP tolls:

http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html

Large ISP's like Comcast are not shouldering extra incurred costs and charging due to an extra burden placed on them.
Netflix is paying the transit fees to move data.  No, Comcast is charging for one thing, and that is access to their
subscribers.

This seems to be the antithesis of net neutrality.  Ideally I would love to see Internet service providers classified as title
II common carriers.  Barring that, please do not allow these disastrous changes to go through.  They can only harm the
future of the internet.

Ryan Beltz

------------------------------ Email 6,508 ------------------------------

From: lynne.tacoma
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lynne Greenwald
1417 South G St.
Tacoma, WA 98405
US

------------------------------ Email 6,509 ------------------------------

From: sumia n
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:16
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sumia Nazakat

------------------------------ Email 6,510 ------------------------------

From: alblanc1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
All Internet Service Providers need to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of
 1934. Their job is to provide a service, not to decide who's traffic is allowed and who's will be throttled.

------------------------------ Email 6,511 ------------------------------

From: freezingfire11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Michael Porpiglia, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. That is not
neutrality.
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As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as Title II common carriers (I believe the proper terminology is "Title II
telecommunications service under the Telecommunications Act of 1934"). But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,
Michael Porpiglia

------------------------------ Email 6,512 ------------------------------

From: akieran
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:17
Subject: Real Net Neutrality Now
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position.  The
recent policy proposal from the FCC on net neutrality enables service
providers to blackmail content providers  with fees for the delivery of
content that the subscriber already paid them for.  Such a proposal is
consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable Television
Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the
public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the
exercise of free speech.  Broadband providers use public rights of way to
string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited.
Accordingly the government has an obligation to ensure that this natural
monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6
mpbs) broadband internet access.  The FCC has done nothing to promote
competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service".
The companies that operate the network must not be allowed to discriminate
regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted
over the network.  For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe'
available to them. The operator should be compensated fairly for operating the
pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can
be  access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was
obligated to connect people wanting long distance service from Sprint and
other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through
the network should be provided by third parties; without discrimination based
on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the
purpose of routing it to it's intended destination and not otherwise, scan,
store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone
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service was; after the dismantling of the Bell monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 6,513 ------------------------------

From: thomas.lagatol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:17
Subject: Title II FOR BROADBAND
I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my understanding these
are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is like a telephone call,
between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with
 it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

------------------------------ Email 6,514 ------------------------------

From: bobbominix
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.This is a ploy by a greedy corporation to run smaller isp's out of business.  This will destroybthe internet
as we know it for rural folks. This would deter them from internet usage.

Bobby Minix
583 Bluegrass Drive
Scottsville, KY 42164
US

------------------------------ Email 6,515 ------------------------------

From: rudobeck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:18
Subject: Do NOT Destroy Net Neutrality!
The trend is truly disturbing. Why are you proposing that people pay for something that belongs to no one? This is
travesty. Please do NOT enact any regulations that allow for paid and tiered internet service. No one owns the internet
and it is not up to you to gate access to it!

Emil Rudobeck

------------------------------ Email 6,516 ------------------------------

From: jeff.martinez29
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:19
Subject: Please classify ISP's as common carriers!
To whom it may concern,
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   My name is Jeff Martinez and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Jeff Martinez

   Chicago, IL

------------------------------ Email 6,517 ------------------------------

From: lmelbathy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Leila El-Bathy

------------------------------ Email 6,518 ------------------------------
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From: freewilphilp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
charles (freewil) philp

------------------------------ Email 6,519 ------------------------------

From: 1337hardware
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:20
Subject: Open Internet
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am also in favor of. I want to add
my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the
Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able
to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in any way.

   To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

   I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

   So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

   I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

------------------------------ Email 6,520 ------------------------------

From: lishchris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:20
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christopher Lish

------------------------------ Email 6,521 ------------------------------

From: reagann53
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:20
Subject: Plea for open internet
I implore the FCC to declare the internet a common carrier, thereby insuring that the internet is an open source of
information, education, and commerce for every American regardless of social and economic status.  To restrict fair
competition would be devastating.

------------------------------ Email 6,522 ------------------------------

From: jmaxbell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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James Bell

------------------------------ Email 6,523 ------------------------------

From: mrlampoon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
It seems President Obama appointed this Uncle Tom and what does he do?

Acts STUPID!

President Obama needs to FIRE Uncle Tom Wheeler.

Why does the Government always try to SCREW the Little Guy?

Leave the Internet and our FREE SPEECH alone!

RCrow    Long Beach, CA

------------------------------ Email 6,524 ------------------------------

From: thetford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:21
Subject: Just some thoughts
Chairman Wheeler,

     I am not associated with any of the large firms mentioned, short of
having to use their connection. I do work in the computer industry,
though not with any of the companies listed from the media. Also please
be aware that I am not the most articulate person in the world, so I
apologize in advanced if my wording does not measure up.

     Should an internet provider be allowed to 'sell' preferential
content? To be brutally honest, how can that even be considered? It
should be up to the consumer what they access, not the company that
provides the internet service. I pay for a specific connection speed, I
also pay for access to specific sites. Now, if the question was "Should
an internet provider be allowed to sell certain speed limited packages?"
then the answer would be a Yes, however that is not the question.

     If this passes, I will be paying more yet again. This has already
begun actually, Netflix is increasing its monthly fee's by $2. As I
understand, Comcast has 'allowed' the company (I can only guess from
under pressure) to pay for 'preferred' service, and those costs are
being passed on to me as well. I know (there is no doubt) Comcast will
be increasing their service charge at least once this year, as well as
companies feeling their livelihood being threatened, so in a sense the
backlash of the large internet providers has already begun.

     As it stands I pay a substantial monthly fee to my provider, and it
has gone up regularly over the past few years. I can only hope that you
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will see that internet providers will be passing costs to its own
customers, even though they will be forcing companies to pay the for
'preferred' service.

     The company will (not might, will) pass the start up cost for this
(employees, work space.. etc) to their current customers. Perhaps under
a ruse of being temporary, but when all is said and done it will remain
in effect, they always do.

     Please keep the internet free from the purposed limits by companies
that are only looking for profit. They are providing a service to the
public, and I pay them well for that service. They should not be allowed
to implement limitations for what ever factors they choose.

------------------------------ Email 6,525 ------------------------------

From: kamspy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:21
Subject: This isn't the action of the United States of America that I  learned about as a child. Please make me proud to be
 an American again and  throw this bill into the trash.

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 6,526 ------------------------------

From: jamesrkburgess
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:21
Subject: Propossed FCC Internet Rules
The proposal to allow ISP give preferential service to some content providers on "commercially reasonable" terms is a
bad idea. First, it is undemocratic, allowing those with influence to get better treatment than others. Second, it will just
create problems futher down the road because business will use this proposed rule as a business to force out
competition.

The FCC was created to protect democracy and citizens rights in the realms of electronics communications. This
proposed rule goes against the FCC's original mission, and instead, tries to create a market space that caters to
companies that already have power and influence.

This is a bad proposed rule.

Thanks for getting rid of it,

James Burgess

------------------------------ Email 6,527 ------------------------------

From: fabdlux
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal I have been on the net since Darpa days.The net serves as an outlet
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and a check on what is happening. It allows the town meeting atmosphere and also is a way to educate some of us.
Please rethink your position!
~Richard Penney

Richard Penney
E5456 705th Ave
Menomonie, WI 54751
US

------------------------------ Email 6,528 ------------------------------

From: fabdlux
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal I have been on the net since Darpa days.The net serves as an outlet
and a check on what is happening. It allows the town meeting atmosphere and also is a way to educate some of us.
Please rethink your position!
~Richard Penney

Richard Penney
E5456 705th Ave
Menomonie, WI 54751
US

------------------------------ Email 6,529 ------------------------------

From: rey1278
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

rey gabriel

Phoenix, AZ 85008
US

------------------------------ Email 6,530 ------------------------------

From: saturnine13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
It is simply too dangerous to put what may be the greatest innovation of human civilization at the whim of private
companies whose motives are profit. We must classify internet service providers as Title II Common Carriers to protect
the internet as a community resource, the same way we protect our water and electricity. Please take a stand for net
neutrality. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 6,531 ------------------------------
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From: nonnegabor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:22
Subject: Please keep net neutrality alive!
Hi,

I am worried that my two small websites will be buried if ISPs are not classified as common carriers, or in the very
least, keep that all websites must be treated equally. I am trying to build my brand as a writer at http://deborahdalton.net/
 and http://www.allthingsimpossible.com/. I fear that this decision, as it is announced, will be disastrous for the
consumers in America!

Please keep net neutrality equal across the board!

Thank you,
Deborah Dalton

------------------------------ Email 6,532 ------------------------------

From: deancreighton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:22
Subject: Net Neutrality

I am writing to express my disapproval of the FCCs plans to allow less net neutrality.  The innovation and support of the
 democratic process allowed by equivalency of access to the internet is not to be toyed with.  The internet was created
by our government and does not belong to corporations.  The FCCs job is to ensure that the internet remains in the
hands of the people.  Please reconsider.

Sincerely,
Dean Creighton
9875 S Fritz
Maple City, MI 49664

------------------------------ Email 6,533 ------------------------------

From: bderiso
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:22
Subject: Net neutrality
The time has come to reclassify ISPs. The use of the internet had changed drastically since the proliferation of cable
providers to the point where earlier rules no longer apply correctly.

The ability to access the internet is will only become more important is the world economy grows and changes. It will
become THE MOST important utility, and it should be treated as one.

Please, do not cripple America's future for the sake of a few ISP executives' profits. They can not be trusted to decide
what is most important to reach the citizenry.

------------------------------ Email 6,534 ------------------------------

From: leecooprider
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:22
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lee Cooprider

------------------------------ Email 6,535 ------------------------------

From: krazyride
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Drew Musgrave
155 Misty Lane
Paducah, KY 42003
US

------------------------------ Email 6,536 ------------------------------

From: mattnan91326
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nanci Plath

------------------------------ Email 6,537 ------------------------------

From: tb144560
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would greatly appreciate that the United States classify internet as a Title II Communications Service. I do not support
a closed internet and believe Net Neutrality will hugely diminish creativity and productivity of this nation. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 6,538 ------------------------------

From: jeannettezehr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jeannette zehr

Greenwich, NY 12834
US

------------------------------ Email 6,539 ------------------------------

From: suec1952
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sue Christiansen

------------------------------ Email 6,540 ------------------------------

From: stuartjmoore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:23
Subject: Wrong Cure
By making one company faster, you're virtually slowing down all
competitors. So much for neutral.

Why don't you focus on solving the monopoly problem? Allow municipal
broadband and don't let ISPs take billions for the promise of FiOS
they never deliver (Pennsylvania).

Stuart

------------------------------ Email 6,541 ------------------------------

From: sumar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Strong
Santa Cruz Road
Taos, NM 87571
US

------------------------------ Email 6,542 ------------------------------

From: asopao
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sheila Ward
1057 Calle 8
Urb. Villa Nevarez
San Juan, PR 00927
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,543 ------------------------------

From: austin.rosel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin Rosel
904 wild petunia way
Pflugerville, TX 78660

------------------------------ Email 6,544 ------------------------------

From: christianeric
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:24
Subject: net neutrality
The internet was designed and constructed as a cooperative where everyone enjoyed relatively equal access and speed.
For free speech it has been one of the greatest, if not the greatest, contribution to democracy the world has ever known.
The fact that a small organization or single individual and a Fortune 50 corporation each have to play on a level field is
remarkable and should not be changed. Do not let the rich and powerful dominate the internet.

_

" Only a people serving an apprenticeship to nature can be trusted with machines. Only such people will so contrive and
control those machines that their products are an enhancement of biological needs, and not a denial of them." - Herbert
Read

------------------------------ Email 6,545 ------------------------------

From: pafrisoli
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:24
Subject: Maintain true net neutrality
I urge you to support a 100% open internet - No bandwidth modifications of information based on content or its source.

E-commerce is the wave of the future.  Giving service providers the power to decide whose page loads faster is
tantamount to deciding whose pages people visit, and whose pages people cancel visiting due to slow load time.

It will favor the companies rich enough to pay.  Small businesses, start ups, non profits will suffer, and many Americans
 who work there may lose their jobs. It will crush innovation as we know it.  The service providers will be able to
influence what we know and how we shop.
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In my opinion, killing net neutrality is the scariest crisis facing the US right now, and I urge you to support a 100% open
 internet.

Best,
Patricia Frisoli

Somerville, MA

------------------------------ Email 6,546 ------------------------------

From: amber.l.miele
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Amber, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

We cannot afford anything less than a completely neutral internet. Classify internet providers as Title II Common
Carriers and keep the internet neutral.

Thank you very much for your time,

Amber

------------------------------ Email 6,547 ------------------------------

From: aquino
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Please keep the internet open and free.
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Please keep the internet open and free.

------------------------------ Email 6,548 ------------------------------

From: beefark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brett Farkas

CA 90065

------------------------------ Email 6,549 ------------------------------

From: nuclearoakley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Net Nuetrality
I really wouldn't recommend messing with the internet. I really wouldn't.

Sincerely

Robert

------------------------------ Email 6,550 ------------------------------

From: justjish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Please Revise Your Internet Policy
Tom,

I dont know when the government was truly run by corporations, but with these net neutrality guidelines, it becomes
clear it is. By allowing the already monopoly driven internet providers to charge faster access for companies able to pay
you are creating a HUGE bottleneck for new startups.

I am currenting an undergraduate in the computer science program at Rutgers University of New Jersey, and if you
move forward with these proposals, then I know my aspirations towards starting a new technology company will end. I
would have to devote too much initial capital to pay Verizon, Comcast, AT&T and TWC to get on the "faster" track.

These guidelines are anti-consumer. Comcast is making close to a billion dollars a quarter on the service they already
offer, why can't they just reinvest into their company to provide better support across the board for all web services? Its
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all about more money and your policy is making the internet providers richer and more powerful, while at the same time
 reducing the huge surge of new tech startups.

It is completely demoralizing to see how our government, (mine, yours, and the citizens of USA) be completely run by
corporations. Buck this trend, treat all web access the same.

Please revise your policy.

-Sujish Patel

------------------------------ Email 6,551 ------------------------------

From: pasheridan8
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Pamela Sheridan

------------------------------ Email 6,552 ------------------------------

From: jonnybaggs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Disappointed in my Government's Plutocratic Corruption
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."
- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

------------------------------ Email 6,553 ------------------------------
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From: steventhechipmunk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Steven Kostis

------------------------------ Email 6,554 ------------------------------

From: ibrouk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
Quit working for the duopolies. They have enough money and power. The internet is one of the few things in this world
where money and social status don't apply. I will never support any candidate who signs off on this proposal.

------------------------------ Email 6,555 ------------------------------

From: knipp.donna
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donna Knipp

------------------------------ Email 6,556 ------------------------------

From: cjpierce92
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Pierce

NJ 07757
US

------------------------------ Email 6,557 ------------------------------

From: joedaniel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph daniel
5 loblolly lane
hilton head, SC 29926
US

------------------------------ Email 6,558 ------------------------------

From: mhickey1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

maureen hickey
160 west end avenue
new york, NY 10023
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,559 ------------------------------

From: cassth51
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
T Cassidy

------------------------------ Email 6,560 ------------------------------

From: ted.lilley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:27
Subject: net neutrality rules
As a consumer I find it entirely unconscionable that the government and the president for whom I voted have abandoned
 the principles of net neutrality.  It goes against the heart of the innovation which brought the economic benefits of the
last two and half decades to our country and the world.  Commercial companies did not invent the internet and will now
be able to extract rent from what should be a utility which provides equality for all.  Shame on you.

Ted Lilley
Gulfport, FL

------------------------------ Email 6,561 ------------------------------

From: slhayes01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sarah Hayes
1055 Agate Street
St. Paul, MN 55117
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,562 ------------------------------

From: kvkr2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kim Blatt

------------------------------ Email 6,563 ------------------------------

From: seymour47
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:27
Subject: New rules are not neutrality
The new 'rules' that have been proposed for 'net neutrality' are laughable at best and a straight con-job at worst. ISPs,
and by ISPs I mean Comcast, Verizon, Cox, and Time Warner because they are the only viable ISPs for about 95% of
the country, take advantage of every conceivable loop hole to exploit and overcharge their customers. These new rules
that are being proposed by FORMER CABLE LOBBYISTS will do nothing more than create more loop holes while
trying to act like the FCC is doing something to help the average internet user.

The ISPs already make billions of dollars per QUARTER by falsifying traffic data and flat out lying about the physics.
Giving them more leeway is exactly the opposite tactic that needs to be taken with them.

Reclassify them as common carriers and solve this BS issue so they cannot discriminate against anyone they want.

Dr. Isaac Westfield

------------------------------ Email 6,564 ------------------------------

From: petrie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:27
Subject: Net neutrality is necessary!
Without true net neutrality. ISP's will have a complete monopoly on the internet in every way. As most people have
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little or no choices of internet provider, allowing providers to block or slow services until they are unusable, or charge
more for data they deem in "competition" with themselves will remove any ability for companies to compete with ISP's
in any area they do business. The ISP's business practices such as throttling competing tv and movie providers to their
cable tv services do not represent the needs of the consumer, but rather, their desire to maintain profitability and market
dominance without having to compete. This is why we need real internet neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,565 ------------------------------

From: mc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: KEEP NET NEUTRALITY
Allowing multiple revenue tracks for internet providers will leave all of us low-income people without news,
entertainment, and socializing.  I am a low-income, fixed-income senior who first lost television access through the
digital conversion as only a few channels can be received from digital broadcast.  I have no cable.  I have no satellite.
All I have is DSL and my laptop.

Please do not give preferential treatment to internet providers.  They are simply COMMON CARRIERS.  Do not give
them preference over content providers.  Several of the mega-internet providers are also content providers.  There is no
way this can be equitably implemented.

I would plead for you to protect CONSUMERS from greedy big business.  You say they cannot refuse to provide us the
legal content of our choice, yet this would make it legal for the internet providers to SLOW DOWN AS MUCH AS
THEY WANT until we consumers are forced to give up that content provider, who will either be small or not pro-big
business.

We have already given up all other entertainments due to lack of income and having television taken from us.  Please
leave us our movie and TV show streaming.

------------------------------ Email 6,566 ------------------------------

From: nserluco
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom it may Concern,

I am a consumer and a citizen of the United States. I am currently paying $55 per month for a very poor quality
connection to the internet. I pay as much as I can afford for my internet connection and yet I almost never receive the
connection speed that I pay for.  To make matters worse, where I live I have no alternative options because there is no
competition.

My point is that we consumers in the US are spending a lot of money for our internet connections. This money pays the
ISPs for the transmission of data to us (no matter what the data contains, bit are bits) with a huge profit margin. I see
absolutely no reason for ISPs to be charging data providers to deliver their data to us. That is what we consumers
already paid for.
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I am completely against any preferential treatment or any hindrance of content providers under any circumstances to
deliver the data that we consumers have already paid for with our monthly internet subscription fees. In my opinion
there is no "commercially reasonable" amount that content providers should pay.

I hope that you will remove any such language from your proposed new regulations that allows ISP's to control what
content and from which content provider may pass on to us or at what speed.

The US is already behind much of the developed world in terms of internet speed.  I am very dissatisfied with the
current state of internet access in the US an many ways, but for now I wanted to strongly address the upcoming Open
Internet regulations that your will be proposing shortly.

Thank you for your time and your effort,

Nicholas Serluco

------------------------------ Email 6,567 ------------------------------

From: dma
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dave Allen

Olathe, KS 66062

------------------------------ Email 6,568 ------------------------------

From: justjish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: Please Revise Your Policies
To all FCC member,

I don't know when the government was truly run by corporations, but with these net neutrality guidelines, it becomes
clear it is. By allowing the already monopoly driven internet providers to charge faster access for companies able to pay
you are creating a HUGE bottleneck for new startups.
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I am currenting an undergraduate in the computer science program at Rutgers University of New Jersey, and if you
move forward with these proposals, then I know my aspirations towards starting a new technology company will end. I
would have to devote too much initial capital to pay Verizon, Comcast, AT&T and TWC to get on the "faster" track.

These guidelines are anti-consumer. Comcast is making close to a billion dollars a quarter on the service they already
offer, why can't they just reinvest into their company to provide better support across the board for all web services? Its
all about more money and your policy is making the internet providers richer and more powerful, while at the same time
 reducing the huge surge of new tech startups.

It is completely demoralizing to see how our government, (mine, yours, and the citizens of USA) be completely run by
corporations. Buck this trend, treat all web access the same.

Please revise your policy so that all web traffic can be treated the same.

-Sujish Patel

------------------------------ Email 6,569 ------------------------------

From: ootafagva
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: New Rules
Here are words by the originator of the net neutrality concept, Tim Wu, commenting on April 24th about the FCC
proposal:  “Well, the problem is there's no real competition in broadband and so prices will not go down.  And, in fact,
users pay a lot for their broadband to be fast. So it's kind of a strange argument. Really, what they're talking about here
is a new way for cable companies mainly to make more money. And that's one part of the economy I think that doesn't
need to make more money.”  On the “commercially reasonable” standard, Dr Wu states, "….you need to have a clear
principle, not a case-by-case adjudication of free speech performed by an unaccountable federal bureaucrat.”

In his “Setting the Record” statement, Mr Wheeler suggests there is a fantasy within the Beltway Bubble that anti-
competitive practices in the cable industry don’t already exist.  It suggests there is no understanding in the FCC that
cable company services are already “commercially unreasonable”.

In my market, we have the dismal choice between AT&T and Time Warner, the Laurel and Hardy of the cable world.
Both companies seem incapable of coordinating central call centers with local service providers, manifesting a corporate
 culture with complete contempt for quality customer service.  Mr Wheeler is likely aware that there is a body of
consumer-oriented literature available on this issue which ranks these companies by performance.  (Reference -
ConsumerReports.org<http://ConsumerReports.org> “Telecom Services”, March 2014).

I fled from Time Warner after suffering incompetence and neglect for years, only to find that AT&T was no better.
And, for my area, there are no other choices with the range of products/services I require.

Meanwhile I already pay an extra premium for adequate bandwidth.  That’s right, to get adequate connection speed
from AT&T, you must pay an extra amount for what is laughably labeled, Max Turbo U-Verse Internet.  Plus, there is
an extra fee of $7 per month for “High Speed Internet Equipment”.  So, for over $220 per month, I get an aged system
that relies on 2-wire telephone cable and a router that offers only the 802.11 a, b & g protocols.

Given that the FCC has failed to prevent the commercially unreasonable practices that already exist, that Dr Wu feels
you can’t adequately monitor the industry going forward, and that the new policy promises to make adequate bandwidth
 even more expensive,  these proposed rules do not serve the public interest.  This is an industry whose overall poor
behavior does not justify such positive reinforcement.

-REP
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------------------------------ Email 6,570 ------------------------------

From: bob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: Open Internet
FCC,

The plan to allow ISP's to provide a fast lane to the highest bidder is the opposite of an open and fair Internet. The
Internet is an innovation that allows anyone to invent a better way to just about anything, and sometimes a new product
is just a tweak on an old idea. 8 years ago Myspace was the most popular social network and Facebook was being
created in a dorm room. The difference between the two social networks at the time were minor, mainly a cleaner
interface and a persons real identity over an anonymous username. Because of the nature of Internet fairness, the better
tweak to an idea won. Under the proposed change things would probably be different, Myspace would have bought the
access so there site loads faster, while Facebook as startup would not have the resources to complete. Seconds matter in
the Internet, if a site takes to long to load content people leave the site and will probably never return. Do we really want
 to live in a works where Myspace is the best option?
Currently faster sites are created by better programmers, using better code and innovative ideas to bring content and new
 ideas. Under the proposed changes money would be the determining factor of, not innovation. Money doesn't have
ideas or create a better widget, people do. Content will continue to grow, more videos, more pictures, more games, more
 music. We need the young minds working on better ways to bring this content to the masses, not executives who can
simply buy better access.
The idea that our limited choice of internet providers will be fair is ridiculous. Consumers already don't have choice of
their provider, you get internet from the company in your area, that isn't a choice, it's a monopoly. Americans currently
pay more for Internet access then most developed countries for slower speeds. The fact that the FCC has given tax
money to these companies to build faster networks that were never built should give everyone notice of these companies
 supposed good faith to be fair.
If the FCC wants to make the internet a better place for all, require these companies to provide faster access to all users
and companies, giving the greedy more money won't solve anything. The FCC proposed rules only make a monopoly
stronger while killing innovation. DO NOT intact these changes! The proposed man won't make the internet better, they
will simply enrich companies at the expense of society.

------------------------------ Email 6,571 ------------------------------

From: ere-mail1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ethan Elenberg

NY 10003
US

------------------------------ Email 6,572 ------------------------------

From: peter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: keep access to the net neutral
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As a small business owner, I rely on the web to provide a level playing field for business transactions and for innovative
 technologies to take root and grow.

It is with shock and dismay that I heard that the FCC would allow a multi-tiered system to exist on the web, allowing
some commercial enterprises to pay for faster service. With this regulation, you are essentially sanctioning a lower level
 of service for those without deep pockets and deep political ties.

I thought the idea of net-neutrality was becoming a de facto standard after European regulators decided to abide by these
 principles, but it sounds like the US is taking a very big step int he wrong direction.

_peter

------------------------------ Email 6,573 ------------------------------

From: kmggreat2000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ken Gorrell

------------------------------ Email 6,574 ------------------------------

From: kevincronin1215
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:29
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Abandoning the FCC's commitment to net neutrality creates the substantial risk of enabling the net to eventually be
controlled by others with financial capacity to have the effect of limiting the remaining net space available to the public.

For example, if a Comcast (whose name is associated with the issue) acquires 30% of the net for streaming purposes, it
would leave 70% of the remaining net open to the public, a significant reduction from all capacity now available to
share.  This would be a bad policy and consequence for all.

The solution for meeting the growing demand by those streaming is to construct a "pipeline with more capacity".

------------------------------ Email 6,575 ------------------------------
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From: vendor2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Keith Stern
9461 Charleville Bl #541
Beverly Hills, CA 90212
US

------------------------------ Email 6,576 ------------------------------

From: nashvillejohn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:29
Subject: Don't Do it
America will not be able to compete with the world. This will send tech screaming out of the country. You might as
well restrict food and water.

Thanks
John Hart
615.424.9055

------------------------------ Email 6,577 ------------------------------

From: justin.ritz1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:29
Subject: Net neutrality, opposed to fast lane
Hello,

I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do *not* want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.
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So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

Please, please do not follow through with the internet 'fast lane' idea.

Sincerely,

Justin Ritz

------------------------------ Email 6,578 ------------------------------

From: haristar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
How dare you ignore what WE, THE PEOPLE, want!! This is supposed to be a democracy! We want action for
democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Teresa Harrison
4707 Stearns Ln
Shawnee, KS 66203
US

------------------------------ Email 6,579 ------------------------------

From: strk mtthw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Knowledge is power and you are taking power from the people.  You should be ashamed for helping dumb down the
nation and giving the power to the elitist who control the flow of money.  Your judgement day is coming my friend.

Sincerely,
A concerned American Citizen of the Planet Earth

Matthew Stark
121 Beattie St
Sterling, CO 80751
US

------------------------------ Email 6,580 ------------------------------

From: strk mtthw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Knowledge is power and you are taking power from the people.  You should be ashamed for helping dumb down the
nation and giving the power to the elitist who control the flow of money.  Your judgement day is coming my friend.

Sincerely,
A concerned American Citizen of the Planet Earth

Matthew Stark
121 Beattie St
Sterling, CO 80751
US

------------------------------ Email 6,581 ------------------------------

From: lewis.kuhlman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lewis Kuhlman
222 Jay Street #211
#211
La Crosse, WI 54601
US

------------------------------ Email 6,582 ------------------------------

From: kinnee2003
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:31
Subject: FCC proposed rules
To whom it may concern,

I support the internet as a Title II telecommunications service.

I absolutely do NOT want ISPs to have the ability to alter connections based on traffic habits or give preferential
treatment to any group. The internet needs to remain accessible to everyone at the same level.

The proposed rules, drafted by Mr. Wheeler and his staff, will have dangerous consequences to our economy and should
 NOT be considered.
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Thanks,

James

------------------------------ Email 6,583 ------------------------------

From: chicoismydog
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I feel like the ability for ISPs to give certain websites priority above or below other websites will very well be the death
of the internet. It provides an incentive for ISPs to charge the customer or the website money just so you can get what
we've been paying for this whole time. The internet is supposed to be an equal playing field. If I provide a service that's
better than all the rest, but I cannot pay the hypothetical fees put in place by ISPs, I may never get any exposure. I don't
have any more to write without clouding up the opinion.

------------------------------ Email 6,584 ------------------------------

From: mcrouch2008
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
michael crouch

------------------------------ Email 6,585 ------------------------------

From: wilemina
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Regina Flores

------------------------------ Email 6,586 ------------------------------

From: ychild99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandra M  Zwingelberg

------------------------------ Email 6,587 ------------------------------

From: blantond
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:32
Subject: Please reclassify internet providers as common carriers.
Please reclassify internet providers as common carriers.

That is all.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 6,588 ------------------------------

From: gminor365
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
George Minor

------------------------------ Email 6,589 ------------------------------

From: dah93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:32
Subject: Comments on net neutrality
Dear Commissioners,

Allowing a "fast lane" on the Internet would stifle innovation and cripple the ability of new companies to enter the
market. Particularly given the specter of a merger between Time Warner and Comcast, caving in to industry demands
would only serve to shrink the number of choices available to consumers. Only by treating the Internet as a common
carrier can we continue to see the huge proliferation of Internet-related innovations that is a significant driver of U.S.
economic growth.

The FCC has a broad reputation as a neutral, technocratic agency -- largely above the political fray and industry
pressure. I hope that you can confirm this impression by resisting cable companies' lobbying, keeping the Internet free
and open for future generations.

Sincerely,
Daniel Hougendobler
________________________________
Daniel Hougendobler, J.D., M.P.H., LL.M.
Law Fellow
O’Neill Institute for National and Global Health Law
Georgetown University Law Center
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------------------------------ Email 6,590 ------------------------------

From: vickifool
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:32
Subject: Open Internet
Dear Chairman Wheeler,
Thank you for encouraging public input about how best to ensure the Internet remains an open platform for innovation
and expression.

The Internet is a public utility and every person should have equal access at an affordable price. Even poor people.
Please do not let the corporations control who gets how much access at what speed.

Remember that the internet was developed with my tax dollars. (And that corporations are not people because we can’t
put them in prison when they steal or kill people.)

Thank you,
Vicki Solomon

------------------------------ Email 6,591 ------------------------------

From: jlwagner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joanne Wagner

------------------------------ Email 6,592 ------------------------------
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From: jerrykel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gerald Keller

 14817

------------------------------ Email 6,593 ------------------------------

From: custerc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:33
Subject: Save net neutrality
I'm a US citizen living in Maine, and I am STRONGLY in favor of net neutrality. The wireless phone and cable
industries are already a nightmare and an embarrassment to our nation with their poor standard of service and sky-high
pricing. Do NOT let these companies start to chop up, prioritize, and put additional price tags on the Internet.

--

  ---
  Charlie Custer
<http://gamesinasia.com>

  Chief Editor, Games in Asia<http://www.gamesinasia.com>

  Twitter: @ChinaGeeks<http://www.twitter.com/chinageeks>
  If your startup is raising money, join Techlist<http://techlist.asia/>. We'll do our best to help you!

------------------------------ Email 6,594 ------------------------------

From: miarmillas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Mercedes Armillas
191 Hancock Street
Brooklyn, NY 11216
US

------------------------------ Email 6,595 ------------------------------

From: jackiwit95
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jacki Withers
13805 Meadowridge Rd
Omaha, NE 68138
US

------------------------------ Email 6,596 ------------------------------

From: whjvanerp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Willem van Erp

------------------------------ Email 6,597 ------------------------------

From: robertjj47
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Jones

------------------------------ Email 6,598 ------------------------------

From: holycross009
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ryan Hightower
13214 Palatine Hill
San Antonio, TX 78253
US

------------------------------ Email 6,599 ------------------------------

From: grenninexile
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

chris nadeau

MA 02215
US

------------------------------ Email 6,600 ------------------------------

From: raziels_saber
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:35
Subject: Net Neutrality Plans
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.
No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.
Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,601 ------------------------------

From: wreichard
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 10:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Sirs and Madams:

It astonishes me in this day and age that the FCC is considering treating the internet as the exclusive purview of the
wealthy. The world over, people see that the internet is a common good like a highway that requires impartial
governance and access, and that such governance and access ensures success for society as a whole.

Our media landscape is already utterly unbalanced, with increasing power in the hands of fewer players every day. It is
a duty of government to allow for fair competition. Therefore, it is incumbent upon the commissioners of the FCC to
avoid any action likely to lead to further monopolization. The policies currently being considered would do so.

Please, safeguard the public trust and enact no policy that puts this essential service up for sale.

Sincerely,

William C. Reichard

1216 Cardenas Dr. NE
Albuquerque, NM
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------------------------------ Email 6,602 ------------------------------

From: jglixon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Judith Glixon
2 Aerial Street
Lexington, MA 02421
US

------------------------------ Email 6,603 ------------------------------

From: hannah.hoeffner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Hannah Hoeffner
11981 Orleans circle
Commerce city, CO 80022
US

------------------------------ Email 6,604 ------------------------------

From: joeandreese
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC An open, free and unencumbered internet IS in fact a reality of today's modern culture. Nothing short of a
DECLARING it a PUBLIC UTILITY will be sufficient in my opinion.

Anything less is NOT open, transparent government for the people, by the people and I know this "little person" is
getting real tired of any other choice by MY government!

Sincerely!

------------------------------ Email 6,605 ------------------------------

From: davegarbs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:37
Subject: Please classify ISPs as Common Carriers
To do anything else would be to sell this generation's future and the future of our country to the highest bidder.
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------------------------------ Email 6,606 ------------------------------

From: sandersjane
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:38
Subject: Do not change the Internet

An Internet that would be owned by select companies would not be free. Please prevent this.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,607 ------------------------------

From: kirbyfox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello FCC-

As an American citizen I want to tell you why we need to keep the Internet open and away from deals that limit it.

With other forms of communication we were forced to limit it because there was only so much of a supply. Radio and
TV signals for instance had to be limited, because the amount of signals we could properly send out were very small.
This limitation gave the FCC the ability to fine for inappropriate behavior- i.e. cussing and nudity.

The Internet on the other hand has no limits. There is enough to go around. Right now any of us can go buy a website
and put cussing and nudity up. As long as we're in the clear with other laws about privacy and slander- we're in the
clear. The Internet is thus the only vast communication tool in which the public can utilize free speech.

If we were to start allowing companies to create fast lanes, you would be opening a door for much more. The Internet
would start becoming more like cable companies, certain sites becoming tiered or downright unusable due to the slow
speed imposed. Companies with local monopolies like Comcast would be able to slow down competitors' sites to such a
slow speed. And in the tiered idea, we would be forced to pay hundreds for our free speech that others no longer have
access to.

This would open a door to a freezing of what the Internet has done. We've created an open world of free speech. If we
had less local monopolies, I'd not be so worried about it- the free market wouldn't even be looking at this. However due
to the market we have, it's another way for these companies to get more money out and less effort in all while limiting
our free speech.

I don't want to live in a world where the Internet isn't open. It's a public space. It should stay that way.

- James Gabbard

------------------------------ Email 6,608 ------------------------------

From: amknapp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:38
Subject: Do not allow preferential treatment
As a Verizon customer, I pay every month to access the internet at 15Mbps down and 5Mbps up.  If another company
has paid any other ISP for sufficient upload bandwidth to fill my 15Mbps, then they should be able to do so without
restriction.  Verizon has been paid by me for the 15Mbps that I use.
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The ISPs complaint is that it is Netflix is using the bandwidth for free, but rather it is their own paying customers that
are using the bandwidth sold to them by their ISPs.

In particular, a rule allowing pay for preferential treatment will spawn a race to the bottom for ISP service.  ISPs will be
financially motivated (and therefore required, in the interest of their shareholders) to make the base level of service as
bad as possible to force as many sites as possible to pay for acceptable service.

Shouldn't competition take care of this?  It would in an ideal world, but the ISPs that provide last mile service are
effective monopolies in the areas in which they provide service (see comcast's and time-warner's argument that they
don't compete when arguing for their merger).  I have one choice for an ISP, that is Verizon.  In all of my previous
living arrangements, I have had one choice for broadband ISP.  If I don't like the service of Verizon (say Netflix has not
paid them, so I can't effectively stream), I do not have another option.  I cannot vote with my wallet.

Pre-broadband, in the days of dial-up, I had many ISP choices.  If one enacted policies I did not like, or provided
substandard service, I could simply switch.  This is no longer the case.

The major ISPs have created local monopolies by influencing local politics, making pole and conduit access difficult or
impossible for competitors; by merging and buying competitors to the point where most of the country has one or two
choices for broadband.  They have been allowed to do this in exchange for their capital investments.

They have now gone too far, and are attempting to leverage their granted monopolies, to extract payment that would be
impossible in a market that included competition.  If they want to operate as monopolies, let them, grant them common-
carrier status.

--
Andrew Knapp

------------------------------ Email 6,609 ------------------------------

From: r.k.wilkinson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:39
Subject:
Hello,

I'd like to ask you to stop trying to change the internet to be just another tool of the wealthy elite. They have enough of
those.

The fast-lane idea would mean that these companies, which have already basically embezzled millions of dollars, have
even less incentive to build up new infrastructure.
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It also means that they have an incentive to cause congestion, forcing people to pay more money to move over to the
fast lane.

Thousands of content-creators and content-providers will struggle to keep their livelihoods going as strong; millions of
fans will be disconnected from what they love.

Competition would struggle. New companies would not have enough money to pay the ISPs to host their content at an
acceptable speed. That makes being new difficult. That makes starting up difficult.

?This is an abysmally atrocious idea.

Cheers,

Ryan Wilkinson

------------------------------ Email 6,610 ------------------------------

From: rowanbraithwaite
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rowan Braithwaite
78 Stanmore Crescent
Carterton, ot OX18 3UX
GB

------------------------------ Email 6,611 ------------------------------

From: jasong
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:39
Subject: Free and Open Internet
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Dear sir or madam,

I am writing to say that I feel like preserving the current state of the internet is of critical importance. I feel that if we
give companies the ability to play favorites with access speed, that the internet will, at best, devolve into another outlet
for advertising and uninspired comedy. We already have cable television for that. At worst, it could result in censorship
of any unpopular opinions, since the access speed will be economically tied to popularity.

I am only 29, but I am old enough to be nostalgic. I remember when I was growing up, the days of dialup bulletin board
services, aol, and forums. The internet was an exciting wild west of ideas and free communication. I learned a great deal
 from it, and it has proven to be an indispensable tool for education and self-improvement. You can learn how to do
anything you put your mind to, just by reading about it.

The internet is a critical tool for maintaining a healthy democracy. We do not need to depend on the major media outlets
 to get information about the rest of the world anymore. If I want to know what's really going on in Syria, for instance, I
don't have to take the opinions of whatever mainstream news outlet I chose, and adopt whatever slants and biases
they've incorporated into their story. I can simply get on Reddit and ask a kid in Syria what's going on. I can speak
directly with another 29 year old in any part of the world, if I so chose. And, again, I believe that ability is critical to
maintaining our democracy, and establishing democracy in countries where it doesn't currently exist.

The cat is out of the bag. People expect to be able to communicate and share ideas unhindered. I implore your agency to
position itsself on the right side of history in this matter.

Kindest Regards,

--
Jason Gostowski
Griffin Technology | Outgoing Freight

This message and any attachments should be treated as confidential information of Griffin Technology, Inc.

------------------------------ Email 6,612 ------------------------------

From: bwyg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Net Neutrality must be the law of the land. There can be zero tolerance for preferential treatment of packets on the net.
Zero. Why?

So that the citizens, the people that the Federal Government serves, can find ways to inform themselves. The Internet is
the last stand. Newspapers are nearly irrelevant. While there are hundreds of TV channels, they are all controlled by a
handful of corporations (Five? Six? Media consolidation is happening so quickly it's difficult to know). Radio has
already been through this, with many markets being controlled by just one or two corporations. The people know they
can't get reliable information from the corporate media, which is why they turn to the Internet.

If you allow the corporations to control the 'net, Democracy will be lost. Literally lost. Because an uninformed people
can not possibly elect representatives to actually represent them.

Do not allow any level of preferential treatment for any packets on the net. No "fast lane". No "pay for play". Zero level
of preferential treatment.
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--
Bruce Watson
1421 Dellwood
Raleigh, NC 27607

------------------------------ Email 6,613 ------------------------------

From: shari.bruun
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shari Bruun

------------------------------ Email 6,614 ------------------------------

From: tahoeshell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
michele sterling

------------------------------ Email 6,615 ------------------------------

From: awhitney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alan Whitney

------------------------------ Email 6,616 ------------------------------

From: bladerunnerblues
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already.

------------------------------ Email 6,617 ------------------------------

From: lastshoe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Randy Shoemaker

WA 98037
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,618 ------------------------------

From: karendionne1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Karen Dionne
3521 Hidden Pine Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US

------------------------------ Email 6,619 ------------------------------

From: alipatricesankara
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Adrian Swanston
2303-349 W Georgia St
Vancouver, WA V6B 3W5
CA

------------------------------ Email 6,620 ------------------------------

From: natedee22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:42
Subject: Keep the internet neutral
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

The idea of allowing internet providers in the United States to offer "fast lanes" is shortsighted, and imbecilic. They
have proven time, and time again that their only concern is their own profits, often to the determent to everyone else in
the United States. The internet is, quite simply, the single most important method of communication ever conceived of
by man. Allowing companies who have taken billions of dollars from the American public, only to turn around and
lobby government so that they can not only keep the money but not provide the upgrades they were provided with said
funds for in the first place only shows their intentions.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
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Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have practically no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Please protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,621 ------------------------------

From: phoenix.xavier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Xavier Schmitz
4933 Nokomis Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55417
US

------------------------------ Email 6,622 ------------------------------

From: a.jane.wallace
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Andrea Wallace
2022 w 19th st.
CHICAGO, IL 60608
US

------------------------------ Email 6,623 ------------------------------

From: mrharveyb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Harvey Blankenbach
1802 N Butternut CT
Broken Arrow, OK 74012
US

------------------------------ Email 6,624 ------------------------------

From: joshua.allen.mcbride
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:44
Subject: Net Neutrality Feedback
I am wholeheartedly against any attempts to restrict or hinder the internet in any way. An internet that is powerful but
free offers a better future than an internet that is diminished but profitable.

Everyone already has to pay to gain access to the internet, citizens and corporations alike. Having to then pay an
additional fee on top of that depending on what you want to do with it is despicable.

For the sake of the people of this country, do NOT permit ISPs to enforce 'pay to play' policies that would reward them
for throttling performance and holding the information highway hostage.

That would be the equivalent of selling someone paper, and then adding on an additional charge depending on what they
 want to do with that paper. As absurd as that sounds, a government did try to do just that once...back in 1765 by the
British Crown. It was called the Stamp Act and it was one of the major rallying cries for the American Revolution.

America is supposed to be about freedom, and freedom of information was not an exception. Please think on this.

------------------------------ Email 6,625 ------------------------------

From: lordofducks
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

        The idea that ISPs would be able to create a fast lane for traffic is anathema to the idea of the internet and would
give disproportionate power to large established players that would be able to afford such fees. Newer or smaller start-
ups would be unable to gain market share and the culture of innovation that has been present in the development of the
internet over the past few decades will wither on the vine.

Additionally, the telecom companies have for too long gotten away with creating an anti-consumer environment. Please
re-classify internet providers as common carriers so they can be regulated like a utility that they have become in this
modern age.

             -Matthew Boxer

------------------------------ Email 6,626 ------------------------------

From: zilchwich
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

George Shaub
566 Cleardale Ave
Ewing, NJ 08618
US

------------------------------ Email 6,627 ------------------------------

From: hholmer1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Madam/Sir,
I believe that it would be impossible for the FCC to adequately police any set of rules for ISPs except for
"unambiguous" net neutrality.  Any other standard will simply have so many possible shortcuts and holes that even with
just a few ISPs generally available, there will be a race to the bottom for consumer freedom to consume whatever the
want via the internet.

Given that individual users will be forced to pay for whatever services are available, and will have very little
competition among ISPs for their custom, the net outcome will be a disaster for the innovation that internet access
fosters.

As a resident of Washington DC who is not allowed representation in Congress, I ask you directly to ensure that ISPs
not be allowed to tax the services that I desire from the internet according to their commercial interests.  I don't pay for
"up to 110V" of electricity or "up to 1000 gallons of water per month" and internet access should be similarly regulated
as a common carrier.

Best regards,
-Hans

--

Hans A Holmer

mailto
1-202-641-7862
Washington DC

------------------------------ Email 6,628 ------------------------------

From: shrubchicken
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:45
Subject: Open internets
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Yeah I mean, I don't really know what the FCC is up to, but I heard I was supposed to email you guys and protest and
get angry and stuff. I remember the old net neutrality stuff. So I guess I'll try to sort out my thoughts on that and hope
that this "open internet" idea is similar to that old idea.

Well, actually, I did read in the article I got this email from that the FCC is considering allowing ISPs to give benefits to
 companies that pay a little extra? Yeah I think that's a bit ridiculous actually. I think if you're going to comit to an open
internet, it needs to be open. Not kinda open, not semi open. Open. As in my front is open. Come on in and rob me of
everything, open.

IF businesses want an advantage they already have options. They can always just buy a few extra servers and hire a
competent (lol) web designer or two to redesign (lol) their site without using a WYSIWYG editor (lol). Seriously the
FCC needs to back off on allowing others to have an unfair advantage. What makes you so high and mighty? So pure
and righteous that you can determine who should and shouldn't be able to purchase an advantage?

OH right, you're the word of God himself. The government. This idea is nothing new to you. Sorry for questioning your
authority. I'll get back in step and back in line. WIth that being said, I really don't know the other details or anything. I
don't really feel like there's only two types of internets:
- Open
- Not open

If it isn't completely open. It's not open and the FCC is lying. Open is obviously leveling the playing field and forcing
companies to be creative (lol). Which is probably why the FCC wants to leave things partially as they are. Companies
being creative. ahahahahahahahahahaha. What a joke. That's as much a joke as the government doing something
properly. Besides you guys couldn't even get the last bill right. That's why we're in this mess as it is.

Why don't you just keep it simple? Let the "free market" (lol) sort it out.

In conclusion, I don't have enough details to tell you what's wrong with your plan. Asking me to tell you why you're
wrong pre-emptively (because your plan is probably wrong) is pretty silly and a wrong approach all in itself. Just please
keep it simple. Don't overthink it, don't try to play god with the internet. I get enough crap from businesses as it is. My
emails get hacked, I get harassed, my emails get forwarded and redirected to addresses I don't recognize. That's not due
to government regulations, but seriously. It's bad enough as it is. We don't need the government making it worse by
giving these people an even larger advantage over small companies.

Because then when a company completely screws you in the rear they can just pay your ISP to start screwing with you
some more and making you avoid their competition. That's pretty scary. The internet has allowed me to question some
pretty powerful people in private. Thankfully it hasn't led to lawsuits, it's just led to a slew of other things. Which I don't
 mind, but whatever.

Please don't overplay your hand. That's all I'm saying. I guess it really doesn't matter what your plan says to tell you that
 much.

The content of the email is intended only for the recipient.

------------------------------ Email 6,629 ------------------------------

From: imagepost
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:47
Subject: Net Neutrality Comments
Why is it so hard to do the right thing? There is no way in which a
system other than net neutrality will be beneficial to the people.
The FCC will gleefully fine somebody for curse words on TV, but when it



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

comes to fighting for something that will have real economical and
sociological harm on society you just toss your hands up and give in to
the corporations that can buy the most officials.

You know net neutrality is the only way, you shouldn't need to ask for
our opinions on this.

------------------------------ Email 6,630 ------------------------------

From: ken
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:47
Subject: Requiring content providers to pay for delivery is not Net  Neutrality.
I emphatically disagree that requiring content providers to pay for delivery is anything other than wrong, and it certainly
 goes in the fact of the main focus of net-neutrality.  We offer large ISP's such as Comcast a virtual monopoly to our
houses and already pay some of the modern world's highest rates.  At $70 a month for an unbundled line, the country
already suffers from a lack of competition, and providers are more than compensated and are making record profits.

   Now, by allowing the companies to consolidate further and then negotiate delivery is even more anti-consumer and
anti-innovation.  Why would we allow large business an advantage over new companies by requiring them to pay for
bandwidth?  I pay for the bandwidth that I use freely.  If the provider does not feel that they are compensated fairly by
someone using Netflix, they should raise their fees.  But a new content provider providing a better service shouldn't be
at a disadvantage from an incumbent who is passing the costs on to us.

   Finally, stop saying "fast lane".  What you are proposing is an artificial "slow lane" for most of my traffic to the
benefit of the exploited incumbents.

   Shame on you for spinning this any other way that destroying net-neutrality.  At least don't lie to our faces while you
get the very meaning of the word!!

--Ken Kirchoff, Hamden, CT

------------------------------ Email 6,631 ------------------------------

From: bwpears
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
To Whom it may concern,

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
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place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control over half the U.S. Internet
market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers to reign in their ever growing greed and complete disregard for the FCC, for
regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your duty to the nation you
serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Regards,

Ben Pearson

------------------------------ Email 6,632 ------------------------------

From: jmdifeo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jenna DiFeo

------------------------------ Email 6,633 ------------------------------

From: rob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:47
Subject: Neutered Neutrality
As a taxpayer and an informed citizen who works in the IT industry, I'm disgusted at the proposal by Tom Wheeler. It
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looks like Comcasts's lobbying has paid off.  The new proposal will benefit only the select few people who profit from
Comcasts's increased revenue streams, at the expense of all taxpayers and small internet companies.

This is a betrayal of the citizen interests which the FCC is supposed to be protecting. I'm thoroughly disgusted.

Rob Zwissler

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 6,634 ------------------------------

From: jabeti
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Tibbs

------------------------------ Email 6,635 ------------------------------

From: mbousquet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Bousquet
1301 S Scott St Apt 816
Arlington, VA 22204
US

------------------------------ Email 6,636 ------------------------------

From: mmtigermac
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

There are only two reasons why you would want to destroy net neutrality, one is you would have to be a sick psychotic
sociopath who has a vendetta against the public and want to hurt them by taking away their net neutrality, or you are
greedy bought and paid for sociopath, bought by corporations that want to control and dominate the Internet.

Why else Chairman Tom Wheeler would you want to do something so egregious as to take away the freedom to use the
Internet that everyone enjoys and is part of our every day lives? If you have even a single thread of conscience left,
please consider not making such a horrific and destructive decision as taking the freedom of the Internet from people
who use it every day and giving it to the corporations so they can delve it out in pieces, the more you pay the more you
get.

This would give only the rich complete access to the Internet and the poor would only have very limited use of the web.
A patriot and loyal servant of the FCC would not abuse his position as FCC Chairman to make a decision to destroy net
neutrality. We need to face reality; we need to call everyone out who are trying to destroy net neutrality.

We have to list the corporations pressuring our politicians to allow them to destroy net neutrality, then the amounts of
the bribes being paid to each politician along with their names and the Chairman of the FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler
who are working with the people and corporations who want control of the Internet need to be listed and exposed to the
voters.

Michael MacPherson
769 Kennedy Highway
Milbridge, ME 04658
US

------------------------------ Email 6,637 ------------------------------

From: sumpinsumpin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stuart Swineford

CO 80422

------------------------------ Email 6,638 ------------------------------
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From: smcutler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Steven Cutler

------------------------------ Email 6,639 ------------------------------

From: chrisbailey225
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:48
Subject: A horrific idea
The abandonment of an open and free internet, which your plan proposes, would undermine economic growth and the
ability of the American people to use the internet as it was intended. This is a regrettably easy-to-foresee selling out of
American interests to the internet companies.

Shame on you.

------------------------------ Email 6,640 ------------------------------

From: firing7787
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sharon Purtell
PO Box 811
14497 Catalina Cir
Indian Rocks Beach, FL 33785
US

------------------------------ Email 6,641 ------------------------------
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From: mjkaswan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Kaswan
1900 University Blvd. #4009
Brownsville, TX 78520
US

------------------------------ Email 6,642 ------------------------------

From: espinosa8083
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Espinosa
8808 Boston Ave
Urbandale, IA 50322
US

------------------------------ Email 6,643 ------------------------------

From: legatobebop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Patrick white
21814 ne 18th way
sammamish, WA 98074

------------------------------ Email 6,644 ------------------------------

From: mackey.ethan
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Concerns about the FCC's upcoming internet regulations
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Ethan Mackey, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. Just about
every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service and access to fast internet rates. These
rates and speeds are not competitive with other ISP standards in other developed countries. Charging companies for
providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality. I understand some may think the FCC is a small change in internet policy, which it may
very well be. But it isn't a stretch of the imagination to foresee similar changes, which in time will drastically change the
 internet as we know it.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Ethan Mackey

------------------------------ Email 6,645 ------------------------------

From: quotizmo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Freedom of information
Dear Captains of Industry's interns,

I currently live and work in South Korea. School is a twenty-four hour a day process. That is just as true for the
economically challenged as it is for those who can afford the very best education. The only way the less affluent can
stay competitive is if they and their Hagwon's (after school academies for math and English) teacher's can download,
printout, and review study materials with these students. Tests are everything, knowledge is power, and the only way for
 children at an economic disadvantage to have a chance of success is through fair access to that information that will
strengthen their knowledge.

American children are not tested as strenuously nor as often as my South Korean students, but the pressure to succeed is
 still ever-present. As an educator, I can think of few tools that can level the playing field for less wealthy citizens as
well as the Internet can. I can also think of no reason to limit their access than abject greed.

Teaching and learning languages is now taking place online at unprecedented levels. My own knowledge of Russian and
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 Korean would not be possible with out this amazing tool. I wouldn't be able to connect with my family back home if it
weren't for the equal allocation of bandwidth and Internet traffic resources in NJ.

Destroying net neutrality literally destroys futures, it destroys lives, and it destroys the potential of those bright minds
not born into perfect circumstances.

Sincerely,
M. Bailey

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."
- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

Sent from Xfinity...

------------------------------ Email 6,646 ------------------------------

From: shrubchicken
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Broadband internet access should be a Title II telecommunications  service
My understanding is that title would get me what I want. So yeah. No need to elaborate.

The content of the email is intended only for the recipient.

------------------------------ Email 6,647 ------------------------------

From: moremare
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Marian Donly

------------------------------ Email 6,648 ------------------------------

From: pq.ribber
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Neutrality MUST be Maintained
Sirs:
Kindly leave your hands off off the internet.  Every site deserves equal access.  It is time for you to represent the people
and not corporations looking to hog bandwidth the way they have hogged our airwaves.  Cut it out!  NO one should be
able to 'buy' a better situation than anyone else, online.
You work for the PEOPLE, not a few companies that exploit us.  Do your job.
Have a nice day,
PQ

--
Find mine and other great internet audio shows at: http://onsug.com
ART
http://conspiracyoftheinsignificant.blogspot.com

------------------------------ Email 6,649 ------------------------------

From: thomasericdean
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

Please don't kill the internet. The future lies in your grubby, money hungry hands and I don't want my children paying
for your decision to reward ISPs with more money after years of lies and crappy service. We need an open internet.
Don't fuck this up, assholes.

Thanks,

Eric Thomas

------------------------------ Email 6,650 ------------------------------

From: rogerlohmann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Roger Lohmann

------------------------------ Email 6,651 ------------------------------

From: abrutledge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Leave the internet alone.
It is not broken, do not try to "fix" it. Every American knows the only "fixes" government ever makes is to the benefit of
 corporations. Stop what you are doing. Just please stop.

------------------------------ Email 6,652 ------------------------------

From: tdsimmler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Todd Simmler
1474 nw Fresno
Hood River, OR 97031
US

------------------------------ Email 6,653 ------------------------------

From: john.culp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

We want net neutrality, for the people, by the people and of the people.

We do not want the internet to become run and regulated by the profit-greedy providers and corporations.

The internet must remain as free and as strong as possible, for all times!
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John Culp
9000 Stonebridge Drive
Richmond Heights, MO 63117
US

------------------------------ Email 6,654 ------------------------------

From: aquatek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mr & Mrs Leon Trumpp

------------------------------ Email 6,655 ------------------------------

From: courtneycuts79
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Courtney Baker

------------------------------ Email 6,656 ------------------------------

From: tokdbuchanan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
The FCC's proposed Net Neutrality plan as I understand it does NOT have my support.
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I as a consumer pay for broadband internet access and as such content that I access should not be limited or restricted in
any form or fashion.  The FCC should base any laws or regulations on how those rules will empower the average
consumer.  The currently proposed net neutrality plan does not accomplish that goal.

EMPOWER THE PUBLIC!

Kind Regards,

Kyle Buchanan

------------------------------ Email 6,657 ------------------------------

From: iris.n.edinger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Iris Edinger
5534 Pattilar Ave.
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US

------------------------------ Email 6,658 ------------------------------

From: jax2 0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
I enjoy my internet, it's how a spend a lot of my downtime. Sites like Netflix and Youtube provide far better
entertainment than my TV ever did, and are more easily catered to my needs and the needs of others. It's become a
staple of everyday life, and integrated into many parts of out society. It's allowed for people all over the world to
become connected, so share their views and lives, to laugh, love, and even realize the atrocities of war and corruption.

I support the "All Internet Service Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the
Telecommunications Act of 1934", I want ISPs to be dumb pipes so that access to information doesn't become a tiered
process, one where the sites and content providers with the most money and loudest voice drown out the others.

I understand that this isn't that great for keeping your wallets fat. I understand that "free" isn't a word that comes easily
to ex-Attorneys, Comcast ones especially. Luckily there may be a few others sending emails similar to mine, speaking
up using the very service you're attempting to change for your own benefit.

Hopefully there are enough of us.

------------------------------ Email 6,659 ------------------------------

From: volomon
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 10:51
Subject: Are you kidding?
You want feedback on what you're doing to the country and the internet?  You're utterly destroying the fabric of
ingenuity.  Everyone around this deal to allow ISPs to slowly erode the USA's competitive edge against other global
markets needs to be immediately fired.  Every Senator, every employee, every lobbyist, everyone needs to be fired or
held accountable for the attack against the American way of life.  It's attempt to throttle every person into submission
and fees is unconscionable.  Other countries are reaching Gigabyte speeds, were still rolling around in 20 meg speeds.

Please quit raping the fabric of our society for monetary gain.

Lawrence Eversole
840 Alexandria Pike
Unit 4
Fort Thomas, Ky 41075

------------------------------ Email 6,660 ------------------------------

From: junio1111
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
rj marsh

------------------------------ Email 6,661 ------------------------------

From: miabrownell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:51
Subject: I support Title II
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

Sincerely,

Mia
Artist and a citizen
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Mia Brownell

http://www.miabrownell.com/

------------------------------ Email 6,662 ------------------------------

From: greenvegi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Regina Flores

------------------------------ Email 6,663 ------------------------------

From: jsimon1231
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am a strong advocate of Net Neutrality, whereby Internet service providers and governments treat all data on the
Internet equally, not discriminating or charging differentially by user, content, site, platform, application, type of
attached equipment, and/or modes of communication..

As a result of the courts overturning the original FCC Open Internet rules, it is my understanding that FCC Chairman
Tom Wheeler is preparing a Notice that will propose the following:

1.       That all ISPs must transparently disclose to their subscribers and users all relevant information as to the policies
that govern their network;

2.       That no legal content may be blocked; and

3.       That ISPs may not act in a commercially unreasonable manner to harm the Internet, including favoring the traffic
from an affiliated entity.
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I am adamantly against such rules for the following reasons:

1.       The rules will result in an unlimited variety of different treatments of Internet data by ISPs

2.       The term “commercially unreasonable” is totally subjective (particularly when applied to the rapidly changing
nature of the Internet), and therefore will be aggressively litigated by ISPs (who will most likely prevail)

3.       The FCC does not have the resources to timely review and/or litigate an unlimited variety of different treatments
of Internet data  by ISPs

Clearly, the solution is for Congress to pass appropriate legislation.

John D. Simon

3889 Hansom Cab Way

Duluth, GA  30096-2793

Home..... 770-622-4084

Cell......... 770-363-0003

Fax......... 509-753-1993

Skype..... JSimon1231

E-mail..... mailto:

------------------------------ Email 6,664 ------------------------------

From: clcalhoun
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charles Calhoun

------------------------------ Email 6,665 ------------------------------

From: mtdzen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:53
Subject: Open Internet
Hello,
I've seen the recent deal between Netflix and Comcast with disdain. We cannot allow the oligopoly of last-mile internet
service providers from rapidly extorting fees from companies who generate content. The FCC was supposed to protect
the airwaves for the common good of people. Now the majority of the FM radio and cellular telephone spectrum is
divvied up among just a few key companies.

The FCC must protect consumers interests and that means maintaining a competitive marketplace for content
generators. Enacting rules permitting special "access" fees to be paid to internet service providers is akin to allowing
shopping malls to pay fees to public transit operators so that routes to nearby competitors are always the last stop. This
would kill competition. Market consolidation of content generators would be swift.

I have Windstream internet, a $6 billion/year company. Their customer service is atrocious. If I call without my account
number they literally cannot help me - they don't even know how to look me up in their computer. Do we really want to
allow greedy and incompetent companies to set up toll bridges for the internet? An open internet and rapid industry
expansion in the 90's was key to a strong economy.

CompuServ died because it was a bad idea. The market spoke - an open internet is the way forward. Undoing that would
 absolutely be the worst idea from the FCC that I've ever seen.

Mike Davis
1919 Jefferson St S
Cambridge, MN 55008

------------------------------ Email 6,666 ------------------------------

From: tleibfritz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sirs,

Please do not allow ISP's to create a "fast lane" for content providers who are willing and able to afford it. This plan is
bad for business and the consumer. It will only serve to hurt innovation and consumer choice, while giving ISP's the
power to decide who succeeds online, not the people. To allow new ideas to succeed in the online space unhampered by
politics and greed is the best policy moving forward, just like it has been in the past.

Sincerely,
Tim Leibfritz

------------------------------ Email 6,667 ------------------------------

From: romeroae
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:54
Subject: Net neutrality
When I pay for a plan, I am paying for the data received. Setting up a fast lane is like sending us post and charging the
sender and the receiver. Only one person should be charged for each transaction. If the consumer wants more speed,
they pay for it. If a consumer pays for more speed but then the provider does not, then the consumer is robbed and given
 slower content. Providers should not be charged for data already paid for by the consumer.

------------------------------ Email 6,668 ------------------------------

From: klempo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Asim Babovic

Costa Mesa, CA 92626
US

------------------------------ Email 6,669 ------------------------------

From: thesaddestday
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sirs and Madams

I use to believe that the United States was a great country that loved innovation thru the free market using regulations to
keep consumers safe from nefarious business practices. This ideal made the US a technological leader allowing
companies like Google, Yahoo, and Amazon to thrive. It has also brought about a surge in new and information sites,
image sharing service, and cloud computing. Ideas which has made many people rich and many Americans happy with
the information and technology at their fingertips. All this made possible by an open internet free from information
control monopolies wanting the power to control the end user experience based on how they feel the end user
experience should be dictated.

A free market is just an expression used by the powerful corporations in this great country to really express their need
for monopolies. Corporate control of information for greed is nothing more than an attack on Americans. Most
consumers in the United States don't have a choice when it comes to an ISP. This service is an essential part of
American life too great to be left to people on motivated by greed. An open internet is an essential part of any
Americans life. It is as essential as having access to clean water. It is essential as having access to electricity to power
our homes. Without and open internet many Americans would be priced out of the market by the information
monopolies that need to pad their profits on the backs of working and struggling consumers. The internet is too great a
tool for Americans to be left unregulated. Please change your idea of the internet being an "information service" and
deem it a public utility.

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
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 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality." - Barack Obama 2006

Thanks for your time

Chad Heer

------------------------------ Email 6,670 ------------------------------

From: dcp1201
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello, my name is Dale Prescott and I am a mechanical engineering student at the University of South Alabama. I am
writing you today concerning the recent developments surrounding the issue of net neutrality.

I feel very strongly that net neutrality plays a key role in keeping our internet free and open. Internet as a service has
become a absolutely vital part of our everyday lives, which is why it should be reclassified as a Title II
telecommunications service.

It is becoming more and more apparent that large internet companies desire to control and manipulate the flow of data to
 benefit themselves and their corporate sponsors. This sort of corporate behavior would be extremely detrimental to a
basic service that everyone needs to exist in this modern world.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Dale Prescott

------------------------------ Email 6,671 ------------------------------

From: ltrumpp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:55
Subject: Don't change the internet rules !

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 6,672 ------------------------------

From: deathw4sp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:55
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Subject: Net Neutrality.
I would like ISPs classified as title II common carriers.

------------------------------ Email 6,673 ------------------------------

From: joachim veit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:55
Subject: Stop ISP monopolies and protect the American people!!
To the FCC,

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future.  By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups.  How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot?  This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have?  It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age.  Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access:  Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant.  This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk.  If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard.  Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens.  Protect Net Neutrality.

 Please do not let the US ISP system and connections to fall even further behind the global market. The US should not
be an embarrassment.

-Joe Veit
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------------------------------ Email 6,674 ------------------------------

From: kraven23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

patrick jamrog
2941 north shady beach
bay city, MI 48706
US

------------------------------ Email 6,675 ------------------------------

From: trevorjlee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:56
Subject:
Like many of my peers, I wan to voice my concerns over what we see as the weakening of Net neutrality rules.

As consumers, we interact with many large businesses over the course of our day to day lives. In a market largely
devoid of local competition it is no accident that ISP's and telecommunication companies are consistently considered
among the worst companies that we as consumers must deal with.

Whatever reasons you may have for changing the rules regarding net neutrality, the public unwilling to accept any
moves that is seen as strengthening the position of companies that routinely take advantage of customers to the full
extent that they are allowed.

If ISP's are allowed to enact a 'fast lane', it is the customer who will ultimately suffer through lack of competition and
costs passed on to them by the services they use.

------------------------------ Email 6,676 ------------------------------

From: dcnatalie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Natalie Dobler
479 lado de loma dr
Vista, CA 92083
US

------------------------------ Email 6,677 ------------------------------
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From: ltrumpp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:56
Subject: Don't change our internet !

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 6,678 ------------------------------

From: scstubbs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:56
Subject: You want to brake something that is not broken
There is no problem here. The Internet is one of the last places Americans can follow their dreams, and have economic
success. You want to help the oligarchies just like Putin? This is where you choose whether or not you have sold your
soul. I'd support a Comcast merger if I knew they would uphold net neutrality. Now I have to wait for Google Fiber, or
move to a country like Brazil who is pioneering internet rights.

Please, you are our last hope.

Net Neutrality for all.

------------------------------ Email 6,679 ------------------------------

From: dts5004
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:57
Subject: Net neutrality
To Whom It May Concern,

I am strongly opposed to the proposed "fast lane" rule that was put forth recently, and am very concerned it would be
the beginning of the end for the open internet we know today.  I believe that it would stifle innovation by increasing the
barriers to enter the market for tech start ups.  I believe that it would increase costs for online services that would then
be passed onto me.  And most importantly, I feel that it ISP favoritism at its worst --alowing them to double dip for the
sole service they provide.  They take money from me to access Netflix, and then they get to take money from Netflix to
provide to me?

Moreover, ISPs should be categorized as Title II carriers for the good of the people and this great nation.

Please, keep the net neutral.  Do not allow this to happen.

Thank you for your time,

--

Daniel Tyler Smith
Software Engineer with TCS
B.S. Computer Science - The Pennsylvania State University
B.S. Business Administration - The Pennsylvania State University
Minor in Information Science Technology - The Pennsylvania State University

------------------------------ Email 6,680 ------------------------------
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From: kvondembussche
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:57
Subject: net neutrality decision
Your recent decision is a mistake and the people that head the FCC need to recuse themselves for conflicts of interest
from their previous jobs (comcast/verizon etc..).

Keep the internet open and neutral, your decision is a giant middle finger to small companies and innovation.

------------------------------ Email 6,681 ------------------------------

From: ryan.tejada1212
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:57
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
If you care about freedom, which I hope you do, you cannot allow the destruction of net neutrality. Allowing mega
corporations to decide which websites go faster and which can be so slow that they'll come to a grinding halt. This
eliminates competition and that's not capitalism, something this country was founded on. So for the sake of the little
guy, please don't allow this to the world we live in.

------------------------------ Email 6,682 ------------------------------

From: adamzfgo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:57
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
Show us you're not governed by money. Show us you can't be bought.

Classify the internet appropriately. Keep Net Neutrality.

It's ridiculous this has to be discussed.

------------------------------ Email 6,683 ------------------------------

From: corydkiser
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:57
Subject: net neutrality
pls protect net netrality at all costs

keep the internet away from commercial interests that would limit innovation

------------------------------ Email 6,684 ------------------------------

From: skip
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Skip Vena

------------------------------ Email 6,685 ------------------------------

From: sidd0123
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:58
Subject: Net Neutrality concerns
To whom it may concern,

   My name is Sid, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality. Allowing a 'fast
 lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning the candle at
both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.

   Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible. It would also seriously harm
competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New streaming video sites would become
exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds
that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Sid
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------------------------------ Email 6,686 ------------------------------

From: mwiechman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Margaret Wiechman
54 Deepwoods Drive
Amherst, MA 01002
US

------------------------------ Email 6,687 ------------------------------

From: ld.harvey.jr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donny Harvey

------------------------------ Email 6,688 ------------------------------

From: kghag5000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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kale haggard

------------------------------ Email 6,689 ------------------------------

From: eriq.augustine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:59
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality, Classify ISPs as Title II Common Carriers
To whom it may concern,

The idea of allowing internet providers in the United States to offer "fast lanes" is shortsighted, and imbecilic. They
have proven time, and time again that their only concern is their own profits, often to the determent to everyone else in
the United States. The internet is, quite simply, the single most important method of communication ever conceived of
by man. Allowing companies who take billions of dollars from the American public, only to turn around and lobby
government so that they can not only keep the money but not provide the upgrades they were provided with said funds
for in the first place only shows their intentions.

Allowing them to offer "fast lanes" will stifle innovation in the United States to an incredibly dangerous degree, and will
 absolutely destroy any chance our country has of being number one at anything ever again. The future economic
damage would be catastrophic, as would the immediate. The ability of small start-ups to challenge incumbent
companies would be hamstrung. Our ability to create new ways of doing things would be severely repressed. Every
country that implemented net neutrality would pass us by, and we would find ourselves at their technological mercy
inside of a few generations.

We cannot afford anything less than a completely neutral internet. Classify internet providers as Title II Common
Carriers and keep the internet neutral.

Eriq Augustine
San Luis Obispo, California
M.S. Computer Science
Senior Softeare Developer

------------------------------ Email 6,690 ------------------------------

From: dmarzani
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Daniel Marzani
46 Van Ness Terrace
Maplewood, NY 07040
US

------------------------------ Email 6,691 ------------------------------

From: ed321836
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 10:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ed Jones

------------------------------ Email 6,692 ------------------------------

From: wafflesrockmysox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sarah olmsted
1992 Route 9
Garrison, NY 10524

------------------------------ Email 6,693 ------------------------------
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From: p.dyer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Dyer
46 Northridge
Columbus, OH 43214

------------------------------ Email 6,694 ------------------------------

From: shanti.hamburg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:00
Subject: NO FAST LANES
At the FCC: To Whom it May Concern;

To West Virginia's Congressional Delegation: Please see the following in regard to the FCC's suggestion that internet
"fast lanes" are a good idea. Unfortunately, the figures and some of the formatting will be eliminated since I can't find
direct e-mail addresses and am going through the contact forms on your websites.

Freedom, Democracy, and Capitalism. Free exchange of information on equal grounds. No preference given to any
particular service or information provider. Competition and customer choice spurring innovation, progress, and earned
profit.

Just a few of the things I like about the concept of the internet, phrased as well as I'm able.

Everyone using the net already pays for their data to be sent up to the main trunk lines and called back down from the
same, both the service users and service providers. Fast lanes are double or triple charging for the same service.

Internet access is not a capitalist market, there is no effective competition. The following is copied directly from the
Perfect Competition page of Wikipedia. I've taken the liberty of italicizing those entries which make net access a non-
competitive market inherently, therefore requiring treatment significantly different than that of a standard company.

*       A large number buyers and sellers – A large number of consumers with the willingness and ability to buy the
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product at a certain price, and a large number of producers with the willingness and ability to supply the product at a
certain price.
*       No barriers of entry and exit – No entry<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Barriers_to_entry> and
exit<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Barriers_to_exit> barriers makes it extremely easy to enter or exit a perfectly
competitive market.
*       Perfect factor mobility – In the long run factors of
production<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Factors_of_production> are perfectly mobile, allowing free long term
adjustments to changing market conditions.
*       Perfect information - All consumers and producers are assumed to have perfect knowledge of price, utility, quality
 and production methods of products.
*       Zero transaction costs - Buyers and sellers do not incur costs in making an exchange of goods in a perfectly
competitive market.
*       Profit maximization - Firms are assumed to sell where marginal costs meet marginal revenue, where the most
profit is generated.
*       Homogenous products - The qualities and characteristics of a market good or service do not vary between different
 suppliers.
*       Non-increasing returns to scale - The lack of increasing returns to scale (or economies of scale) ensures that there
will always be a sufficient number of firms in the industry.
*       Property rights - Well defined property rights determine what may be sold, as well as what rights are conferred on
the buyer.
*       Rational buyers - buyers capable of making rational purchases based on information given
*       No externalities<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Externalities> - costs or benefits of an activity do not affect third
parties

The current system limps along despite the fact that we pay far more for much less service than is reasonable. See below
 and note that Estonia, Hungary, Slovenia, and the Slovak Republic all provide far better data per dollar value than is
available in the US. Perhaps the FCC should take a look at the regulatory framework those countries utilize and mimic
that rather than this atrocious modern day oil-baron (data-baron?)'s dream?

 <http://i.imgur.com/Wr6Tlv1.png>

One final thing. There is not competition, there is no choice available for the consumer. Choosing another supplier of a
necessary component of modern life is a consumer's only power and the current structure of the system prevents that.
<http://consumerist.com/2014/03/07/heres-what-lack-of-broadband-competition-looks-like-in-map-form/>
http://consumerist.com/2014/03/07/heres-what-lack-of-broadband-competition-looks-like-in-map-form/

<http://consumerist.com/2014/03/07/heres-what-lack-of-broadband-competition-looks-like-in-map-form/>
Here’s What Lack Of Broadband Competition Looks Like In Map Form – Consumerist
When announcing Comcast's intention to buy Time Warner Cable, Comcast CEO Brian Roberts called cable a "highly
competitive and dynamic marketplace." Dynamic it might be, but competitive it isn't. M...
Read more...<http://consumerist.com/2014/03/07/heres-what-lack-of-broadband-competition-looks-like-in-map-form/>

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely;
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Shanti Hamburg

------------------------------ Email 6,695 ------------------------------

From: ihstern
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:01
Subject: Reclassify the internet as Common Carrier.
Dear Tom Wheeler and everyone at the FCC that has already been bought out by corporate interests,

You will probably never read this email. You will probably just assign interns to read your emails like the cowards you
are, because if you had to face up to the damage you were about to do, and the outrage from the public, you'd actually
have to feel some shame and guilt and you don't want to do that.

Mr. Wheeler, your actions are disgusting. They are the actions of a dishonest man who only cares about wealth and
power. I don't know if you have children, but if you do, how will you look them in the eyes after you destroy the
greatest creation humanity has ever built together? "Guess what, sweetie? Billions of people across the globe came
together to contribute to the internet and the content on it. The internet revolutionized the modern era and gave access to
 knowledge to many people that didn't have it before. And I singlehandedly destroyed it because I wanted more money!"
 If I were your child, I'd never speak to you again.

Mr. Wheeler, your job as head of the FCC is to be a fair and balanced chairman, not a puppet for Comcast and cable
companies. I know that you were a lobbyist for cable companies before you became the chairman of the FCC and I'm
not impressed. I know that you hired Daniel Alvarez to be one of your legal advisors, even though he has long
represented Comcast and wrote a letter to the FCC in 2010 on behalf of Comcast, protesting net neutrality rules. I also
know that you hired Philip Verveer, who also worked directly for Comcast and STILL works for two groups who are
lobbying to end net neutrality. YOU KNOW that you are not impartial, fair and balanced, or anything of the like. Your
sponsor lists are FILLED with telecom corporations that hate net neutrality.

Finally, Mr. Wheeler, I want you to know that if you allow discrimination by ISPs, you will not be known as Tom
Wheeler, the chairman of the FCC, in history books. You will be known as Tom Wheeler, the man who killed the
internet.

And this goes to all the rest of you at the FCC that would support such a heinous action for your own profit. I can't
change any of your minds because my opinion is worth nothing to you without money behind it, but I hope you feel a
crushing sense of guilt and shame for what you are doing for the rest of your lives.

Sincerely,

Isabeau Stern

------------------------------ Email 6,696 ------------------------------

From: calfdoc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
So who bought you off?  This sounds like yet another crappy idea from the Koch brothers list of crappy ideas.

Karen Healey
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37577 WCR 55
Eaton, CO 80615
US

------------------------------ Email 6,697 ------------------------------

From: nebers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicholas Ebersviller
10350 Yorktown LN N
Maple Grove, MN 55369

------------------------------ Email 6,698 ------------------------------

From: marthab227
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Martha Butterfield

------------------------------ Email 6,699 ------------------------------

From: chrispaden111
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 11:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Christopher Paden

------------------------------ Email 6,700 ------------------------------

From: visconia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:02
Subject:
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,701 ------------------------------
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From: tompavao
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
This is so typical of our government.  Big companies, those with money get what ever they want.

THOMAS PAVAO

------------------------------ Email 6,702 ------------------------------

From: bjwalters93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Betty Walters

------------------------------ Email 6,703 ------------------------------

From: goldma72
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:04
Subject: The importance of Net Neutrality
Greetings,

My name is Brian Goldman and I am concerned about the FCC's proposal to allow ISPs to unevenly charge content
providers for upload content.  Internet infastructure is already controlled by near monopolies, and I have lived in
multiple markets with very little choice in provider.  These ISPs have been given tax money to improve their
infastructure.  They charge customers and content providers for increasing their bandwidth.  If I pay for a certain
bandwidth, and they pay for a certain bandwidth, why should they also be charged for how much of that bandwidth they
 use?  I fear that ISPs will use this ability to even further exploit their hold on the internet and put up barriers to internet
services (both old and new) that have become such an integral part of our lives.
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Thanks for your time,
Brian Goldman
East Lansing, Michigan.

------------------------------ Email 6,704 ------------------------------

From: jbarr1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Follow Brazil's lead and make the net open.

Jay Barr
2784 63rd Ter N
Saint Petersburg, FL 33702
US

------------------------------ Email 6,705 ------------------------------

From: pturnerster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:04
Subject:
Your proposal that has been outline thus far will allow big business & the upper class to further take advantage.  The
poor & middle class are left behind again.

--
Paul

------------------------------ Email 6,706 ------------------------------

From: angelo loria
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:05
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.
No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, phones,a
utomobiles, even refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.
Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body you will do your duty to the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a
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truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger that would give a single entity
complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you,
Angelo Loria

------------------------------ Email 6,707 ------------------------------

From: oberoc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tino Dai
3600 South Glebe Rd
203
Arlington, VA 22202
US

------------------------------ Email 6,708 ------------------------------

From: landsman.jacob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:05
Subject: New net neutrality rules
Dear FCC,

I am writing to beg you to preserve to free and fair use of the internet for all people.

Creating these so-called "fast lanes" would only give corporate interests another way to squeeze more dollars out of
people.

Already the Internet has been completely taken over by advertising, don't let them take it a step further and make us pay
for actually using the internet itself.

A lot has been made out of the fact that many who work in your agency previously worked for companies that have a
vested interest in the policies of the FCC. Although I personally think that that should be illegal, at the same time I
know that everyone who works there is just a person, who has their own nuance of views and is not entirely beholden to
some corporation.

In this age of supercapitalism and the near complete domination of our government by money, please give regular
people one small victory by keeping the internet the way it was meant to be: completely free to use and open to all.

Sincerely,
Jacob Landsman, a very concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 6,709 ------------------------------
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From: jamesepouliot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler and FCC members,

--DISCLAIMER: I speak only on my own behalf, not for any news organization--

I'm writing as a journalist who has long supported Net Neutrality and even created a radio show with Harvard Professor
Susan Crawford (who was on the 2009 FCC Review team) about the issue this March.

Net Neutrality has been one of the sturdiest pillars of our modern, networked economy and political discourse for as
long as the internet has existed. With a neutral internet, customers are able to view any content they please, web
companies are able to flourish and compete based upon their individual merit, and ISPs are profitable and incentivized
to improve their services, as we expect from a capitalist system.

Without Net Neutrality in place, large companies like Comcast could slow down the speeds of competitors and prevent
new, innovative startups from ever competing with the current giants. Make no mistake: Comcast and its fellow ISPs
will not create a "fast lane" for web companies that pay the toll, but rather will push the rest into a "slow lane,"
degrading their own services to make a greater profit and exercise more control over their competitors.

What kind of capitalist system allows one company to interfere with how competitors access customers?

ISPs should be regulated as a mere road-builder: they make their profits by providing drivable roads to everyone, at a
small price per user to maintain and upgrade the roads. Without Net Neutrality, if I wanted to buy a Big Mac, the road
builder could charge McDonalds to allow me to use the fast lane on the way!

That's a ridiculous system. Comcast and their fellow 'road-building' ISPs already make exorbitant profits by charging
customers to use their 'roads.' If you allow them to charge web companies as well, they are only double-charging
customers, because the web companies will raise prices to accommodate the new expense. A road-builder can't charge
the same toll twice!

Finally, Net Neutrality is necessary to boost the internet forward into the next stage of innovation. Web companies start
out small, weak and without a customer base. Even for the most innovative new product, it takes time to build up
enough customers to turn a profit. If there were additional tolls on these small startups just to access their own
customers, they would be at an even more severe disadvantage compared to companies that are already big enough to
pay the fees. The next Netflix or Facebook will not come into existence because Comcast's fees prevent them from
competing against the companies that were lucky enough to be big when the "fast lanes" were created.

I urge you to support Net Neutrality by retracting these proposed "fast lane" rules and classifying ISPs as Title II
Telecommunications Services. The internet is a utility, just like the telephone and the highway. Keep our utilities safe
from the monopolists who seek to be the nation's toll-masters!

James Pouliot
Newburyport, MA

------------------------------ Email 6,710 ------------------------------

From: gregory.rae.clem
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:05
Subject: Protect net neutrality
Please, don't kill net neutrality! We need it. Telecom companies shouldn't be able to double charge for access to a



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

resource they don't own, and it's your job to regulate telecommunications for the public, not for the profit of huge
corporations.

------------------------------ Email 6,711 ------------------------------

From: wybrantk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
My name is Kasey Wybrant, from Tennessee.

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Education are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
 I repeat: The Comcast/Time Warner Cable is the WORST possible thing that could happen. Comcast is already the
most HATED cable company and only has subscribers because too many citizens are limited to a "rock and a hard
place" (a.k.a Comcast or a tiny 3-man local company with outrageous fees) because not having Internet access is no
longer an option.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens.

Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,712 ------------------------------

From: mbarger29
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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michael Barger
942 El rancho Dr
livermore, CA 94551
US

------------------------------ Email 6,713 ------------------------------

From: nenapaden21
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maria Paden

------------------------------ Email 6,714 ------------------------------

From: jeffpad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeff Padawer
3696 Smith Road
Furlong, PA 18925
US

------------------------------ Email 6,715 ------------------------------

From: hgmnude
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
paul edwards

------------------------------ Email 6,716 ------------------------------

From: evanwkennedy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:07
Subject: Treat Broadband as Title II
Hi,

I'm writing in today in support of classifying broadband/internet access as a Title II telecommunication service. The
connection between me and the sites I visit should be treated the same as as a phone call.

The new proposals leaked this week would harm the very principles that the internet stands for and lessen innovation
among new start ups. Please do everything you can to keep it open and neutral for all.

Thank you,
Evan Kennedy

------------------------------ Email 6,717 ------------------------------

From: burton.jg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:08
Subject: On net neutrality
Please, please, please ... do the right thing: re-impose common carrier rules for the internet. It's a utility and ought to be
treated like one. I say this as not only a casual consumer of content online but also as somebody whose career is spent
designing information systems, services, and products that people access on the web. If ISPs are allowed to create "fast"
and "slow" lanes, it will be disastrous.

Please, FCC, do what's best for the public good!

Thank you for your time,

--
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Jeremy G. Burton

cell: (516) 361-8691

email: mailto:
twitter: @JeremyInFlight
web: www.JeremyInFlight.com<http://www.jeremyinflight.com/>

------------------------------ Email 6,718 ------------------------------

From: devinadaniels
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:08
Subject: Open Internet
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

My thoughts are short. If ISP's are allowed to become the internet, the results will be far more reaching than a few extra
dollars in corporate pockets and frustrated customers. Innovation itself will be stifled. World changing ideas may never
see the light of day due to newly imposed barriers. Science, entertainment, and philosophy will all suffer, and our
capability as a race to progress will slow down.

I plead with you as a student and as a future leader in this country, do not destroy net neutrality.

- Devin Daniels

------------------------------ Email 6,719 ------------------------------

From: dgingras
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:08
Subject: Open Internet rule changes
Dear Sirs,

Chairman Wheeler's proposed rules are, as the commercial says, "a stupid plan".

*       It will create chaos among all who require the Internet's infrastructure to provide or consume services.
*       It will allow even more monopolistic behavior and collusion from Verizon, Comcast and AT&T.
*       It will allow them to double-dip, charging twice for the same amount of bandwidth, as Comcast has already done
with Netflix.
*       It will give them license to forego expansion of the Internet infrastructure by blaming others for throttling that they
 themselves cause (which they are already doing).
*       It will allow them to give preferential passage to their own content and hinder passage of their competitors'.
*       When users of web services complain of the poor treatment, the FCC will be mired in legal procedures and
lawsuits from the major ISPs, delaying any "justice" for years.
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*       It will increase the price of ALL services to the end-user, instead of allowing open competition to affect pricing of
services.
*       It will choke off the ability that currently exists that anyone with an idea can "open shop" on the Internet to
provide services to an open market of users; the incumbent ISPs can exact an unwarranted toll on those services.
*       It is a mockery of the term "Net Neutrality" as it clearly gives much to the incumbents and takes from consumers.

The Internet's infrastructure, ie. the wiring, routers and servers that form the basis for all the packetized traffic that we
call "the Internet", must be free of control by corporations. It should be treated like our roads, waterways and the
frequency spectrum, in that it is owned by the people and licensed for use. We can effect this policy by a simple
majority vote of the FCC to declare the major ISPs as "common carriers" as they should have been during the Bush
administration.

It is crystal clear that the infrastructure of the Internet is a "natural monopoly", just as the wiring of the original Bell
Telephone System was; therefore, those that control it should not be allowed to run roughshod over their customers (on
either end of the connection). It is also clear that the major ISPs, Verizon, Comcast and AT&T, are engaging in illegal
monopolistic behavior and must be stopped.

The FCC has a responsibility to the people of this country to ensure fair treatment by those who provide regulated
services. Since there are now obvious instances of unfair treatment, it's time for the FCC to step in and do the job that
"we, the people" pay you to do.

Sincerely,

Richard R Gingras
8121 Airport Rd.
Quinton, VA 23141

------------------------------ Email 6,720 ------------------------------

From: annanorcross
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Anna Norcross
91 West Highland Avenue
Melrose, MA 02176
US

------------------------------ Email 6,721 ------------------------------

From: scott.meyer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:09
Subject: DO NOT ALLOW ISPs TO EXTEND PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT TO PAYING  WEBSITES
To whom it may concern,

I would like to express my opposition to your intended proposal to
allow Internet Service Providers to extend preferential treatment to
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paying websites. The very foundation upon which the internet is built
is that the only barrier to entry is the cost of maintaining a server
and an internet connection. This is why so many startups can start
from nothing in someone's garage and make it big. Allowing
preferential treatment will not only crowd out these smaller
companies, but it also makes no sense. Currently, websites pay an ISP
to send their content out and to manage incoming traffic. Consumers
then pay ISPs to retrieve that content and send their own data.
Allowing the "last mile" ISPs to charge websites for preferential
treatment will mean that data is being paid for twice. Do not allow
this. Data transfer is paid for once--the web company pays for its
end, where the data is retrieved from its servers, and the user pays
for the other half of the transfer, when it is transferred to the
user's device. Allowing this preferential treatment would be like if
the USPS charged postage fees not just to the sender but also to the
recipient for the same parcel. Please do
not permit preferential treatment by ISPs.

Sincerely,
Scott Meyer

------------------------------ Email 6,722 ------------------------------

From: prosecutebushnow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
CK Starkweather

------------------------------ Email 6,723 ------------------------------

From: uglynuncreative
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:09
Subject: Reclassify ISPs as Common Carriers, Retain Net Neutrality
Dear Sir/Madam,
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I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Respectfully,

Bill Hall

West Chester, PA

------------------------------ Email 6,724 ------------------------------

From: keithpatrickgriffith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:09
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Keith Griffith
2615 Thornton
Home
FLINT, MI 48504
US

------------------------------ Email 6,725 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:09
Subject: Net neutrality - internet should be common carrier!
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

Senator Obama June 8th, 2006 - (http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality)

------------------------------ Email 6,726 ------------------------------

From: scootch43
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lucy Rice
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------------------------------ Email 6,727 ------------------------------

From: christopherchall97
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello, I am Christopher Hall. I am an advocate for keeping the Internet open and neutral to all.

The recent ruling by the FCC is beyond detrimental to the freeness of the Internet. To allow a sort of "fast lane" for
companies that pay a fee would almost completely cripple online businesses who cannot afford it. Not only does this
defeat the purpose of Net Neutrality, but it is also detrimental to the free market that is available online.

Furthermore, these ISP's should be changed to "common carrier" statuses so that they cannot continue on discriminating
 with what they provide and how they provide it.

Thanks for reading,

Christopher Hall

------------------------------ Email 6,728 ------------------------------

From: nicholas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:10
Subject: Net Neutrality and Reclassification of ISPs to Common Carriers
To whom it may concern,

My name is Nicholas Kline, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality. It
directly affects my line of work and if passed would make the EU a much more worthwhile place to start a web based
company.

As a Web Developer I’m continually feeling oppressed by the monopoly that Comcast already holds on high speed
internet in my home town/region. I need high speed internet in order to do my work as a Web Developer work but only
ever had one option for service. And then you throw on top of the regular terrible customer service, it become more and
more of an argument for myself and others in my field to just up and leave for a Net Neutral Europe.

The rate I currently pay for high speed internet is roughly 2-3 times as much as other western nations for comparable
speeds but these speeds are hardly ever truly met by Comcast. I have experienced Comcast throttle of my connection to
a snails pace, ineptitude on simple industry specific issues by what should be professional employees, and charges that
appear randomly on my bill.

In the future I would love to start my own web based business but I would be insane to want to start it in America
because ISPs are not viewed as Common Carriers. It’s hard enough to compete with large companies without potentially
 being levied a ‘tax’ from Comcast.

Don’t forget, Comcast and Time Warner Cable both had made it a point to say “Customers don’t want faster internet” to
 justify a lack of investment into their own network. The money I guess was better spent in their wallets.

As a consumer and professional with in internet industry, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. Comcast
is already a monopoly in many regions throughout the United States and should not be allowed to merge, if anything
they need to broken up into smaller companies.
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Thank you very much for your time,

Nicholas Kline

------------------------------ Email 6,729 ------------------------------

From: caparker717
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Charlotte Parker

------------------------------ Email 6,730 ------------------------------

From: nahid.varjavand
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nahid Varjavand
820 Bauer Dr.
San Carlos, CA 94070
US

------------------------------ Email 6,731 ------------------------------

From: steffen.reichstadt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Steffen Reichstadt

 90028

------------------------------ Email 6,732 ------------------------------

From: nashton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Not knowing the details of the proposed changes, I can not specifically say anything about them. I can say that I hope
the FCC works as the arm of government, which is representative of the citizens of the United States, and insures a free
and open internet by protecting net neutrality. As a computer science student, I feel my future relies heavily on the free
flowing internet. I would hate for American job creation to be stifled so that a select few ISP's can make an extra buck.

Until I have more information on the matter, this is all I can ask. Consider that most of the future job prospects for
Americans will rely heavily on net neutrality.

Thank You
Nick Ashton

------------------------------ Email 6,733 ------------------------------

From: reddaryl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daryl Odefey
35 S. Logan St. #502
Denver, CO 80209
US

------------------------------ Email 6,734 ------------------------------

From: sjlaferriere
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

paul laferriere
332 lydia ave
woonsocket, RI 02895
US

------------------------------ Email 6,735 ------------------------------

From: susandetato
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:12
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Detato

------------------------------ Email 6,736 ------------------------------

From: tnultyjr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tom NULTY, JR
24500 Dna Pnt Hrbr Dr
Dana Point, CA 92629
US

------------------------------ Email 6,737 ------------------------------

From: jacetor
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Mills
345 Barton St. E.
Hamilton, ON L8L2X8
CA

------------------------------ Email 6,738 ------------------------------

From: westcoastlands
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ron Trout

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 6,739 ------------------------------

From: kylelnp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dearest FCC,

I support net neutrality and wish to express my support of classifying internet service providers, such as Time Warner
and Comcast, as Title II Common Carriers. This classification as I understand it would limit them to data carrying, and
they would in no way be able to alter the flow of said data. The idea of creating "Internet Fast Lanes" worries me
greatly. A move like that would serve to hurt the majority of Americans for the benefit of a very small minority. As a
government body I believe it is the responsibility of the FCC to protect the majority of Americans these fast lanes would
 harm. Please keep the internet and access to it equal for everyone. Thank you.

-Kyle Nelson-Purcell

------------------------------ Email 6,740 ------------------------------

From: m.ben.stevens86
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:13
Subject: Net neutrality
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To whom it may concern,

In regards to the FCC's upcoming proposal for net neutrality rules, I am writing in response to reports indicating that the
 proposal will include provisions for allowing internet service providers to charge content providers for preferential
treatment in data delivery.  Any rules containing this type of provision would be, simply put, a disaster.  The internet has
 been such a tremendous boon to our economy and such a hotbed of innovation and startup businesses precisely because
 these types of "fast lane" practices were not in place.  To allow ISPs to give preferential treatment to content providers
based on payment plans would leave innovative but vulnerable startup companies at the mercy of a handful of ISPs,
who, given their conglomerate nature, may easily have conflicts of interest with allowing the delivery of that startup's
content.

Frankly, I am already quite uncomfortable with the amount of influence that I feel lies in the hands of a very tiny
number of ISPs in their role as a simple delivery mechanism for content.  To allow those companies additional influence
 over the content itself would be unconscionable, especially given the extreme lack of competitive options that most
Americans have access to in choosing their ISP.

I strongly urge everyone at the FCC to give careful consideration to what the consequences of this kind of move could
be for content providers, consumers, and the nature of the internet itself.  The traditional role of the ISP as a delivery
system for content from provider to consumer has brought about an amazing internet, one that spurs growth and
innovation unlike anything seen before it.  Simply, it isn't broke, so don't fix it.  Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Ben Stevens

------------------------------ Email 6,741 ------------------------------

From: eclipsenine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:14
Subject: Net neutrality and comcast merger
It has always bothered me that the FCC has so much control over the rules governing the internet, and the biggest reason
 for that is the simple fact thr FCC is not staffed by votes, but appointment. The propossed multi level access to the
internet is beyond wrong. In a system where an entire industry refuses to compete, giving providers the right to extort
their entire customer base will lead us to a future without an open internet. Want to read an article on how harmful
monopolies are to society? Better pay extra to access that page. All data should be treated equally, weather its netflix or
a small start up. If anything, we need laws that force ISPs to compete with one another, and the only way to do that
would be for municipalities to begin installing their own networks, but the cable lobby is so active and well financed
that all attempts have met with fierce resistance. The US ranks 18th in average internet speed. 18th!!!! We're not even in
 the top ten!!! But we are #1 in ISP profits. Our ISPs refuse to comepete, because our government makes it so they don't
have to.

------------------------------ Email 6,742 ------------------------------

From: kateswafford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kathleen Swafford
137 Church Rd.
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Fairview, NC 28730
US

------------------------------ Email 6,743 ------------------------------

From: philonous1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jim Moreau
617 Lenox
Las Cruces, NM 88005
US

------------------------------ Email 6,744 ------------------------------

From: cteresi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christian Teresi
3706 3rd Street South
Arlington, VA 22204

------------------------------ Email 6,745 ------------------------------

From: roxanne.crane
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Roxanne Crane
399 DeKoven Dr.
Apt 1 S
Middletown, CT 06457
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,746 ------------------------------

From: jnmd1999
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:15
Subject: Keep the internet open
I know you are probably inundated with similar responses to your upcoming policy changes, but I will add my voice if
only to highlight the diversity and size of the group that opposes these changes. Removing net neutrality would be
disastrous for the consumer. Already the internet has began so ubiquitous in modern life that it is practically necessary
for a modern individual. Allowing IPs to discriminate broadband based on money alone will strangle the internet's
potential as a completely free place. IP's already turn an extremely impressive profit, and since prices haven't gone down
 as profits have risen, it is doubtful that allowing IP's to charge website content makers will at all help consumers. On
the other hand, allowing IP's to cut off service to (or slow service to the point of unusability) can do nothing but harm
customers by limiting their access across the web. Your loyalty must be to consumers, and thus the choice is clear.
Reinstate net neutrality by any means.

------------------------------ Email 6,747 ------------------------------

From: autumn279
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
The internet is equally powerful for all and it needs to be respected as such . It is the back bone to many small
businesses as well as the corporate world. However between International talks and corporate influences ,what the FCC
should be doing is protecting the internet freedoms of we the people of America. Please be powerful in your persuasion
with concern of U.S.citizens as we are business partners and educators as well by making this world a more accessable
platform in communicating with our political members and our request for you to act on our behalf Thank You for your
consideration and have a great day.

Autumn Brook
39 Cathance Farm Lane
Bowdoin, ME 04287
US

------------------------------ Email 6,748 ------------------------------

From: nick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:16
Subject: Please Maintain Net Neutrality

Whom Concerned,

In my opinion, it should be illegal for a company to be both a service provider and a content provider.  This situation
can only lead to abuse.

Failing this, it must be illegal for a service provider to degrade or charge more for service based on the identity of the
content provider.  For example, it must be illegal for Comcast to throttle the speed of Amazon streaming.  The only
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entity who benefits from allowing this sort of strategy is the service provider.  The content provider is hurt, and
consumers are hurt.

A big provider like Amazon will survive, likely by raising prices to the end consumer to offset their increased costs
from the provider, but small companies trying to get into the content business will not be able to afford to do so,
eliminating their ability to compete.  This in turn limits innovation, and further strengthens the virtual monopoly on
content that exists in America today, to our detriment.  In either case, the American consumer is damaged.

Further, this strategy could easily be used for ideological purposes, in addition to financial ones.  Let's suppose that a
service provider is controlled by a very conservative (or very liberal, for that matter) group of people.  If net neutrality is
 not preserved, nothing would stop that service provider from throttling websites whose message they disagree with to
the point that the site is unusable.  It's not like there are an abundance of choices for internet service providers these
days.  All the small ISPs have long since been gobbled up by Comcast, Time Warner, etc.

This is a serious First Amendment issue, where the freedom of speech of a whole group of people could be abridged.
Allowing service providers the right to charge more or throttle service on sites that they disagree would allow them to
effectively squelch the message of these sites while complying with the letter of the law.  This situation would be much
like the official "protest zones" set up by Russia for the 2014 Olympics.  Folks were free to protest, but they had to do it
20 miles away from the site, and if they got too loud they were arrested.

The Chinese government limits the availability of content over the internet drastically for ideological purposes.  They
can do this because they are the service provider, and have final authority over what their citizens are allowed to see and
 hear.  This behavior is fundamentally opposed to the American ethos.  Please don't allow the few large corporations that
 control the internet access of the American public a similar authority for all of us.

Thank You,
Nick Badovinac

------------------------------ Email 6,749 ------------------------------

From: dlsatt3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dennis Satterfield
1015 King St
Fillmore, CA 93015
US

------------------------------ Email 6,750 ------------------------------

From: luckynick42
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'd like to type out a nice long email about how every time I read or watch a news source I see something about either a
telecommunications company is trying to push for "fast lanes" or one is attempting to sell all its customer's browsing
data, or basically doing what may be best for the few people in charge to make more money, but with little to no regard
with how it will affect the internet or the millions of people who use it. However, I hear that volume of email is better
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than what is said, so please, classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services. I'd like to think I still live in a
country where freedom and privacy are valued, but it seems more and more everyday that ideas like that are just fantasy,
 privacy doesn't exist anymore, and as far as the internet goes, corporations are trying to put a price on it. That's not the
USA, not what it should be at least.

------------------------------ Email 6,751 ------------------------------

From: chadjerhada
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chad Jerhada

 31419

------------------------------ Email 6,752 ------------------------------

From: michelsonbrad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:17
Subject: FCC Net Neutrality Feedback
To whom it may concern,

I am writing in reference to the proposed anti-net-neutrality legislation that is being proposed through the FCC. As a US
 citizen, I pay roughly $60 a month for 50/gbs internet access. As it stands, I can currently stream, use, or view any
website on the internet as fast as their servers will allow. With the proposed legislation, it would allow the internet
service providers (ISPs) to limit customer access to services like Netflix. Why should I have to pay more so that I can
stream movies from a service I’m also paying for? Why should the ISPs be supposed in a battle against companies they
see as rivals? Creating “fast lanes” is just an excuse for the service providers to charge the companies and their
customers more for specific content.

Additionally, this drastic change in how the internet operates can completely marginalize any sort of up-and-coming
web services. With the proposed changes, ISPs can filter out specific websites, virtually eliminating their web presence
and destroying the potential for creativity and ingenuity on the internet. That is not what America is about.

So for the above reasons, I am giving my support for all internet service providers to be reclassified as Title II Common
Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934. These companies should act as carriers of our data, as we pay them
 to be. Not as major nation-wide services that limit content and growth for capital gain.

Thank you for taking the time to read my concerns and I hope that the FCC will do the right thing and stand behind the
consumer’s interests, not those who stand to gain from a drastically favorable change of circumstance.

-Brad Michelson
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------------------------------ Email 6,753 ------------------------------

From: leetmodule
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Kyle Kelly, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Kyle Kelly

------------------------------ Email 6,754 ------------------------------

From: psycobleach46
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

As person who is on the internet a lot, I find this despicable , that you would let big companies like comcast, verizon,
att.sway you into going their way.
The internet is our place to go , like the library. We surf, we learn, we play, we watch, This library is giant, we can go
places we other wise couldn't do before.
This is not cable, phones nor are we communist. Why should they be allowed to block, delay or charge what we do, we
already pay for access. What gives them the
right to say you reached your limit this month you can't do any more. thats wrong very wrong. Or block certain sites
cause those people they don't like (competitors)
or they can't pay the fee they impose ;upon them. No its not right. yet you would allow this.? If you do then you are no
better than communism.

------------------------------ Email 6,755 ------------------------------
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From: suec71
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sue Corbett

WA 98365
US

------------------------------ Email 6,756 ------------------------------

From: sovereignwaters
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:18
Subject: Strengthen NN
We need stronger, not weaker protections for net neutrality. Allowing different classes of internet for different users
means everything is up for bid. Keep the playing field even. Prove all the doubters wrong and show the FCC isn't
completely useless.

-Adam Q

------------------------------ Email 6,757 ------------------------------

From: itsberry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:18
Subject: Dear fcc
Please don't destroy the fucking internet. Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 6,758 ------------------------------

From: daxcornell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'd like to type out a nice long email about how every time I read or watch a news source I see something about either a
telecommunications company is trying to push for "fast lanes" or one is attempting to sell all its customer's browsing
data, or basically doing what may be best for the few people in charge to make more money, but with little to no regard
with how it will affect the internet or the millions of people who use it. However, I hear that volume of email is better
than what is said, so please, classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services. I'd like to think I still live in a
country where freedom and privacy are valued, but it seems more and more everyday that ideas like that are just fantasy,
 privacy doesn't exist anymore, and as far as the internet goes, corporations are trying to put a price on it. That's not the
USA, not what it should be at least.

------------------------------ Email 6,759 ------------------------------

From: carmencarmen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:18
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carmen Camelio

Rochester, NY 14609

------------------------------ Email 6,760 ------------------------------

From: rjholsem1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
robert holsem

------------------------------ Email 6,761 ------------------------------

From: jeremypsegal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:19
Subject: What the hell?
What the hell is the FCC doing?  Who do you actually work for?

The Internet works fine as is.  Who the hell besides the cable companies wants a Pay-Ola Internet?  Radio execs went to
 jail for doing exactly the same thing that your new model of the Internet will promote!

Customers pay ISPs for content. If users are using a lot of bandwidth, the company can charge the user more. Why
should a cable company start gouging a popular service for more money??  They are already being paid to provide the
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bandwidth!

It's sad to see what a pathetic joke our government is becoming.  The whole stupid corrupt thing is completely for sale,
as is the FCC and it ridiculous cable-lobbyist chairman.

I wish I had enough money to buy you people off, I'd have you all come over to my place and wash my laundry and do
my gardening for me.  Anything to keep you away from the regulation (destruction) of our Internet.  Can't you people
show a shred of decency?

Sincerely,
Jeremy Segal

------------------------------ Email 6,762 ------------------------------

From: yarddawg 1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality....not FASCISM.

Terrie Williams
850 Laura Lane
Vidor, TX 77662
US

------------------------------ Email 6,763 ------------------------------

From: paul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:19
Subject: Please Don't Gut Net Neutrality
For years, the principle of net neutrality has worked well. It's allowed for a flourishing ecosystem of Internet-based
companies, and created untold billions in wealth. It's been very, very good to us. Please don't gut that.

The FCC's proposed new rules are in no way, shape, or form "net neutrality". They will lead to a tiered Internet which
will provide advantages only to a handful of already-wealth ISPs, who face little to no competition.

The Internet is a utility. It should be treated like phone service, and ISPs should be treated as common carriers.
Comcast, Verizon, AT&T and the handful of others don't want this, but whether they know it or not, their hundreds of
millions of customers sure do. Please, look after the interests of this country's citizens, not a few powerful corporations.
We need net neutrality to allow the Internet to continue to grow as it has for decades.

It appears to be this simple: Don't allow for a "fast lane" from ISPs. Instead, re-impose the common carrier rules on
ISPs, and keep the Internet as we know it today alive.

Please.

-Paul

------------------------------ Email 6,764 ------------------------------
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From: jmfalk1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joan Falkenstein

------------------------------ Email 6,765 ------------------------------

From: dallas416
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Austin Phillips
10243 Connell Dr
Overland Park, FL 32256
US

------------------------------ Email 6,766 ------------------------------

From: jjgravlee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
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absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,767 ------------------------------

From: fahardy83
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to the citizens of
the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no Comcast/Time Warner
Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Fredrick A Hardy

------------------------------ Email 6,768 ------------------------------

From: leilamyounes
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for an already agreed upon speed and service. This was, of course, done without our notification. How is this a fair
business practice?

When reclassified, Comcast would be forced to put a halt to these atrocious business practices and actually function as a
 proper business, instead of simply exploiting its customers beyond any reasonable justification. Comcast would be
forced to compete and actually provide services at reasonable prices. This proposed merger would simply be toxic and
reward toxic companies like Comcast to further abuse the market and prevent any meaningful innovation to emerge.
This is blatantly wrong.

I encourage all of you to take note of areas where Comcast operates alongside Google Fiber - Comcast wants to merge
because they are afraid of competition, because it means providing meaningful services sans customer exploitation.
However, be aware that I am not insinuating that Google Fiber is going to be a long-term competitor, because Google
Fiber is not widely present (only operates in ~3 major cities nationwide) and has been previously stated as a means to
kickstart competition efforts in the market.

Case in point, from Anders Bylund writing for USATOday: "When Google announced a Fiber network in Austin,
Texas, incumbent telephony provider AT&T ( T ) immediately announced its own gigabit solution -- in Austin. Cable
giant Comcast (CMCSA) has introduced a reasonably competitive 250/50 plan for $70 a month in Provo, Utah. Provo
just happens to be another of the Google Fiber locations.

And that's exactly what Google wanted. This isn't about making Google a leading service provider. It's about giving
better and cheaper broadband connections to all Americans, regardless of their provider."

I implore all of you to please strike down this ridiculous, self-serving, proposed merger between Comcast and Time
Warner Cable and give the people what we deserve: A fair market with competition, with Comcast et al being
reclassified as Title II Telecommunications Services of the Communications Act of 1934.

Otherwise, it will become clear to Americans that the average citizen is no longer valued in the face of big money and
big companies with deep pockets. And last I checked, we are the land of the people, for the people, by the people.
Nowhere is "company" or "corporation" mentioned...

Thank you very much for your time,
Leila Younes
FL D-19 Constituent

------------------------------ Email 6,769 ------------------------------

From: imark2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

IOANNA MARKOUDI

ot
GR

------------------------------ Email 6,770 ------------------------------

From: timberwolf ymj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Yvonne Johnson

------------------------------ Email 6,771 ------------------------------

From: m1ch43lp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Parkinson
6 Horseshoe Bend Rd.
Prosperity, PA 15329
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------------------------------ Email 6,772 ------------------------------

From: spicedjellybeans
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tracy Paxton
28 Euclid Ave
Apt 304
Jamestown NY, NY 14701
US

------------------------------ Email 6,773 ------------------------------

From: udam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:21
Subject: on the new rules regulating ISPS
As a software engineer for a very small startup in the Internet video
industry, and who plans to continue working for startups in the future,
net neutrality is critical and these new regulations will severely hurt
the industry. It is likely that it will force lots of video/music, and
other higher bandwidth startup companies to really only begin in
countries that have net neutrality such as in Europe where they are
seeking to extend net neutrality. It will be impossible, at a funding
scale, and it already is a huge challenge with funding, to compete with
bigger existing companies. There will be nobody here in the USA who will
be able to compete. As an engineer who wishes to work for startups, I
may be forced in trying to get a work VISA to work oversees, as the
startup industry will probably shift away from Silicon Valley and move
overseas, as it will not be able to flourish here. We do not want to be
ruining much of the economy of California and the Bay Area, but these
rules will do that. Engineers will be forced to leave the country rather
than us trying to import more engineers in.

Having extremeley fast loading pages and video is extremeley important
for any page or any site regardless of high bandwidth needs.If a site
does not load in two seconds, and more than half will not even try
loading a site that takes longer than 3 seconds
(http://blog.kissmetrics.com/loading-time/). The time expectation for a
site to load or a video to load will only decrease on any device. We
need to be fair to smaller startups to keep innovation strong in the
United States. Otherwise, we will destroy our economy even further. I
fear for what I want to do in the USA because of these rules, and for
many people like me. I do not see any other outcome, but a reduction in
startups, and a reduction in a startups ability to compete with
established players online like Facebook/Netflix/Google/Amazon.

In short, the FCC really needs to man up and call the cable companies
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countries that have net neutrality such as in Europe where they are
seeking to extend net neutrality. It will be impossible, at a funding
scale, and it already is a huge challenge with funding, to compete with
bigger existing companies. There will be nobody here in the USA who will
be able to compete. As an engineer who wishes to work for startups, I
may be forced in trying to get a work VISA to work oversees, as the
startup industry will probably shift away from Silicon Valley and move
overseas, as it will not be able to flourish here. We do not want to be
ruining much of the economy of California and the Bay Area, but these
rules will do that. Engineers will be forced to leave the country rather
than us trying to import more engineers in.

Having extremeley fast loading pages and video is extremeley important
for any page or any site regardless of high bandwidth needs.If a site
does not load in two seconds, and more than half will not even try
loading a site that takes longer than 3 seconds
(http://blog.kissmetrics.com/loading-time/). The time expectation for a
site to load or a video to load will only decrease on any device. We
need to be fair to smaller startups to keep innovation strong in the
United States. Otherwise, we will destroy our economy even further. I
fear for what I want to do in the USA because of these rules, and for
many people like me. I do not see any other outcome, but a reduction in
startups, and a reduction in a startups ability to compete with
established players online like Facebook/Netflix/Google/Amazon.

In short, the FCC really needs to man up and call the cable companies
common carriers because they are. I know you feel this would really hurt
the current ISP's, but they are already basically living with it and
they are surviving. It is also allowing the startup industry to
flourish. Without net neutrality, the startup industry will no longer
flourish as other bigger companies will be able to pay for faster access
to consumers, which will prevent other startups from competing on page
load times. People will only start to seek sites which are already on
the fast lane, as they hate waiting fractions of a second more for pages
to load. The startup industry will flounder here in the USA, and I see
it flourishing elsewhere where they are protected, and slowly engineers
will be leaving the US.

Thanks for reading this, and hopefully you will decide to keep net
neutrality and allow me to keep my job and doing what I do.

Thank you,
Udam

------------------------------ Email 6,779 ------------------------------

From: tgavankar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: Make ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Hello,

I am a strong supporter of net neutrality and I believe that we are at a critical decision point for the future of the internet
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and the progress of technology.

As a citizen of the United States of America, I want to show my support of net neutrality by asking that ISP's be classed
as Title II Telecommunications Services. Internet Service Providers should not get to bias their service depending on
how it is used. The internet should be a free and open resource, uncontrolled by large corporations and lobbyists.

Thank you,
Tanay Gavankar

------------------------------ Email 6,780 ------------------------------

From: tgavankar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: Make ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Hello,

I am a strong supporter of net neutrality and I believe that we are at a critical decision point for the future of the internet
and the progress of technology.

As a citizen of the United States of America, I want to show my support of net neutrality by asking that ISP's be classed
as Title II Telecommunications Services. Internet Service Providers should not get to bias their service depending on
how it is used. The internet should be a free and open resource, uncontrolled by large corporations and lobbyists.

Thank you,
Tanay Gavankar

------------------------------ Email 6,781 ------------------------------

From: hector.m.ramirez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: Under fire over net neutrality plans, FCC seeks early feedback  via /r/politics
<http://bit.ly/1iZpDei>
Under fire over net neutrality plans, FCC seeks early feedback 
http://bit.ly/1iZpAPG

Submitted April 26, 2014 at 06:22AM by DanzoFriend
via reddit http://bit.ly/1iZpDel

------------------------------ Email 6,782 ------------------------------

From: skylertecnic51r
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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James Constantino
Raybrook Rd
Yonkers, NY 10704
US

------------------------------ Email 6,783 ------------------------------

From: rbdaviesjr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC:

I am very dismayed at the erosion of a free-and-open-and-equal-for-all internet.

I am dismayed at the fact that the consumer will be loser and the winner will be the already rich corporations and their
share-holders.

I reject the notion that competition will level the playing field, because of the market concentration which already exists
in the delivery of the last-mile of internet service.

I call upon you to implement rules which:

* mandate the separate ownership of the utililty aspects of internet service (eg, the internet as dumb pipe) from content
provider aspects;

* mandate that dumb-pipe internet service must be sold unbundled from any content which vendors might wish to
provide over that pipe;

* regulate the pricing of the dumb-pipe "utility" aspects of internet service and infrastructure, as all other utilities are
regulated, to keep end-user costs as low as possible, to forbid discrimination, filtering, or selective prioritization of
traffic on any basis other than contracted service level, which shall be available to any and all potential users at the same
 price, and by regulation, to discourage any motivation to discriminate.

* regulate the pricing of service-levels for dumb-pipe packet delivery to be based upon marginal cost-to-deliver, rather
than upon market-demand (eg, what-the-market-will-endure) (which is why it is necessary to mandate separate
ownership of internet packet-delivery from content-provider businesses), and to ensure this is being complied with,
through aggressive review of attributed costs of doing business.

* to encourage competition in the "last-mile" of internet service by prohibiting town-wide-monopolies in return for an
agreement to wire a town (instead, require the contract to be made on-a-house-by-house-basis just as natural-gas-lines
are extended through a neighborhood, on a house-by-house basis);

* support innovation of ways to deliver last-mile service at least cost, by funding research into new approaches -- for
example (if it is as promising as I think it is) -- neighborhood-wide WiMax in lieu of copper or fiber from pole to house;
 or using power-line-based local-area-networks (again on a neighborhood-by-neighborhood basis).
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Respectfully,

R. Blair Davies, Jr.

20 Colonial Rd Apt 10, Milford, MA 01757
774-271-7231

mailto

------------------------------ Email 6,784 ------------------------------

From: michaelsellitto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

------------------------------ Email 6,785 ------------------------------

From: lamb0231
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I'm writing to protest your attempts to kill Net Neutrality.  The new appointments to the FCC and the lobbying efforts
by the telecommunications industry represent one of the greatest sub-versions of our representative democracy in
history.  Bureaucrats, who were never elected and who have sickening ties to telecommunication industry, now have an
opportunity to forever change their internet according to the express wishes of their paymasters at companies like
Comcast.  The cycle of FCC officials leaving and becoming high-paid lobbyist for companies they made beneficial
decisions for is clear evidence of this sub-version. I ask that this disgustingly corrupt cycle ends and any decisions made
 by an official before they leave for a lobbying job should have a FBI investigation launched to review their decision for
 wrong-doing and potential criminal arrests.  Also, I would ask that Tom Wheeler and all the newly appointed officials
like him immediately resign as they are clearly  paid shills for the telecommunications industry and represents a greater
threat to American's freedoms than any terrorist ever could.  I would also like to warn that if you destroy Net Neutrality,
 I will do everything in my power as a voter to strip the FCC of all power and fire all of it's employees (with a
permanent ban from ever working for or with the Federal government again).

Thank You,
Craig Lambeseder
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------------------------------ Email 6,786 ------------------------------

From: ed kol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:23
Subject: net neutrality
If you allow the ISP's to charge extra for content providers it is 100%
guaranteed the cost will be passed to the consumer and we most likely
will still not see an unbuffered data stream. I pay for a 50/25
connection and the only place I ever see that is during the ISP's speed
test. I have never received any content at the speed I already pay for.
In the end I believe the ISP's will still throttle the data stream
unless both the content supplier and the end user pay extra.

This will be just like Obama care where my company passed the $63 per
insured on to their employees. I pay an extra $126 for insurance I
cannot use.

Edward F Koloski

------------------------------ Email 6,787 ------------------------------

From: relizabeth ellison
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:24
Subject: Keep net neutrality
Allowing internet service providers to create fast and slow lanes is a slippery slope.  I highly advise against it.  Small
business owners and the middle class will suffer.  Don't ruin the internet on the behalf of comcast.

Sincerely,
-A concerned (voting) citizen.

------------------------------ Email 6,788 ------------------------------

From: robert.batesole
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:24
Subject: Proposed Changes to Net Neutrality
I am writing to express my concerns regarding the proposed changes to net neutrality. I am in favor of a completely
open Internet and demand to see Internet service providers classified as common carriers. It is not acceptable to ISPs to
perform ANY form of traffic discrimination and I expect the FCC to ensure this does not happen.

-Robert Batesole

------------------------------ Email 6,789 ------------------------------

From: themacguy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:24
Subject: ISPs
ISPs now provide phone service via IP. Therefore they are now “common carriers” and should be re-classified as such.
Then you may regulate them and enforce Net Neutrality.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Barry Levine

------------------------------ Email 6,790 ------------------------------

From: joekaleel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph Kaleel
360 Hancock
Davison, MI 48423
US

------------------------------ Email 6,791 ------------------------------

From: mrberry2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Maura  Berry

------------------------------ Email 6,792 ------------------------------

From: mike.sutherland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am an internet user and am not affiliated with any company. I agree with Consumer Federation of
America<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Consumer_Federation_of_America>,
AARP<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AARP>, American Library
Association<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American_Library_Association>,  and Gun Owners of
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America<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_Owners_of_America> that the FCC should maintain and protect net
neutrality. Ultimately, I believe that internet service providers should be treated as telecommunication common carriers
and not as information service providers.

Providing and maintaining equal access to the internet is particularly important in rural areas of the country where cable
and telecommunications companies often refuse to provide service and where small businesses form the core of local
economies.  Future economic development in these areas depends on the availability of high-speed internet access and a
level playing field for business advertising and communications.

Sincerely,

Claude Sutherland

823 Route 12A

Plainfield, NH 03781

------------------------------ Email 6,793 ------------------------------

From: nae12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:24
Subject: network neutrality
Hi there,
My name is Nick Evans and I live in Tallahassee, FL.

Do not alter network neutrality.  The creation of a 'fast track' for privileged content will not result in a better internet
experience for citizens.  Rather, it will only create a new means of generating revenue for ISPs by building and then
exploiting a new bottle neck in the delivery of services.  Already large ISPs like Comcast, Time Warner, Verizon, and
AT&T are demanding huge fees for subpar service.  Not only are US internet speeds slow in comparison to other
countries, but the customer service these companies offer when they fail to actually deliver that subpar service is
abysmal.

Changing net neutrality in the way Commissioner Wheeler has suggested will add more costs to an already overpriced
service.  Spend your time on something that will actually be beneficial to the American people.  Reclassify ISPs as title
II telecom companies.  Impose clear expectations for network improvements.  Redefine the speed requirements for
broadband.  Bring real competition to the market by uncoupling infrastructure ownership from service provision.  Any
one of these would be better for the American people than the scrapping of network neutrality.

Thank you,
Nick

------------------------------ Email 6,794 ------------------------------

From: kyle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kyle Smitz

FL 33487
US

------------------------------ Email 6,795 ------------------------------

From: kellcoupon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:26
Subject: Maintain true net neutrality to protect the freedom of information  in the United States.
To Whom It May Concern,

Please support true net neutrality to protect the freedom of information in the United States.

I do not support the Comcast/Time Warner merger.

Without true net neutrality. ISP's will have a complete monopoly on the internet in every way. As most people have
little or no choices of internet provider, allowing providers to block or slow services until they are unusable, or charge
more for data they deem in "competition" with themselves will remove any ability for companies to compete with ISP's
in any area they do business. The ISP's business practices such as throttling competing tv and movie providers to their
cable tv services do not represent the needs of the consumer, but rather, their desire to maintain profitability and market
dominance without having to compete. This is why we need real internet neutrality.

Thank you,

Kelly M.

Albany, NY

------------------------------ Email 6,796 ------------------------------

From: birdrion
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:26
Subject: Protect net neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
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Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,797 ------------------------------

From: aboman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster access to 'last mile' customers would be
a very bad thing.

As a consumer as well as a small business owner that runs websites and has servers in colocation facilities I already pay
my respective ISP's for access. Allowing consumer ISP's to degrade the experience to non paying websites/content
would within a short period of time make 'speed labels' on internet connections moot. Today we pay for a 70 megabit
connection in our home (over $100/month for internet alone I should add). One of my servers in a neighboring city is
plugged into a 100 megabit port, paying a different ISP for that access. In a world with no Net Neutrality my business
would be required to pay my consumer ISP for my connection to my server to reach the 70 mbit maximum. That is not
acceptable.

Consumers will also be harmed by ISP's restricting their choices of what web/internet services will receive speed boosts
and thus work 'better'.  We are already seeing where the cable companies are going with this as they are also now
content producers as well as run their own content distribution channels. In a future where Net Neutrality is gone there
will be no consumer choice left.

Small business -like mine- will be harmed as we cannot afford access to these 'fast lanes', thus harming our ability to
compete with the entrenched large companies.

Thus as a consumer and a small business owner, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at
least refrain from implementing this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,
Andreas Boman

------------------------------ Email 6,798 ------------------------------

From: reinhard.prix
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 11:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Reinhard Prix

Hannover, ot 30161
DE

------------------------------ Email 6,799 ------------------------------

From: danielgarrard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:26
Subject: FCC "Fast Lane" Proposal
The proposal by the FCC to allow Internet service providers to give preferential treatment to certain content providers
on "commercially reasonable" terms is blatantly and unapologetically throwing the American consumer/taxpayer under
the bus in favor of ISPs making more money. If they are allowed to decide which content providers get preferential
treatment, they will choose the content providers who pay them. They will be unfairly making a profit, not by adding
any additional service, but by "double-dipping" and charging both the customers and the content providers. Actually, in
Comcast's case, it will be triple-dipping, as it already charges content providers, as you can read
here<http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html?m=0>. Meanwhile, what will happen to the
consumer? It is extremely unlikely that ISPs will pass on their profits as savings; it is reasonable to assume that the cost
of Internet will remain the same for the consumer. However, the costs of Internet content is likely to go up in response
to content providers having to pay a fee to ISPs in order to not be throttled down. This isn't even taking into account all
the startups whose business will suffer because their small new businesses can't afford to pay monopolies and near-
monopolies what they want.

------------------------------ Email 6,800 ------------------------------

From: daniel.mollll
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:26
Subject: Net neutrality
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
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http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

------------------------------ Email 6,801 ------------------------------

From: bw4l17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elizabeth Lerret
15 Locust Street
Cambridge, MA 02138
US

------------------------------ Email 6,802 ------------------------------

From: mcvogel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Vogel
9684 SE Dundee Drive
Happy Valley, OR 97086
US

------------------------------ Email 6,803 ------------------------------

From: ninarezesq
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nina Reznick

------------------------------ Email 6,804 ------------------------------

From: mary8996505
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mary messenkopf

------------------------------ Email 6,805 ------------------------------

From: dalva124
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:28
Subject: In favor of net neutrality
I am in favor of net neutrality.  The fcc needs to designate Internet service providers as common carriers and regulate
them as such.

------------------------------ Email 6,806 ------------------------------

From: kitgearhart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Catherine gearhartschinske
11625 amberwood dr
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hebron, IL 60034
US

------------------------------ Email 6,807 ------------------------------

From: ybeers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Yvonne Hummel
374 Arrowstone Drive
Kamloops, BC V2C1R1
CA

------------------------------ Email 6,808 ------------------------------

From: jesse.tristan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am deeply concerned about comments of breaking net neutrality being discussed in the FCC. Net neutrality should be
a prime concern of the FCC as it has allowed the internet to bloom and foster into what it is today. By removing net
neutrality and allowing companies to pay for faster speeds, the FCC would hinder small companies from competing
with the larger companies. Large companies will start to influence what traffic the public sees and interacts with on the
internet, affecting American's right to free speech and knowledge. Keep net neutrality alive!

Thanks,

------------------------------ Email 6,809 ------------------------------

From: high fivez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Emily B

------------------------------ Email 6,810 ------------------------------

From: anycelady
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

helane fein
465 S Detroit Street
los angeles, CA 90036
US

------------------------------ Email 6,811 ------------------------------

From: mudduk2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Charles Lawrence
2065 long run rd
Otway, OH 45657
US

------------------------------ Email 6,812 ------------------------------

From: rmyc.rain.may.yet.come00
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:29
Subject: ISP classification.
I would like ISP's classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 6,813 ------------------------------

From: smacfarland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shawn MacFarland
9801 Meadowcroft Ln
Montgomery Village, MD 20886

------------------------------ Email 6,814 ------------------------------

From: schurch1992
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:30
Subject: Stop attacking net neutrality
Stop selling out the American people for your own self interest. We need the internet to remain neutral in every way,
this is vital for a free country in the digital age. Do not let Comcast buy time warner, do not like the wireless carriers
continue to rip off everybody. And further more we need to reclassify internet providers as Title II Telecommunications
Services. Thank you if this was read.

Sam

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,815 ------------------------------

From: anonymouskdub
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:30
Subject: Comcast
feedback? you dont want feedback... youre going to do whatever comcast says,... so they can get bigger and bigger, but
whatever... I'm confident that even if comcast does turn into a internet crushing super power... if will explode like a
bubble and sanity will be restored.  So go ahead and pass those laws that give comcast almighty power over the internet.
  we all know youve been paid billions to do so.. I would do the same thing in your position.  (you should share some
money with me, I really just want to go back to college)

------------------------------ Email 6,816 ------------------------------

From: hwstar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:30
Subject: Comments regarding Net Neutrality
Internet service providers should not be allowed to double-dip for revenue by charing content providers as well as
content consumers. Packet delivery priorities should be the same for everyone regardless of the amount of bandwidth
required. I view Tom Wheelers proposal as a land grab for content producers at the expense of consumers of content.
This is the wrong approach and goes against international standards defined in other industrialized nations.

Steve Rodgers
4341 Miriam Pl.
La Mesa, CA 91941

------------------------------ Email 6,817 ------------------------------
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From: jasonstirspaint
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason McClure
11639 102nd PL NE
Kirkland, WA 98034
US

------------------------------ Email 6,818 ------------------------------

From: abatchelder89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Adele Batchelder

NJ
US

------------------------------ Email 6,819 ------------------------------

From: accof2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Burris

VA 24091
US

------------------------------ Email 6,820 ------------------------------

From: michaelkolassa69
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michae; F. Kolassa

------------------------------ Email 6,821 ------------------------------

From: sgordon08
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Don't let the Internet become like this:http://i.imgur.com/RaipZpU.jpg

You'll end up paying as well.

Scott Gordon

NY 10009
US

------------------------------ Email 6,822 ------------------------------

From: craigotis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi guys. I'm a 26-year-old software engineer, and I began my hobby with technology in the early 90s when my parents
purchased our first computer, a Macintosh. It caught my attention immediately, and when AOL came along (and with it,
 email and AIM), I was teaching myself HTML before I even started high school.

I knew the internet would quickly become one of our world's greatest tools, and indeed it has. But I am extremely
concerned that revenue and greed are trumping logic in the debate of how "neutral" things need to be.

I am urging you to act with your consciences first, not with your wallets. I'm sure I'm not the most well-versed you'll
hear from, but I'm speaking from a personal and very optimistic position. Please keep the net neutral.
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Thank you,
Craig Otis

------------------------------ Email 6,823 ------------------------------

From: paul.gremillion
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:31
Subject: Keep the Internet open
Why, if you fought for your interpretation of net neutrality in court, wouldn't you just amend the rules of what
constitutes a telcomm provider?  I think most everybody would like to see the U.S. regain global leadership of
something besides war and the Internet may be the most game changing advance we've ever had. Please don't allow
these companies to further degrade out Internet experience!  And while you're at it, see if we can catch up to some of
these 3rd world countries that have better speeds than us.

Thank You,
Paul G

------------------------------ Email 6,824 ------------------------------

From: sgordon08
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Don't let the Internet become like this:http://i.imgur.com/RaipZpU.jpg

You'll end up paying as well.

Scott Gordon

New York, NY 10009
US

------------------------------ Email 6,825 ------------------------------

From: vince.mule.1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:32
Subject: Proposed "Net Neutrality Guidelines"
Mr. Chairman,

I, as have many others, have read your proposed guidelines for "Net Neutrality" and fast lanes for certain sites based on
their traffic demands.

I find many faults with this argument that ISPs (for whom you have worked in the past, and I assume you will at
sometime in the future) get to charge more for websites that account for the most amount of traffic.
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pay for the fast lane as well? What about all political candidates? What about universities that host online courses?

The Internet has become an incredible model of equality and free speech, these plans will begin a rapid erosion of those
ideals.

Sincerely,

Prof. C. Harrison

--

-----------------------------------------------------------------------
Christopher R. Harrison, Ph.D.
Assistant Professor
Dept. of Chemistry, SDSU
http://www.chemistry.sdsu.edu/faculty/Harrison/
Group Page: http://www.sci.sdsu.edu/harrison/
Office: GMCS-213E
Phone: 619-594-1609  Fax: 619-594-4634
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------ Email 6,828 ------------------------------

From: carolyn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:33
Subject: Classify the internet as a public utility NOW
The internet has become our last meaningful “public square” where the little guy’s voice can be heard, and the last
significant outlet for meaningful quantities of genuinely independent journalism.  As a result, tyrannies have been
overthrown, and the world has seen an explosion in small business start-ups as well as in creativity and productivity in
general.

Please don’t fix what’s not broken!  Classify the internet as a public utility NOW, and regulate to protect REAL net
neutrality.

Carolyn Sortor
1363 Chemical St.
Dallas, TX  75207, U.S.A.
214-245-5142

------------------------------ Email 6,829 ------------------------------

From: srubt242
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
Keep net neutrality and stop being so corrupt. The freedom of the internet will always trump how many hundreds of
dollars you manage to stuff into your wallet.

Sincerely,

Tom Weaver
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------------------------------ Email 6,830 ------------------------------

From: joshuagamer2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:35
Subject:
ISP's should be listed as Title II Telecommunication Services, the internet is a utility that everyone should have open
access to in order to spread information, anything that threatens the will be met with widespread uproars throughout the
civilian community

------------------------------ Email 6,831 ------------------------------

From: botanelben
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
To the chairmans of the FCC,

I am a 26 year old veteran of OIF who is currently attending college. I do not support the Comcast/TWC merger.
Nothing I have heard or seen about this seems like a good idea. Why is that internet and telecommunications providers
receive tax subsidies and other benefits to provide fiber optic cable but they have yet to do so? These companies take the
 taxpayers money, don't provide the service that the market wants, and yet I am supposed to believe that if the #1 cable
provider buys the #2 cable provider these things will improve?

Net neutrality is the greatest idea of the internet. It allows customers and people to go where they want to go, and it
allows innovators to find and create new markets. Allowing Comcast to create a 'fast lane' will kill this innovative
structure.

Do not allow the Comcast/TWC merger to happen.

Do not allow net neutrality to die in the interests of corporate profits. Keep net neutrality in the interests of the people of
 this nation.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Botanel

------------------------------ Email 6,832 ------------------------------

From: bobprince
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Prince

------------------------------ Email 6,833 ------------------------------

From: jaydaly
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Open Internet
Dear FCC,

I strongly encourage you to classify Broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."

This would be a practical and realistic acknowledgement of how essential this technology has become to managing a
successful day-to-day life for the common man, woman, and child.

Your credibility is already compromised by the incestuous relationships between many current and former FCC
members/consultants, and major companies in the industries you regulate. I challenge you to make the hard choices
necessary to salvage your commission's credibility, and your personal reputations, by not miring your work in activities
that benefit only those key players in the FCC/private sector revolving door program.

Instead, make the choice to make the difference.

Classify Broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."

Thank you for your consideration.

Jay Daly

------------------------------ Email 6,834 ------------------------------

From: stellaluna20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Esther Gass
273 Highland Avenue
Millinocket, ME 04462
US

------------------------------ Email 6,835 ------------------------------

From: tara.saulnier27
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tara Saulnier
102 veazie st
north adams, MA 01247
US

------------------------------ Email 6,836 ------------------------------

From: danielwesleywebb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Please Keep The Internet Neutral
My name is Daniel Webb and I would like to voice my concern about the proposed "Internet Fastlane." I believe that
businesses being able to pay for consumers being able to access their content faster goes against the neutral and open
Internet that President Obama said that he would uphold. This preferential treatment would only serve big media
companies and other large corporations and make smaller independent content creators who may not be able to afford
the "fastlane" look like a joke. It would stifle small business start-up growth as well.

Please keep the Internet Neutral for all.

Thank you.~

--

-Daniel W. Webb

Phone: (207)-594-4806

------------------------------ Email 6,837 ------------------------------

From: ingibingus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Inga Thomson
842 Dominion St.
Kamloops, BC V2C 2Y1
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CA

------------------------------ Email 6,838 ------------------------------

From: fernandohrivera
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern:

I find it disheartening that the idea of net neutrality has been turned into a vehicle to force companies to pay more
money for a service that has yet to come close to the price that's demanded.  I hear companies complaining about the
stress being put on their networks by services like Netflix and Youtube, but no murmurs about using revenue to upgrade
 networks or lowering prices.

I've seen a number of studies and articles talking about the price of internet access in America compared to the quality
when put next to internet providers around the world. For instance, in The Cost of Connectivity 2013 |
NewAmerica.org<http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013>, they state, "In the
U.S., for example, the best deal for a 150 Mbps home broadband connection from cable and phone companies is
$130/month, offered by Verizon FiOS. By contrast, the international cities we surveyed offer comparable speeds for less
 than $80/month, with most coming in at about $50/month."  We’re paying almost 3 times as much as other countries
for the same internet speed.  That’s assuming you live in an area with enough competition that companies will even
bother providing decent speeds to its customers.

I feel this “fast lane” option will simply be used by internet providers to limit competition.  It’s strange that Comcast
doesn’t feel the need to limit its own video providing service by any means, but services like Netflix are somehow
overtaxing its system.  Comcast has the bandwidth to provide on-demand HD content with little to no delay, but its
competitors need to be slowed down.  Comcast has created its own monopoly on a widely-used resource, and should be
forced to face the consequences of their actions.

I find it hard to believe that the “fast lane” is the only option for providing appropriate access to the internet for services
that Comcast deems unworthy of the its share of the bandwidth.  I hope you see the folly of this idea and deny this
violation of net neutrality.

                                                                                                            Sincerely,
                                                                                                            Fernando Huertas

------------------------------ Email 6,839 ------------------------------

From: fenwaychaos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: FCC Feedback
To whom it may concern,

The internet is the greatest tool we have for innovation, learning, and wealth. However, I firmly believe that the
proposed internet fast lane will kill the freedom of the internet we have come to love. Under this proposal, you
effectively enable ISP's to censor or shut out services or opinions they may not like. By allowing ISP's to charge for
high-speed access, you ensure that only well established and wealthy content providers will be able to deliver content
reliably to consumers.

This high-speed access offers an unfair advantage to established companies and stifles competition and innovation in the
 market. Start-ups will likely be forced to low quality and low speed data lines, a massive disadvantage in a world where
 speed is essential to competition. Reinforcing market monopolies is completely against the free-market nature of the
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United States, so why should the internet help them stay alive?

In addition, there would be nothing stopping ISP's to pass the costs onto us consumers once again. As they have done so
 countless times, they may simply raise rates and prices, cut down connection quality, all because a well-known content
provider refused to pay. And we cannot simply switch to other providers; most locations in the U.S only have one or
two providers available, which is hardly competition.

This same issue has occurred in the past, and we took a reasonable outcome. The Interstate Commerce Act of 1877
prevented railroads from charging preferential rates to different suppliers. The proposed internet fast lane is the
complete opposite, and I do not support it. Instead, I want internet providers to be classified as Title II Common Carriers
 under the Telecommunications Act of 1934. This keeps the net free and open and prevents ISP's from censoring and
shutting out services they may not like. I am also in favor of blocking the Comcast/TWC Merger, as such an event will
stifle competition and innovation in the internet as well.

I understand that the proposed re-classification will make a lot of influential politicians very angry, especially those who
 may be lobbying to keep the net non-neutral. The internet is a great resource, but it has a great potential for abuse.
Keeping the net non-neutral allows this abuse. And we are very behind on net neutrality; the EU signed it into law just
this month. Brazil followed suit a few days ago. The U.S has the potential to once again become the freedom-loving
nation it has once been. So preserve our freedom, and classify ISP's as common carriers.

Thank you for your time. It means a lot to us.

------------------------------ Email 6,840 ------------------------------

From: alexdaly
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Reschedule as Title II
I am writing in opposition to the FCC's plan to preserve it's Open Internet rules.  These proposals run afoul and are
frankly antithetical to the nature of Net Neutrality.

The only satisfactory way for the FCC to preserve Net Neutrality is by scheduling ISP as Title II.

------------------------------ Email 6,841 ------------------------------

From: madelinenomberg1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dr. Madeline Nomberg
103 e86 th street
Ny, NY 10028
US

------------------------------ Email 6,842 ------------------------------

From: kathyvee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:37



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathy Bakane

------------------------------ Email 6,843 ------------------------------

From: terranboy 172
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Isaac Mather
3947 milmar way
Sacramento, CA 95821

------------------------------ Email 6,844 ------------------------------

From: terrence.gaughan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing regarding the FCC’s recent comments pertaining to net neutrality.   In the past the FCC has stood by the
tenets of Net Neutrality.  The Chairman’s recent comments concern me greatly, as it seems there has been a complete
reversal in the agency’s philosophy.

I have very little choice as to who my ISP is in my area.  It is much the same throughout the rest of the country.  The
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ISPs have no competition and no incentive to upgrade their service to benefit consumers.  I pay my provider exorbitant
monthly fees already for mediocre service.  The comments being made about these providers now being able to charge
content providers for “fast lanes” is appalling and un-American.  Only an open internet, where the consumer chooses
which content they consume is fair.   The death of Net Neutrality will also hurt new business and the growth of the
economy.  Innovation on the internet will stagnate and only the richest corporations will benefit.

Please, reconsider your stance.  Either find a way to enforce Net Neutrality, or reclassify ISPs as common carriers
subject to more regulation.  I cannot stress enough how important this issue is to me and for the entire country.

Thank you,
Terrence Gaughan

------------------------------ Email 6,845 ------------------------------

From: fcc comments
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:37
Subject: Why are you killing the Internet?
Americans already suffer from slow broadband speeds and exorbitant
access fees compared to many third-world countries due to the Monopoly
status of big ISPs like Verizon & Comcast.

The proposed Net Neutrality rules would simply extend that Monopoly
status to Gatekeeper status, allowing these ISPs like Verizon & Comcast
to further control what you see and how you see it.

Access fees would significantly increase the costs of offering
applications, content and services, which would fundamentally change the
environment for innovation and free speech on the Internet.

The FCC should reclassify Internet service as a telecommunications
service and adopt network neutrality rules under Title II of the
Telecommunications Act.

Michael Hirsch

------------------------------ Email 6,846 ------------------------------

From: res93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rosa Schwartzburg

------------------------------ Email 6,847 ------------------------------

From: fhouser.m
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:38
Subject: Net neutrality
I'll keep this short

A tiered internet will really hurt the web as we know it. A big reason the web has been so successful in facilitating
economic growth is because it doesn't discriminate against traffic. As an entrepreneur keeping the internet open will
allow my business to stand a chance against the big guys should our startup ever take off. We can't afford extra fees for
the fast lane, and our product won't work well on the slow lane. I think this is just one reason we should keep the net
open

Finally, if you look at the people who really got this whole thing started. The people who play a major role in the tech
world today, all agree that traffic should be neutral. That alone should mean something.

I shiver at the idea of a tiered internet where my costs as a consumer and businessman will almost certainly go up.

Thanks,

Frank Houser

------------------------------ Email 6,848 ------------------------------

From: zyor2010
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Robert R. Miller

------------------------------ Email 6,849 ------------------------------

From: jwmartin2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Good Morning,

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,850 ------------------------------

From: balanced123
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

   Please do not sell the internet to the highest bidder. It’s bad enough that the major backbone networks belong to 2-3
companies.

How I imagine the internet becoming if bandwidth belongs to only the high bidders: Exactly like cable television.

You buy a package that allows for basic youtube access, premium Netflix access, and to be allowed to shop on Amazon.

Want to access a rival company/service? Well I’m sorry your package doesn’t allow that and never will. We will slow
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their traffic to a pre-broadband speeds if you try.

Small to medium business? Forget their web content, they don’t pay enough to be “major producers”

Exactly like cable tv, where if you don’t pay on the broadcast side and the consumer side, your content never hits the
air.

New companies will not “pop” into existence, because the cost of entry will be too high. (Facebook, LinkedIn, Etsy)

Free speech online will be limited by how deep your pockets are.

Thank you for considering my thoughts on this matter.

V/r,

Archie Alegre

CIS Graduate / US Navy Veteran

(757) 769-1440

------------------------------ Email 6,851 ------------------------------

From: seebobsail
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert  Thornberry
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------------------------------ Email 6,852 ------------------------------

From: karasti
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:39
Subject: Maintain net neutrality!
Please consider leaving net neutrality alone. Corporations and companies should not have the right to dictate what we
can use for bandwidth just because it serves their profit interests and their shareholders. The internet would not be the
amazing tool it is if those policies had been in place before, and putting them in place now will stifle the growth of small
 internet entrepreneurs. Corporations and companies have no business having control of what is important to people in
that manner. Our access and use of the internet should not depend on our opinions and usage being in line with those
corporations. The internet needs to remain fully open.

Kim Breimeier

Winton, MN

--
"All that is gold does not glitter, not all those who wander are lost; "
J.R.R. Tolkien

------------------------------ Email 6,853 ------------------------------

From: solarguy2003
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:39
Subject: open internet
I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." As I understand it, this allows
and requires the FCC to tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get
 involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic.

Allowing "fast lanes" will be a gross disservice to the consumer and could also get you fired.  Don't allow it.

Finest regards,

Troy Rhodes, O.D.

------------------------------ Email 6,854 ------------------------------
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From: rainbowsd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

KRISTIE AVERY
11361 cypress Village Dr Apt 4
St Ann, MO 63074

------------------------------ Email 6,855 ------------------------------

From: matt.mccann.8
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matt McCann
33 Aberdeen Road
Apt. 328A
Matawan, NJ 07747

------------------------------ Email 6,856 ------------------------------

From: jgillula
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeremy Gillula
230 Fairlawn Dr.
Berkeley, CA 94708
US

------------------------------ Email 6,857 ------------------------------

From: nicholas.amoroso
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir or Madam,

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you for your time, and I sincerely hope that you will do the right thing.

Nicholas Amoroso

------------------------------ Email 6,858 ------------------------------

From: gregmasakivines
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Greg Vines
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CA 90039

------------------------------ Email 6,859 ------------------------------

From: babybrainmastercontrol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:40
Subject: I Oppose the New Net Neutrality Guidelines
Chairman Wheeler:

You make three points in your blog post on the proposed net neutrality guidelines, and in a perfect world your proposal
might work. In reality, by the time that the ISP's lawyers are done with the phrase "commercially reasonable," highway
robbery by Verizon, Comcast, and AT&T will not be out of the question. Internet "fast lanes" are a bad idea today for
the same reasons they have always been a bad idea.

Allowing ISPs, who hold a near monopoly position, to pick winners and losers in online business is a recipe for disaster.
 While your proposal says that "no legal content can be blocked," the reality is that the "slow lane" will not be
substantially different than blocking content, and the fast lane will become the default for user expectations.
Organizations that cannot afford fast lane access, including educational institutions (like my college), small businesses,
and non-profits will exist in an Internet ghetto.

ISPs will not be transparent with the policies governing their network. Time Warner is not transparent now about their
caps, Vz is not transparent about their slowing of Netflix's connection speed, and AT&T has not been forthcoming on a
number of services whose traffic they "shape." Vital information will be hidden from users in a sub-basement with no
lights, in a locked filing cabinet with a sign on it that says "beware of the tiger." This is the most anti-consumer proposal
 to come out of the FCC in years.

I urge you to reconsider this proposal, and keep the Internet working the way it has always worked, that all links are
created equal. ISPs should be re-classified as common carriers, in Verizon v. FCC, I believe the court provided you the
opportunity to do just that. I am at a loss as to why you are not taking action, and instead choosing to gut the relatively
modest guidelines put forth during the Bush administration.

--

Chris Demmons
G+<http://google.com/+ChrisDemmons>
Google Voice: 727-537-0395

------------------------------ Email 6,860 ------------------------------

From: noah.d.bronstein
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I consider to be an extremely
important and critical part of the basic concept of the free web. I'm not really up to writing a long, detailed letter right
now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers
under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes",
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only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

Thank you,

Sincerely,

Noah Bronstein

A Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 6,861 ------------------------------

From: taedrin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Hello, my name is John Holden.  I was concerned when I heard news that the FCC was going to do away with
requirements that ISPs treat all network traffic equally regardless of content type.  As a consumer, I find this to be a
gross injustice.  I am already paying my ISP $71 a month to be able to access the Internet at speeds *up to* 24 mbps.
Likewise, any internet content provider whose content I access or consume has already paid a considerable amount of
money in order to be connected to the internet.

Everyone is already paying their ISP a considerable amount of money to be connected to the Internet.  Furthermore,
ISPs ALREADY have the power to charge different customers different rates depending upon the "speed" that they
want on the Internet.  Ignoring the fact that ISPs have networks which are horribly oversubscribed and consumers rarely
 get the speed which they pay for, ISPs already have a tool to recover the costs of providing access to bandwidth heavy
content.

And this is not all!  As I am sure you are aware, ISPs maintain peering agreements with each other.  They also have the
option of charging each other money depending on how much bandwidth they are consuming from each other.  They
can and DO do this!  If Comcast wants to charge Netflix money for the bandwidth they consume, they can modify their
peering agreements with the networks that Netflix operates in.

ISPs have more than enough tools at their disposal to charge a fair and reasonable price for their services.  They do not
need the ability to discriminate between content providers.  This power would have disastrous consequences if one
considers the fact that ISPs compete with the content providers they wish to discriminate against.  It would be in the
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ISPs best interests to charge an unfair price, and avoid using the increased revenue to reinvest in their own network to
improve customer experience.

Thank you for taking the time to listen/read my ramblings,

John Holden

------------------------------ Email 6,862 ------------------------------

From: blacksabbath1568
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:41
Subject: Net neutrality
I think ISP's should be classified as title ll telecommunications services.

Sent on the new Sprint Network

------------------------------ Email 6,863 ------------------------------

From: barbara7orr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Barbara Orr

CO
US

------------------------------ Email 6,864 ------------------------------

From: bonsall.zack
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.
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I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

------------------------------ Email 6,865 ------------------------------

From: amponzio
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject:
I would not have expected any other result from an agency chaired by a former lobbyist for the cable industry - well
done

------------------------------ Email 6,866 ------------------------------

From: puraceta
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject: Restore net neutrality.

Restore Net neutrality now!!!! You will go down in history as being partly responsible for killing democracy. You are
supposed to stick up for people.
Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 6,867 ------------------------------

From: ricomontano
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jericho Montano
812 Laguna Circle
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Gallup, NM 87301
US

------------------------------ Email 6,868 ------------------------------

From: blauveltp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

aaron blauvelt
704 Donnelly Avenue
Columbia, MO 65203
US

------------------------------ Email 6,869 ------------------------------

From: ddormer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am extremely concerned about the policy changes being proposed. The concept that corporations would be able to
determine which websites and applications will function at what speeds is appalling and it is a fundamental violation of
freedom of speech. In a country where corporations have already been afforded rights and resources that enable them to
influence our political system you are considering allowing them to limit and influence the public's freedom to use the
most powerful educational, communicative, and revolutionary system the world has ever seen. Neutrality must be
maintained. Please do not adopt the policies that have been proposed.

Regards,
Dan Dormer

------------------------------ Email 6,870 ------------------------------

From: billdaniels1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Denise Daniels

------------------------------ Email 6,871 ------------------------------

From: beaudman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:43
Subject: Proposed changes to net neutrality.
To whom it may concern,

  My name is Adam Beaudoin, and I'm writing  you this letter to express my concerns about the proposal to change net
neutrality.  Internet providers already charge a considerable amount of money for their services. We pay good money
for a decent internet speeds, and what is being proposed would allow providers to easily throttle the rate at which web
pages can send data to their customers, on top of what providers already do, which is regulate the rate at which we
receive data. This would allow them to basically deny us of a service we've already paid for.

Allowing internet providers to throttle these webpages would also be particularly bad for freedom of speech. If they
don't like what they hear they can just slow them down to a crawl. If a political party wants someone to be silenced, they
 would be able to play providers to do that. This is far too much power to be put in the hands of a large corporation.

The proposal would also be bad for small start up webpages that don't have the funding to pay up for these higher
speeds. This would inevitably result in a higher unemployment rate. Small businesses are important, and should be
allowed to flourish, not kicked to the curb in favor of much larger companies.

In conclusion, I am very much not in favor of the proposes changes to net neutrality, and I would like to thank the FCC
for allowing us this avenue in which to express our thoughts on the proposal.

------------------------------ Email 6,872 ------------------------------

From: santhony155
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:43
Subject: Net Nutrality
Good day to whomever is reading these,

Will this email do anything? Maybe not on its own, but I still need to explain why this reduction in a neutral and free
web is wrong. Why must everything be privatized? A few more million dollars to line pockets won't help this country
and the FCC has more important issues to worry about than making sure Comcast and Verizon can continue to shaft
their customers.

Look, you will see many emails like this. The reality is you, meaning the FCC, doesn't care. You just don't want to deal
with the blowback if the citizens erupt against this. Even if it fails, just like SOPA and PIPA, you will keep trying and
trying to strangle your consumers for every nickel they have. Why? Why can you not be satisfied? This country is unfair
 and is built to assist those of means, that I accept, but if you continue down this road, it will eventually backfire. You
cannot always get what you want. Keep the net neutral and do not allow Comcast and TWC to merge. The merger is
nothing more than a giant attempt to continue to gauge customers. You will lose more than you will gain in the next 3
decades if you follow through with this. Your short-sightedness will be your undoing.
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Keep the net neutral. Neutrality equals fairness for all. Stop. Being. Selfish.

Sean Anthony,

A truly concerned citizen...

------------------------------ Email 6,873 ------------------------------

From: vpsaxman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Net neutrality plan feedback
Hi,

I would simply suggest the FCC keep this great speech before making any decision regarding net neutrality:

   "The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

   - Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

   Thank you.

   —
   SVP

------------------------------ Email 6,874 ------------------------------

From: steve.resende
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Steve Resende

WA 98077

------------------------------ Email 6,875 ------------------------------

From: capincorn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Net neutrality
I want IPS's classed as title 2 telecommunication services. The internet should remain as untouched as it has since it's
first began to gain popularity.

------------------------------ Email 6,876 ------------------------------

From: ccdking
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carolina King

------------------------------ Email 6,877 ------------------------------

From: touchedpainter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

L E Payne
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441 New Orchard Rd
Epsom, NH 03234
US

------------------------------ Email 6,878 ------------------------------

From: robert.lippman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Lippman
HC 64 Box 3208
Castle Valley, UT 84532
US

------------------------------ Email 6,879 ------------------------------

From: rachbremer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am very concerned with the recent rulings from the FCC that basically get rid of net neutrality.  I can only imagine
what the future will bring if ISPs are allowed to charge fees based on the websites I visit.  I have to watch every penny I
spend, which is why I cut the cable cord long ago, and rely on the internet for most of my information and TV
entertainment mainly through Netflix.  Currently I pay $55 a month just for internet.  If I had to pay more just because I
frequent Netflix I would probably have to drop my internet all together as well, which would leave us without the
wealth of information and ideas that come with it.  Please bring back net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,880 ------------------------------

From: rachbremer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am very concerned with the recent rulings from the FCC that basically get rid of net neutrality.  I can only imagine
what the future will bring if ISPs are allowed to charge fees based on the websites I visit.  I have to watch every penny I
spend, which is why I cut the cable cord long ago, and rely on the internet for most of my information and TV
entertainment mainly through Netflix.  Currently I pay $55 a month just for internet.  If I had to pay more just because I
frequent Netflix I would probably have to drop my internet all together as well, which would leave us without the
wealth of information and ideas that come with it.  Please bring back net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 6,881 ------------------------------

From: ndeanw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:44
Subject: Act for the public, not profits
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
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 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

   - Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

   We ought not let people jeopardize the future of global freedom and innovation for the sake of profit. The paradigm
hasn't shifted yet, but one day we will favor the former over the latter, so please do what you can now to be considered
on the right side of history.

------------------------------ Email 6,882 ------------------------------

From: bendersender
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Benjamin Carlson
737 Washington at
Denver, CO 80203

------------------------------ Email 6,883 ------------------------------

From: cluo88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
Subject: Please save Net Neutrality
ISPs should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services!

We cannot keep letting them get more and more power economically or politically. If their lobbyists continue to force
the issue on letting them accomplish things like continued noncompetitive mergers or double dipping (Charging Netflix
and Consumers), we will have a series monopoly thats hurting competition, the economy and consumers!

------------------------------ Email 6,884 ------------------------------

From: wfof
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
hannah t

------------------------------ Email 6,885 ------------------------------

From: fredjustesen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

fred justesen
59720 twin lakes rd.
grass valley, OR 97029
US

------------------------------ Email 6,886 ------------------------------

From: webbediva
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action toward a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
 want net neutrality.

Please support democracy in America -- not corporatocracy!

Kamori Cattadoris
2592 Conklin Meadows Rd
Newport, WA 99156
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US

------------------------------ Email 6,887 ------------------------------

From: webbediva
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action toward a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
 want net neutrality.

Please support democracy in America -- not corporatocracy!

Kamori Cattadoris
2592 Conklin Meadows Rd
Newport, WA 99156
US

------------------------------ Email 6,888 ------------------------------

From: gmacan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
George McAnanama

------------------------------ Email 6,889 ------------------------------

From: hellopropergander
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
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     It has recently come to my attention that net neutrality of America’s internet is currently under threat. This worries
me deeply, since I firmly believe in free information and an equal and free web. Allowing ISPs to offer "fast lanes" to
the content of corporations would certainly hinder the freedom of information in this country. As a twenty-two year-old
American citizen, the internet is a necessary tool for my business developments, and if the FCC redefines net neutrality
in this way, it would mean less innovation and progress for my generation. This can only stifle the economy of our
country. I sincerely call upon the FCC to maintain the rules in place regarding open internet, as it affects my prospects
as well as the prospects of countless future Americans.

Sincerely,

     Nicholas Spencer Gilmore

------------------------------ Email 6,890 ------------------------------

From: mfhathaw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:46
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Not only is the lack of competition in the United States, let alone fiber optic internet choices (Google Fiber) a huge
issue, now you want to let large companies (Comcast) sell rights to a slow or fast lane on the internet that they provide?
 Last time I checked, they provide the access to internet, and should provide the speeds that they advertise.  Allowing
them to throttle certain pieces of the internet so they can extort a fee is ridiculous.  If I pay for Comcast (really the only
option in my area) and Netflix, I expect to get unfettered access to Netflix.  Seriously, the government broke up ATT for
 being too large as a telephone service company, yet allows Comcast to run rampant and buy up whomever they please,
and do whatever they want with your connection.

Seriously, do some research, and listen to some people who aren't part of a major corporation that only exists to make as
 much money as possible, and semi-provide a service to it's "customers".

Mike Hathaway

------------------------------ Email 6,891 ------------------------------

From: otvee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ordell vee

------------------------------ Email 6,892 ------------------------------

From: austinmthomas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:46
Subject: Net neutrality
> To whom it may concern:
>
> Any upcoming legislation that moves further away from "common carrier" status for internet service providers would
be a travesty.
>
> Does the FCC stand for the people or the corporations?
>
> Governments (the people) have provided grants and right-of-way so that telecommunications companies can build
infrastructure.
>
> Allowing these organizations free and reduced-price use of our land, roadsides, ditches, basements, closets and funds
only to allow them to SELL their wares back to the people at an ever-increasing price is worse than government-
subsidized profits.  It's racketeering and conspiracy to defraud.
>
> Return these networks to the people, and allow telcos to merely collect a nominal fee for maintenance and upkeep.
>
> Any throttling, packet inspection, traffic priority, etc, should be an offense punishable by jail time for execs.
>
> Its time for the US to adopt an internet bill of rights like so many other countries have done, and declare fast internet
connections as a basic human right.
>
> The FCC should force these companies to continue building out their networks until every man, woman and child in
the US has blazing fast access to the internet.
>
> Its time to end the cable companies' complacent attitude toward customers.  They know you have no other choice for
service, so they don't care what grievances you have.
>
> Why hasn't the price for internet and cell phone services dropped after the telcos reach market penetration?  Because
stockholders demand profits, and these anticompetitive telcos always find new ways to squeeze it out of the customers.
>
> Why is it that I can have an unlimited supply of clean water delivered to several points in my home for a low,
acceptable rate, when water is one of the scarcest commodities on earth, yet somehow, the telcos, with their record
profits and hands in the pockets of their customers, cannot build a sustainable model for data transfer?
>
> Its time for the FCC to give back to the people what they already own.  Its time for the telcos to be castrated down to
an organization that operates a "dumb pipe".
>
> Thanks for your attention to these materials.
>
> Austin Thomas
> Concerned Citizen
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------------------------------ Email 6,893 ------------------------------

From: vh4peace
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Virginia Hoffman
PO Box 9949
Asheville, NC 28815
US

------------------------------ Email 6,894 ------------------------------

From: curlyandy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is a god damn outrage. What the hell are you thinking? How much money have they payed you?

You are stabbing the world in the back and we will remember this. Never thought I'd have to move to Brazil to find
justice..

Andrew Brown-Thomas

Chicago, IL
US

------------------------------ Email 6,895 ------------------------------

From: curlyandy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is a god damn outrage. What the hell are you thinking? How much money have they payed you?

You are stabbing the world in the back and we will remember this. Never thought I'd have to move to Brazil to find
justice..

Andrew Brown-Thomas

Chicago, IL
US
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------------------------------ Email 6,896 ------------------------------

From: tlsun20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:46
Subject: FCC net neutrality feedback
To whom it may concern,

My name is Tianlin Sun, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.  The internet is still in its golden age, please do not transition into the gilded age.

Thank you very much for your time,

--

Tianlin Sun
Northwestern University 2014
Chemistry Major

------------------------------ Email 6,897 ------------------------------

From: jdsindc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joan Stallard

------------------------------ Email 6,898 ------------------------------

From: zacharykamerling
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 6,899 ------------------------------

From: vangnha345
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nha Vang
1908 N 34th St
1908 N 34th St
Milwaukee, WI 53208

------------------------------ Email 6,900 ------------------------------

From: bhughes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bob Hughes
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------------------------------ Email 6,901 ------------------------------

From: swl.nh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Lee
10 Darrow Way
Londonderry, NH 03053
US

------------------------------ Email 6,902 ------------------------------

From: james
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Don't damage the internet.
The FCC is on the wrong path. The most recent notions put forward by the department have the scent of corruption and
cronyism.

This must end now.

------------------------------ Email 6,903 ------------------------------

From: jbassett
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Peering and No comprises on Net Neutrality
The fact that we have to use this system to give you feedback on something you already know is pretty deflating. It's
obvious the USA wants full Network Neutrality.

It's simple.

We pay for a pipe.
The server we are connecting to also pays for their bandwidth.

The contract is done there. Don't sell traffic you can't handle.

The carriers that peer with each other need to work out their differences in negotiation, and never involve the customer,
(whether it be netflix or the average end user)

No one should EVER be able to pay for "priority".

Options:
- Rules that make it illegal for traffic shaping or filtering by internet providers
- Common carrier for internet maybe
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Your proposal will simply hand ALL power over to cable companies.

I feel like I am taking crazy pills. Why has the EU figured this out, and we can't.

Oh that's right. Lobbying money,

------------------------------ Email 6,904 ------------------------------

From: golemanw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Our Internet
It’s our internet and should remain so.

Please! Big business is taking over our country for their profit and to our detriment.

Please! Re-classify ISPs (Internet Service Providers -- Comcast, Verizon, AT&T, etc.) as common carriers so that they
cannot control open access to the Internet.

Dr. Wanda L. Goleman

Associate Professor of Biology

327 Bienvenu Hall

Northwestern State University

Natchitoches, LA 71497

318/357-5329

------------------------------ Email 6,905 ------------------------------

From: suec1952
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susan Christiansen
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41 Valley Ave apt 7
Iowa City, IA 52246

------------------------------ Email 6,906 ------------------------------

From: barbberglund
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
As a resident at the "End of the Road" I hope rural citizens and others of modest means do not suffer deregulation of
speed and quality of internet access. Please protect our lifeline.

Barbara Berglund
Ely, Minnesota 55731

------------------------------ Email 6,907 ------------------------------

From: rmalmstead
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:48
Subject: We the people
We will fight back, we will remove those officials who stand in our way, we will take back the internet..

We will secure freedom of information and equality for the world..at any cost. We will cause chaos and disrupt  ions, if
necessary.

I am just one of many.
We do not forgive, we do not forget.  Divided by zero.
We are legion!

#fuckthefcc

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,908 ------------------------------

From: deejthathird
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:48
Subject: ISP
Classify ISPs as Title II telecommunservices service.

------------------------------ Email 6,909 ------------------------------

From: nancyl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nancy Chandler
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1
Arlington, WA 98223
US

------------------------------ Email 6,910 ------------------------------

From: samuel.rich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:48
Subject: Reclassify Broadband as a Telecommunications Service
The notion that internet access in 2014 is less of a public utility than telephone service is absurd. The FCC has a
responsibility to maintain internet neutrality and not create a "fast lane" for those who can pay (and, by extension, a
slower lane for those who can not).

I am one of millions of Americans who rely on the internet to do my job. I already spend hours each month on the phone
 with the broadband service provider who has a monopoly in my neighborhood and no incentive to offer improve their
service so I can do my job better. Please, please, please don't enable them to charge me more money for poorer service.

--
Samuel Rich

------------------------------ Email 6,911 ------------------------------

From: sigridfroid
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Holly Severson
195 Tucker Ave
San Francisco, CA 94134
US

------------------------------ Email 6,912 ------------------------------

From: mcmulleninterlock
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality YOU SICK FUCK

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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matt mcmullen

 33626

------------------------------ Email 6,913 ------------------------------

From: awesomedudesbro
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:49
Subject: Stop being lured by oligarchs
And do your damn job right. Do not kill net neutrality. Your job is TO DEFEND IT. DO YOUR JOB.

------------------------------ Email 6,914 ------------------------------

From: warrenera
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
To the Federal Communication Commission,

My name is Andrew, and I like the Internet, as I know many people do. It has provided, and I hope would continue to
provide countless hours of entertainment, endless assistance in the pursuit of knowledge, and an open medium where
people can truly be and express themselves, their interests, and their opinions without bounds. These things are vital in
today's modern society, where so much is dependent on being able to keep up with the latest news, being able to work,
play, and purchase from virtually anywhere, and to communicate across the globe in a matter of seconds, all things
thought impossible, fantastical even a couple of decades ago.

These things are fundamentally good for all of us, and they can continue to grow IF we let them. To allow "fast lanes"
where companies can charge for faster Internet speeds, or to even charge sites access to their customers -as seen in
Comcast's (one of America's biggest Internet Service Providers, or ISPs) throttling of Netflix- is an affront to all of the
positive things listed above. It may seem trivial to be so up in arms about a streaming service, but it is less about what
site is being throttled than the precedent it sets. Just because it's this site now doesn't mean it won't be another later.

If this behavior goes unchecked, ISP's could feasibly do the same in the future. Could you imagine a world where (I'll
use Comcast as an example here since they're the one currently in question) Comcast severely slows or outright denies
it's customers access to the sites of potential competition, such as Verizon, Cox, AT&T, etcetera? Or what if their CEO
decides to cut off their customers from visiting sites that hold differing political views from him? They did it with
Netflix without punishment, why not these sites? That is blatant tyranny in the making.

Recently I heard a pretty apt parable. Unfortunately I can't remember who said it to credit them, but I'll paraphrase it
here: imagine you enter a taxi cab. Instead of the usual you telling the cabby where to go, he hands you a list of set
destinations he's willing to take you to. You must choose one and deal with it. Otherwise, if you want to go to an
unlisted destination he will raise his rates and won't drive over 15 miles per hour, thus increasing the price even further.
This doesn't make a bit of sense, does it? No. So why use this method with Internet connectivity?

So, as I understand it, switching ISPs to "Title II Telecommunicative Services" would essentially solve all these
problems. What that means is it'd make ISPs "dumb pipes" that can only transfer data, not impede it's flow in any way in
 much the same way as currently a phone service provider cannot impede the quality of a phone call just because they
want to.

So please, think objectively and see that following through with your current path is ultimately bad for the people. It is
all our jobs to tyranny stop tyranny in all it's forms, and right now Comcast's is looming pretty heavily on the horizon.
Do the right thing.
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Thank you for reading,

A Concerned Citizen

P.S. A quote from then senator Obama:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

------------------------------ Email 6,915 ------------------------------

From: elijah.craig
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:50
Subject: BLUF: I am an American citizen and what corporations plan to do to  the internet negatively effect America.
I am an American citizen you swore to serve and you are trying to pass something that affects the country in a negative
way. This is about net neutrality and the rules you are trying to impose over us while using the same name. Net
neutrality is very important, it protects us from spiked internet prices, prevents big monopolized cable companies from
collecting money on both ends that increases prices on both ends in return, allows for the protection of the internet.

The internet is the first thing to connect everyone around the world (not like those in poverty in LDCs but still) and you
want to ruin it for Americans and in turn cause problems overseas. The internet is an open invention that allows small
entrepreneurs to flourish and gain a following such as Google (super successful now), RoosterTeeth, YouTube (google
but was originally independent), etc. and allowing companies, Verizon and Comcast, to manipulate the current rules of
the internet it could put strain on smaller companies. This prevents the jobs from continuing over time and will also
push all new and aspiring internet entrepreneurs to start in other countries. This is bad for America because it
diminished innovation here, prevents the aspiring people from creating businesses in some cases, and makes America
look less appealing as we fall even further behind other countries and more importantly the EU.

It saddens me to think I though America was a great place and to look now and realize how corrosive our own
government is to ourselves and the people. The internet was concieved and created by multiple nations and people for
the purpose of connecting people. It took off and became a world wide phenomenon. To want such a beatiful thing
restricted because a few companies can pay a lot of money is one of the most crushing things I have ever felt. It tells me
America is not about the people, but is about the 1% and the way the American people can fed the bank accounts of the
1%.

America is now an oligarchy, a badge of shame. How do we know? Multiple studies (
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/jeffrey-winters/oligarchy-and-democracy-i_b_5206368.html?
utm_hp_ref=business&ir=Business , http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2014/apr/21/americas-oligarchy-not-
democracy-or-republic-unive/ ) has come to the conclusion of it. A country founded for the people by the people has
become so corrupt and so lazy that those words mean nothing. We have no inspiration to inspire us to revolt, riot,
protest because we have to work or get fired or because things happen so fast when it is against peoples best interests
that we don't know before it is too late. we should fight for a democracy, if not by the people then at least by the people
we trusted to help us for us. But what is help compared to millions of dollars, right?
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You, the FCC, need to fight FOR THE PEOPLE, not corporations. They are not the people, they are groups who want to
 make it harder for us to use and experience the internet. You need to help me, us, America, and our image to the world.
We are quickly becoming a laughing stock as the EU has overtaken us in finance and ability. If you don't think those
reasons or causes are sufficient to make you help the people, the ones you should serve first, then you are in the wrong
spot. If you don't want to help anyone but your billionaire friends and yourselves you are the problem the causes more
problems and you are the scourge of America.

Please help America be successful and a beacon to the world of how to live and govern.

A very concerned and terrified citizen and a potentially voiceless person you prefer to ignore,
                  Elijah Craig

Elijah Craig
4642 SE Bakken Court
Port Orchard, WA 98366

------------------------------ Email 6,916 ------------------------------

From: thetemp49
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Paula Decker
120 Wolfs Corner road
Newton, NJ 07860
US

------------------------------ Email 6,917 ------------------------------

From: haleiwa47
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tina Mulcahy
24219 15th PL SE
Bothell, WA 98021
US

------------------------------ Email 6,918 ------------------------------

From: snorklmike
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 11:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Ott
6105 Sheree Dr
Milton, FL 32570
US

------------------------------ Email 6,919 ------------------------------

From: daniel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel OConnor
2115 Marion Place
Baldwin, NY 11510

------------------------------ Email 6,920 ------------------------------

From: scottirainmeadows
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Scotti Meadows
91 centenary
Galliopolis, OH 45632
US

------------------------------ Email 6,921 ------------------------------

From: bobkifer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Robert Kifer
122 Midwood Ave.
Nesconset, NY 11767
US

------------------------------ Email 6,922 ------------------------------

From: spottedsparrow26
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nicole Paul-Almand
1805 G. Street
Eureka, CA 95501
US

------------------------------ Email 6,923 ------------------------------

From: yarddawg 1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

We do NOT want a FASCIST state in this country. Please stop this NOW!

Terrie Williams
850 Laura Lane
Vidor, TX 77662
US

------------------------------ Email 6,924 ------------------------------

From: calebsidel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:51
Subject: The internet should by title II telecom service
We want you, the FCC, to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service"

Thank you,
Caleb

--
Sent from mobile device
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------------------------------ Email 6,925 ------------------------------

From: rjohnst87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:51
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 6,926 ------------------------------

From: ebarber86
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elisa Barber

------------------------------ Email 6,927 ------------------------------

From: windlandlisa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lisa Windland
27 post oak st
Denison, TX 75020
US

------------------------------ Email 6,928 ------------------------------

From: scypinsk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:52
Subject: Keep the Internet completely indiscriminate
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites
and services dictates success. You?ve got barriers to entry that are
low and equal for all comers. And it?s because the internet is a
neutral platform that I can put on this podcast and transmit it over
the internet without having to go through some corporate media
middleman. I can say what I want without censorship. I don?t have to
pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want
to change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create
high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive contractual
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arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those
high-speed lanes. Those of us who can?t pony up the cash for these
high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes ? We can?t
have a situation in which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of
the internet and that?s why I?m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

Remember this? This is one of the reasons President Barack Obama was
elected. He has since had little to say on the issue, but the people's
desires are clear. We do not want the internet to be further
bastardized into a privately run monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 6,929 ------------------------------

From: x.safety.hazard.x
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:52
Subject: Net Neutrality Needed
The long and the short of the matter is that ending net neutrality is a horrible idea. It makes you look like you are owned
 by the very corporations that you were put in place to regulate. You know what? Maybe you are.  Maybe that's what
this means. Maybe my friends are right and th is beginnings of revolts and riots I hear over the price of everything is the
natural order of governance.  I would like to be able to point at this as a time where you listened to your taxpayers
instead of the guys paying your bills. How the hell could you even let them get this far killing net neutrality?  You know
 its a bad idea. Youre getting a million letters telling y ou why. I can only afford mobile data and am about to go to a
meeting with my boss. I am the working poor and we think this is a really dumb idea. Please listen to us this time.

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S™ III, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone

------------------------------ Email 6,930 ------------------------------

From: s2448ean
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:53
Subject: No Way
This not right at all…… Time for a class action law suit.. Let the people of CANADA decide not the fuckin government
 … You all should be ashamed of  the whole department of the Fuckin Corrupt
Corporation……………………………………………………………….Would a petition help you to understand what
people of CANADA want it sounds like you do not care …. You are the most Irresponsible I do like this at all…….
Thanks for spying and police state we have become…………Plus you are over paid
……………………………………………………………………………………………….

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 6,931 ------------------------------

From: carl.swanson.mt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,
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I feel uneasy and at risk at the direction the free and open internet is headed. I don't want the FCC to bow to the
demands of big companies pushing tiered or preferential speeds. I want an equal-opportunity internet.

Please classify broadband providers as "common carriers."

Maintain Net Neutrality.

Thank you
Carl

------------------------------ Email 6,932 ------------------------------

From: louise.malone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

louise malone
3001 Hilo ct
Lou., KY 30220

------------------------------ Email 6,933 ------------------------------

From: sarahdcullen08
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Sarah Cullen

------------------------------ Email 6,934 ------------------------------

From: evan.aagaard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:54
Subject: Uphold net neutrality!
Dear FCC,

You have a mandate to uphold the will of the people, the American people certainly, but in this time of global
communication and information also the international online community.

Please protect the foundations of net neutrality. Do not be swayed by the Telco lobby. Make a choice for liberty instead
of corporate profit. Keep the internet free.

- Evan Aagaard

------------------------------ Email 6,935 ------------------------------

From: prk1006
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:54
Subject: keep the internet neutral
Allowing large carriers to up charge for bandwidth to content providers is a hugely gross injustice to all users.

I pay for my bandwidth and content providers pay for theirs. To allow anything beyond that will damage the entire
system.

It stinks that an ex-lobbyist for the telecommunications industry in now the director of the FCC and making
recommendations to benefit his past clients. WTG Obama White House to allow a fox in the hen house. Just another one
 of your lies and a way to take more freedoms from taxpayers.

This is one stink bomb that I hope blows up where it should.

P R Kramer

  _____

 <http://www.avast.com/>        This email is free from viruses and malware because avast!
Antivirus<http://www.avast.com/> protection is active.

------------------------------ Email 6,936 ------------------------------

From: rockingrocker2009
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dylan Couch

 64093

------------------------------ Email 6,937 ------------------------------

From: spazztic fury
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Caitlin Houppert

------------------------------ Email 6,938 ------------------------------

From: jarecoo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:54
Subject: Keep the internet open
Please stop plans to ruin net neutrality. The internet is brand new and is full of potential that is currently untapped.
Keeping the internet open and free to the masses will be a tool to raise upcoming generations to much higher levels of
achievement. The free exchange of ideas and knowledge brings progress and innovation to pass. Shutting down this free
 exchange would cripple our progress toward a better future for our children and many generations to follow. This is a
wealth of knowledge heretofore unknown in the human race. We can now share that wealth as never before. Shutting
that down will delay innovation and improvement by a century or more. A short sighted goal of allowing a few powerful
 companies to profit now through constricted internet could destroy two generations or more of intellectual wealth.
Don't make this mistake. Keep your vision long-term.

------------------------------ Email 6,939 ------------------------------
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From: ldneill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Laurie Neill
15205 Ocean View Dr
Smith River, CA 95567
US

------------------------------ Email 6,940 ------------------------------

From: schuyler.lystad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I support classifying broadband internet as Title II.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Schuyler Lystad
42710 SE 168th pl
North Bend, WA 98045

------------------------------ Email 6,941 ------------------------------

From: xallamax
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:55
Subject: Internet Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is a poor decision; It's giving
the internet over to internet service providers with a great deal of capital. This will destroy any hope o further startups,
and push the cost of internet access further onto the consumer. Furthermore, it is a conflict of interest, any ISP could
'throttle' (slow the connection to) websites of their competitors.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have funds to
pay ISPs for faster speeds established corporations enjoy. Finally, choosing a different internet service provider is not an
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 option for many outside population centers, myself included. In my area, there is only one provider. I have no choice in
my access, I need the internet to work.

Net Neutrality is not neutral at all, it is clearly in favor of internet service providers with a great deal of money and no
one else, certainly not the consumer.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers, and ideally, as a utility But failing that, at least
refrain from implementing this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Matthew

------------------------------ Email 6,942 ------------------------------

From: mlehker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

mike lehker
3204 Palomino Ct.
Herrin, IL 62948
US

------------------------------ Email 6,943 ------------------------------

From: tothmontello
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joe Toth
Montello, WI
Montello, WI 53949
US

------------------------------ Email 6,944 ------------------------------

From: kylealt1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
I think this is more important than you realize. I think you don't understand how slippery the slope is that you are
traversing. I think this might be the straw that breaks the camel's back. When people realize that they have no power in
government, things are going to get very messy. And if you choose to only listen to one part of this message, make it
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this. All the campaign donations in the world won't protect you from a revolt.

------------------------------ Email 6,945 ------------------------------

From: vooge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:55
Subject: Another opponent of current net non neutrality legislation
To whom it may concern:

I wish to add my voice to the growing chorus of opposition to current plans by
the FCC to allow this money-making "commercially reasonable" garbage that is
being floated by big providers who want to destroy one of the great benefits of
the internet: fair access and equally speedy access to all producers and
receivers of content.  While bandwidth can vary by hardware and infrastructure,
the decision to allow the big fish access to the fast lane should be heavily
amended, if not struck down, so that there is certainty that the newest start-
ups and best ideas have equal footing on which to flourish.  It disappoints me
to see these once-impartial groups decide to succumb to money-mongering forces,
perhaps including themselves, at the cost of one of the things that makes
America great.

Regards,

Nathan Vooge
Linguistics Department
University of Utah

--
Open WebMail Project (http://openwebmail.org)

------------------------------ Email 6,946 ------------------------------

From: benjaminsrapport
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:55
Subject: Open Internet concerns
Hello, I am a broadband customer and I am greatly distressed by recent proposed changes to net neutrality by your
organization. The internet must remain a free and open environment and not a two-tiered service. A change like this
would be devastating to the internet as we know it, with companies like Comcast and Verizon given almost total control
over what we see online.

Make all ISPs reclassify as Title II Telecommunications Services and be done with it. Internet is now a necessity for life
 in the 21st century, don't ruin it for everyone.

Thank you for your time,
Benjamin Rapport

------------------------------ Email 6,947 ------------------------------

From: johnmartinpolitics
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:55
Subject: NetNeutrality must be saved
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The proposed plan by the FCC (the one that is rumored) is a horrible plan and will end NetNeutrality. Please do the
RIGHT thing and reclassify broadband as a telecom service. If you enact the proposed changes you will go down in
history as the people who killed the internet as we know it. I know your friends work, or worked, for the telecom
carriers but cronyism is NOT the way government should work. Do what is RIGHT for all Americans not your friends.
Please!!!

NetNeutrality is the ultimate in equality. Your proposed changes will ensure more INequality in the world.
Save and defend NetNeutrality. Please.

John Martin
San Antonio, TX

------------------------------ Email 6,948 ------------------------------

From: aceras1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

agostino cerasuolo
1347 kenilworth ave
Berwyn, IL 60402
US

------------------------------ Email 6,949 ------------------------------

From: elund41
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eric Lund
1122 27th Ave. So. Apt.12
Moorhead, MN 56560
US

------------------------------ Email 6,950 ------------------------------

From: ejsingson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:56
Subject: NN
Classify ISP’s as Title II Telecommunication Services and be done with it already."

------------------------------ Email 6,951 ------------------------------
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From: cameronchopp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cameron Chopp

 77380

------------------------------ Email 6,952 ------------------------------

From: kalekakana
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Teresa Hannah

------------------------------ Email 6,953 ------------------------------

From: grenegome
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Lee Milgrom

------------------------------ Email 6,954 ------------------------------

From: grrando
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gretchen Randolph
PO Box 857
Wilson, WY 83014
US

------------------------------ Email 6,955 ------------------------------

From: sirbradknight
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: net neutrality
As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

------------------------------ Email 6,956 ------------------------------

From: patricia.harlow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: Net Neutrality Feedback
Hi,

It’s time to classify broadband as a Title II Telecommunications service.  We have hit the point in our society where the
internet should be considered a utility.  You have the power to do this.  It’s ridiculous that we invented the net, yet lag
so many other countries when it comes to providing broadband service to the citizenry.  I can only speculate as to why
that’s happened, but like other industries in America, it’s probably due to big business interests and anti-competitive
practices.  We are already falling behind in Education, allowing big business to further corrupt the flow of information
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will cripple our country for years upon years.  Possibly irreversibly as other countries are not slowing down their
advancement.

And of course, there is the very real issue of the legitimacy of the internet.  Already we have minds in the EU discussing
 the possibility of making their own internet due to the NSA snooping.  Allowing big business to determine what
information gets to get passed and at what speed will only further the perception that maybe information shouldn’t be
passing through America at all.  I would also expect for rogue networks to pop up in the US.  All of this combined
would pretty much ruin what the internet came to be, and that is the great equalizer.

The wording of the FCC from this week stated that service providers should be able to charge more for premium access.
  You and I both know that premium means what the internet is now, and they will throttle the rest to become the new
slower norm.  It’s already happening and that is why we are here today.

Please do the right thing and ignore big business regarding the flow of information.  Classify broadband as a Title II
Telecommunications service.

Thank you.

~Patricia Harlow

------------------------------ Email 6,957 ------------------------------

From: jakeejake
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
To Whom it May Concern,

Protecting Net neutrality is the most important issue of our time. As a small business owner a free and open internet is
the only chance I have to compete with the behemoths. Take that away, and you're not only taking away the business
that feeds my family. You're taking away the American dream... That a little guy like me can come from nothing and
build a business here. This is not an issue that can be compromised on and I hope the FCC will reconsider its proposal. I
 vote and this is a voting issue for me.

Jacob Krueger

------------------------------ Email 6,958 ------------------------------

From: luzzi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Luzzi
3430 E Norway Trail
Crete, IL 60417
US

------------------------------ Email 6,959 ------------------------------
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From: jbehrens32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joanna Behrens

------------------------------ Email 6,960 ------------------------------

From: jcb2h
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

It makes no sense to broaden the internet pipe for the highest bidder. Do you think it's wise to give corporations power
to restrict access to information? Even if you're lining your pockets with their donations now, will they always back
you? Or will they use the power you gave them to leverage their own board of FCC yes men and women who are even
easier to manage?

I doubt the FCC has integrity anymore, but you should at least look out for your own survival as an agency and retain
some power over information freedom in the 21st century.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Bennett

VA 22902

------------------------------ Email 6,961 ------------------------------

From: imagescubed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

This not only will stifle competition in stopping a free and open internet, but also adversely affect our economy and
millions of jobs because of increased restrictions on promising startups. Innovation in the US will CEASE to happen as
we know it.

Scott Blackwell
405 W E Street
Encinitas, CA 92024
US

------------------------------ Email 6,962 ------------------------------

From: nicholas.stevens
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nick Stevens

 79401

------------------------------ Email 6,963 ------------------------------

From: imagescubed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Scott Blackwell
405 W E Street
Encinitas, CA 92024
US

------------------------------ Email 6,964 ------------------------------

From: maxkingofkowz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Please do not destroy the Internet we know and love.

Max Robison

UT 84606

------------------------------ Email 6,965 ------------------------------

From: benjamincastano7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi,

My name is Ben and I believe the internet should be kept neutral and free. The internet is a revolutionary tool that has
changed society as a whole. A big reason for this is that everyone has an equal opportunity on the internet, free of
barriers and corporate interests. Please do not allow this to end, do not let companies like Comcast and Verizon ruin this
 great achievement. The United States was the leader in the creation of the internet and should be a leader in keeping it
free. Please do the right thing and keep the net natural.

Thanks,
Ben Castano

------------------------------ Email 6,966 ------------------------------

From: papaha
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:59
Subject: net neutrality
To the FCC,

The issue of net neutrality goes right to the heart of our current struggle as mankind for freedom. Why should a man
with more money be more deserving of freedom?

If we look back throughout history upon the most respected individuals who have shaped the aspirations of humanity
and given us all hope, guidance and direction it becomes quite clear that all of them did not discriminate by wealth, class
 or prestige, and most were not wealthy themselves.

If you believe that access to information through the internet is a valuable resource than please reverse your current
decision and assure fair and equal access to all.

Thank you for your time and consideration,
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Jeff Gosline

4683 33rd Street

San Diego, CA 92116

619.563.7581

papaha.com<http://www.papaha.com/>

------------------------------ Email 6,967 ------------------------------

From: b elsemore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:59
Subject: Please keep the internet open
Please don't let a few corporation control the pathways to the internet.

Could you imagine if ford owned all the highways and charged people money to use them?

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 6,968 ------------------------------

From: yurd123
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

yurd mendez
1223 Lamont Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 92024
US

------------------------------ Email 6,969 ------------------------------

From: aceofaces
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 11:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a Title II Telecommunications Service. I urge
you to reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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------------------------------ Email 6,970 ------------------------------

From: kyle.houchens
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not allow ISPs and Cable companies to create "fast lanes" for internet traffic.  This is bad for consumers, bad
for innovation, and bad for the entire country.  The only people that this benefits are the owners of these giant
companies who want even greater wealth than they already generate.  Broadband needs to be classified as a "Title II
telecommunications service" and to be recognized for what it truly is: a utility.  We regulate other utilities so that this
kind of thing cannot happen.  Allowing people who own the pipes to "double dip" on making money by charging some
online services more than others for "premium" speed makes no sense.  We are already falling behind other developed
countries in terms of internet speed and cost, with little to no choice in carriers.  Do not make the mistake of handing
more power over to these giant conglomerates who only want to make more money.  This issue shouldn't even be on the
 table.  People who understand the issues at hand are nearly 100% in favor of stopping this change in the basic structure
of the internet, and for good reason.  Please listen to the people that you represent and keep our democracy intact.  This
isn't even about money so much as freedom of speech and fair social treatment of all people and companies in the online
 space that is increasingly becoming the most useful social and economic tool of the human race.  Keep Net Neutrality.

Thank you for listening to my thoughts on the matter.

- a concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 6,971 ------------------------------

From: zach.catel
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 12:00
Subject: Net Neutrality and FCC broadband access classification
In 2010, the FCC's Open Internet Order forbid Internet service providers from blocking or discriminating against
services or charging content providers for preferential treatment. Verizon challenged those rules and won; The US Court
 of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit ruled that the commission improperly imposed "common carrier"
obligations on Internet Service Providers without first declaring them to be common carriers.

With the freedom given by that ruling, the FCC is set to propose rules that would allow broadband providers to give
some internet traffic preferential treatment, so long as such arrangements are available on 'commercially reasonable'
terms for all interested content companies (to be determined by the FCC on a case-by-case basis).

This is a massive backwards step in the protection of an open and neutral internet. I will steal words from the FCC's own
 Open Internet Order mentioned above: "if broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized
access to end users, they will have an incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide
to non-prioritized traffic… Even more damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in
order to 'squeeze' non-prioritized traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and
confront edge providers with a choice between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access
to end users."

Net Neutrality is critical for innovation, communication, and education in this country. It is what has allowed the
internet to grow to and become what it is today. I strongly urge you to collaborate with your colleagues in congress to
protect Net Neutrality. Specifically, I ask you to work to have the FCC classify broadband access as a Title II
Telecommunications Service, allowing the protection offered by the Open Internet Order. Under the Title II
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Communications Act, the FCC can tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not
something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

The Internet is our most democratic medium. It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate. Complete Net Neutrality is absolutely necessary for that to continue to be true.

------------------------------ Email 6,972 ------------------------------

From: fyurien
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:00
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
Hello,

I ask that you make every effort to support Net Neutrality.

I am a normal internet user in the United States, living in California.  I have had the opportunity to travel abroad to other
 countries and have had the opportunity to see first hand the difference in internet speed.  The problem is not how fast
the average consumer can download their next Youtube video or Netflix movie.  The problem is a more economic one.
Countries with faster internet will have a stronger economy.

The simplest analogy is this.  Imagine doing business via a very high speed internet line or via standard mail.  While
that analogy may seem silly, it really isn’t.  There are part of the world where sending data is faster through regular mail
 than it is via the internet.  Breaking down net neutrality would only serve to stifle competition, raise prices and limit
internet access on a national scale.

So for the sake of the economy, please support net neutrality.  I have made it my mission to support any politician and
any member of government that supports net neutrality.

Thank you,
Justin Sebe

------------------------------ Email 6,973 ------------------------------

From: jameshellerchapman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:01
Subject: I am PRO Net Neutrality
Please don't take away the degree of freedom that currently exists on the internet by handing the reins to corporations.

Classify ISPS as Title II Telecommunications Services.

It is already trouble enough that Time Warner has a monopoly in my area and that I have no internet options, please
don't let them restrict the internet further.

-James Chapman

--
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James Heller Chapman
mailto:

(518) 810-5549

------------------------------ Email 6,974 ------------------------------

From: ggibb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:01
Subject: Time warner-Comcast Merger
I do not believe this is in the public interest.  No way.  Too much power in the hands of one company.
Thanks,
George Gibb

------------------------------ Email 6,975 ------------------------------

From: debid2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and all members of the Federal Communications Commission:

We want net neutrality. Privileging companies and organizations that can afford to pay more is undemocratic. No matter
 where we turn today, our options are being dictated by money. Please don't add the web to that list.

Debi Duke
25 Platt Ave
Rhinebeck, NY 12572
US

------------------------------ Email 6,976 ------------------------------

From: debid2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

Chairman Wheeler and all members of the Federal Communications Commission:

We want net neutrality. Privileging companies and organizations that can afford to pay more is undemocratic. No matter
 where we turn today, our options are being dictated by money. Please don't add the web to that list.

Debi Duke
25 Platt Ave
Rhinebeck, NY 12572
US

------------------------------ Email 6,977 ------------------------------

From: tradename3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Steven McGourty
2784 E Coy Kaylor Dr
Apt 3
Fayetteville, AR 72703
US

------------------------------ Email 6,978 ------------------------------

From: mpparish67
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
In light of recent changes being suggested by ISPs, there is one change I agree with and that is that I want ISP's classed
as Title II Telecommunications Services.  This is the only fair way to keep the internet in the hands of the people and
not a small number of individuals.

------------------------------ Email 6,979 ------------------------------

From: speciallady457
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Angie D

------------------------------ Email 6,980 ------------------------------

From: sueandmikelay
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Daly

------------------------------ Email 6,981 ------------------------------

From: sb.ellis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sarah Ellis
1326 S Winterbrooke Dr
Olathe, KS 66062
US

------------------------------ Email 6,982 ------------------------------

From: seanmcshane16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sean McShane
2024 S 91st Street
Milwaukee, WI 53227
US

------------------------------ Email 6,983 ------------------------------

From: dennis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:02
Subject: net neutrality
I am against your new rules of non-net neutrality.

I pay for Internet access from Time Warner. It is over priced compared
to other countries.

I pay for content, such as, Netflix, NYTimes, etc.

Why should my content be slower because the provider will not pay kick
backs?
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High speed Internet should be available to all at a reasonable price
with all content moving at the same speed.

Change the rules to forbid payments to isp's for content.

Dennis Rocchio
7522 37th Avenue345
Jackson Heights, NY 11372

1-728-205-6371

------------------------------ Email 6,984 ------------------------------

From: tcunniff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

thomas cunniff
244 cambridge ave
kensington, CA 94708
US

------------------------------ Email 6,985 ------------------------------

From: waterfalling9
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 12:02
Subject: PROTECT NET NEUTRALITY
Dear Mr. Wheeler, Ms. Rosenworcel, Ms. Clyburn, Mr. Pai, and Mr. O'Rielly:

You NEED TO STEP UP and PROTECT NET NEUTRALITY.  We the American people expect you to PROTECT net
neutrality.  In 2008 the FCC stated, "We are saying that network operators can't block people from getting access to any
content and any applications." Why are you changing that?  Why are you selling out to the highest bidder?  Why are you
 not WORKING HARD to protect the rights of the American people?  This reversal of yours in INEXCUSABLE.  Your
 salaries are paid for by the American people, so step up and protect the rights of our access to the internet.

We need more from you.  You need to do your job and protect net neutrality!

Sincerely,

Lynn Finger

mailto:

520-909-7918
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------------------------------ Email 6,986 ------------------------------

From: amilou74
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ami Seifried

MI 48843
US

------------------------------ Email 6,987 ------------------------------

From: guitarshredder23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lukas Lion

MB R0E 0A0
CA

------------------------------ Email 6,988 ------------------------------

From: tamaracrifasi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tamara Crifasi

------------------------------ Email 6,989 ------------------------------

From: missiongravity
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:03
Subject: Net Neutrality Opposition
I as a US citizen want to voice my opposition to the passing of the Net Neutrality bill.  I think the internet should be
allowed to police itself and any and all should have equal access to it in the same manner.
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I am writing this email to express my opinion that the Net Neutrality bill be struck down.

------------------------------ Email 6,990 ------------------------------

From: termccart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
I believe that giving some Internet service providers give preferential treatment to some content providers is a bad idea
and will stop smaller websites from being visited.

------------------------------ Email 6,991 ------------------------------

From: imagescubed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:03
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

My name is Scott Blackwell, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Scott Blackwell

------------------------------ Email 6,992 ------------------------------

From: maureensmith.mft
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
maureen byrne

------------------------------ Email 6,993 ------------------------------

From: jeanie40
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeanie Alvidrez
13416 Oak Ranch Lane
Chico, CA 95973
US

------------------------------ Email 6,994 ------------------------------

From: frangipani71
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Maloof
7500 Roswell Rd
Unit 38
Sandy Springs, GA 30350
US

------------------------------ Email 6,995 ------------------------------

From: svenclausen
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sven Clausen
1553 Palm Ave
Chico, CA 95926

------------------------------ Email 6,996 ------------------------------

From: lauren.b
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lauren Basalla
11802 Fairway Dr.
South Lyon, MI 48178
US

------------------------------ Email 6,997 ------------------------------

From: achaiclin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Aaron  Chaiclin

------------------------------ Email 6,998 ------------------------------

From: heathdbaker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:05
Subject: Free and Open Internet.
My name is Heath Baker, and I'm writing in response to the "Fast Lane" proposed for the internet by the FCC.
I really don't like the idea, and I believe that it could be easily abused.
Though many websites are deemed "mainstream" and most traffic is used only by a handful of sites, an open
internet allows for free communication between everyone worldwide, and I don't believe that any one person or
corporation
should receive preferential treatment nor have control over it. Government ruled by business isn't something that I stand
for,
 and an Internet run by business something I can't stand by either.
A few examples I've come to realize, with a business taking advantage of the "Fast Lane":
The ability to "censor" a particular website through simple "throttling", or the inability to pay to get recognition.
A business with the ability to "force" me to use their services because there is no alternative.
(Potential for a monopoly? Maybe. "The rich get richer".)

From my understanding, it's a company paying off an ISP to receive preferential bandwidth, correct?
I know that some may argue "Just get another ISP if you want to use xxxx's services".  But for some people there is no
alternative.
Natural monopolies have occurred in some areas of the US with internet service providers, rural areas especially.

This is the Information age, and I believe that everyone should have the right to the service that information provides us
as the Human Race.
The more information we have about each other, the less we want to fight. The more we  can talk to each other, the
more we realize we're all made of the same stuff.
Not only will free and open communication allow us to communicate, but it will allow us to loosen borders, and see
each other as human beings.

So I urge you to reconsider the "Internet Fast Lane".
Classify the Internet as a Title II regulated entity,
and give us the Free and Open Internet as President Obama promised when  he came into office.
Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 6,999 ------------------------------

From: mharrell914
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:05
Subject: No Caste Internet
No, no, no. First consolidate the money with the top 1%, then allow them superior access to information? Wrong-
headed and greedy. Not how I want my government to operate.

------------------------------ Email 7,000 ------------------------------

From: richard.haussmann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:05
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Subject: Net Neutrality
This is an email in support of net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 7,001 ------------------------------

From: wawilson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:05
Subject: I support net neutrality
I oppose any rules that slow the internet unless a company pays for preference. This will hurt small business
development

Wilkie wilson, PhD
302 watts st
Durham nc 27701
919-949-8063

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,002 ------------------------------

From: reachkit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

ADDED COMMENT: My hopes have been dashed. It's now apparent that you are another "Obama puppet". None the
less I'm signing this petition, as an American citizen, to let you know what WE want--NET NEUTRALITY!

Kit Joel
816 Cacique St
Santa Barbara, CA 93103
US

------------------------------ Email 7,003 ------------------------------

From: rivero
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:06
Subject: Restore net neutrailty

The “Fast lane” might be an acceptable revenue measure for the network operators, if they were investing in faster
networks, but so far all the involved corporations indicate they will give enhanced speed to paying corporations by
taking bandwidth away from other users. This is discrimination based on economics, and harmful to websites operating
in the public interest.
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Michael Rivero

Home Baked Entertainment, Aiea, Hawaii

Talk Radio, Peace Activism, & Visual FX during the slow season!

 808-780-3788           rivero.info

Nemo vir est qui mundum non reddat meliorem

------------------------------ Email 7,004 ------------------------------

From: mikey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:07
Subject: Fast Lane
Fcc,

By way of this email I wish to convey my opposition to the "fast lane" proposal the FCC is currently considering. I am
strongly opposed to providing any preferential treatment to any services/traffic on the Internet. I believe it is critical all
traffic is treated equally. I believe it is critical to treat Internet service providers as utilities in the sense they must
provide a managed but uniform pathway for all communication. In short I ( like everyone else) pay for a fixed amount
of bandwidth and that traffic should be carried to any location on the Internet, regardless of content type.

Thank you

Mike

------------------------------ Email 7,005 ------------------------------

From: bdpf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:07
Subject: internet neutrality
Dear Sir or Madam:

You are undoubtedly aware of studies showing that the United States lags the developed world in the speed and price of
internet access. (See New America Foundation, "Cost of Connectivity"
http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013).
Greater competition or greater regulation would be two possible solutions to this poor performance, but the current FCC
 approach to internet governance provides neither, occupying a middle ground where ISP oligopolies (and in some
markets, effective monopolies) are allowed to take advantage of tax subsidies and grants of public right-of-way, but are
not held to account for the quality or cost of the services they provide. Absent meaningful regulation to accompany this
public support, those, and only those, companies who lobby for and receive government subsidization have grown,
leading to a dearth of consumer choice.

At the same time, ISP's advertise, and U.S. consumers already pay for "unlimited", "high-speed" internet. To repeat,
high-speed access is already being paid for by the taxpayer, both at point of sale and through historical subsidization and
 use of public right of way. Even though we are paying more for poorer service compared to other industrialized
countries, the FCC now seems to be proposing, through an Orwellian-named "Open Internet" rule, to allow ISP's to lay
an additional toll on high-speed content delivery.
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The cost of this toll will clearly be passed along to the consumer. But to what end? The proposal certainly won't spur
innovation - if anything, it will prevent start up companies from competing on the same footing as entrenched content
providers (some of which will benefit directly from the rent being authorized). Nor are any of these corporations in need
 of further financial subsidization to expand access (Comcast profit, for example, was up 28% to 1.7 Billion in 2013).

The simplest explanation is that lobbyists and former employees of the companies the FCC is supposed to be regulating
have been allowed to unduly influence policy making, whether through revolving door appointments or through overt
lobbying. This is not acceptable.

Instead of allowing this corporate capture of policy making to continue, the staff of the FCC should do its duty to the
public and classify ISP's as common carriers. There is no excuse for the cowardice being demonstrated. These are
common carriers in every sense of the word, and should be regulated as such.

Suffice it to say that I am very much opposed to the proposed rule. Serve the people of the United States.

As a tax payer and Vet, stop the take over of the internet by corporations. An open, faster internet is needed by our
country to compete Globally. Double dipping ISPs ruin any chance of the United States to compete!

thank you
Wm. R. Smith

------------------------------ Email 7,006 ------------------------------

From: tmc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Larry Ripplinger
315 E. Boulder Pines Rd.
Boulder, UT 84716
US

------------------------------ Email 7,007 ------------------------------

From: cameronchopp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:08
Subject: Title II
Dear FCC,
As an American citizen I believe that the attempts to create internet "fast lanes" is a direct violation of the principle of
net neutrality and as such access to the internet should be free and unclouded by corporate or political interests. Please
classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cameron Chopp

------------------------------ Email 7,008 ------------------------------

From: cameronchopp
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:08
Subject: Title II
Dear FCC,
As an American citizen I believe that the attempts to create internet "fast lanes" is a direct violation of the principle of
net neutrality and as such access to the internet should be free and unclouded by corporate or political interests. Please
classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cameron Chopp

------------------------------ Email 7,009 ------------------------------

From: snakeoil.works
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ANN  BRAMEIER

------------------------------ Email 7,010 ------------------------------

From: codyserio
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:09
Subject: ISP's classed as title II telecommunications services
I want ISP's classed as Title II telecommunications services.
Please, and thank you for fighting for the peoples need and not the corporations.

------------------------------ Email 7,011 ------------------------------

From: ckennedy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Abolishing net neutrality is easily the worst idea anyone at the FCC has ever had. The apparent breakdown of our
democratic system has made me ashamed to be an American. You people should be ashamed of yourselves for even
proposing it.
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------------------------------ Email 7,012 ------------------------------

From: phillipkwood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Phillip Wood
1605 W High Point Lane

Columbia, MO 65203
US

------------------------------ Email 7,013 ------------------------------

From: saschroth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  Corporations already have enough influence on our lives the internet which should remain equal access
for all as our societies through out the world have become dependent on it.

sandra schroth

denver, CO 80222

------------------------------ Email 7,014 ------------------------------

From: moosequette
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Margaret Boehm

------------------------------ Email 7,015 ------------------------------

From: oseach
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:10
Subject: Recent decision affecting net neutrality
Just a note to say it seems to me the large corporations will now commandeer most of the internet’s bandwidth - and get
a bulk discount on price - while the rest of us will see higher fees and second-rate service. It’s very disappointing.

Regards,

Marc O’Shaughnessy
8000 Golden Oaks Lane
Austin, TX    78737

------------------------------ Email 7,016 ------------------------------

From: jnfcows
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:10
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
Hello,

I would appreciate it if ISP's (Internet Service Providers) would be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,017 ------------------------------

From: sebweakland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:10
Subject: Open internet
The open internet is how society speaks. It cannot be struck down. An infinite amount of ideas are spread every single
day.

------------------------------ Email 7,018 ------------------------------

From: tmmacc15
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Twyla Meyer

------------------------------ Email 7,019 ------------------------------

From: techman171
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Egan
12363 Derby Lane
Orland Park, IL 60467
US

------------------------------ Email 7,020 ------------------------------

From: pdb879
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Patricia Brooks

------------------------------ Email 7,021 ------------------------------

From: kim.custer88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kimberly Custer

 27713

------------------------------ Email 7,022 ------------------------------

From: acuame4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media.  We want net neutrality.  Please take action that ensures that the internet is
accessible to all people equally.

Thanks you.

Amy Stanberry
1203 Stone Harbour Road
Winter Springs, FL 32708
US

------------------------------ Email 7,023 ------------------------------

From: acuame4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media.  We want net neutrality.  Please take action that ensures that the internet is
accessible to all people equally.

Thanks you.
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Amy Stanberry
1203 Stone Harbour Road
Winter Springs, FL 32708
US

------------------------------ Email 7,024 ------------------------------

From: sgthotrod
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:11
Subject: Net neutralty
The cable company's have become what Ma Bell use to be. They have a strangle hold the the internet and there fore
control  the majority of communication and media consumption in the US. The world communicates over the internet
the way it use to over the phone. Most people don't have a land line phone anymore.

Nearly all of today's gaming is done with consoles or PCs that require an always on connection to the internet for DRM
purposes. Games and movies are downloaded and not bought at brick and mortar stores anymore.

The US is falling behind our Infostructure. While other countries move forward with fiber optics the cable company's
still use and install copper cable. And when a company like Google installs fiber in a town or city they face major
pushback and or lawsuits from the cable company's who lobby against it.

I would love to see internet only providers separate from cable tv. If I want to use a set top box like Amazon fire or
Apple TV I still have to pay the cable company to access the internet and now if those company's don't pay more to
reach its consumers they will get slower speeds. Until that can happen ALL internet traffic needs to be treated the same.

Oh and letting Comcast buy Time Warner is a really bad idea.

Signed,
A concerned citizen and tax payer

------------------------------ Email 7,025 ------------------------------

From: clopnaz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:12
Subject: net neutrality
I can tell the difference between the bandwidth I get when I download a file and the bandwidth I get when I check my
line speed. I didn't pay for 2MB/s on the off chance the server I'm connecting to is also paying my provider.

------------------------------ Email 7,026 ------------------------------

From: crabtreedarwin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:12
Subject: Bad idea
Hello,

I'm writing to voice my concern over the rejection of net neutrality. The internet is a communication tool that should not
 be open to the highest bidder. I find it disgusting that, in 2006, candidate Obama said that he opposes any changes to
net neutrality. However, after campaign donations from Comcast and its CEO, it seems his view and his administration's
 view has changed.
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Keep the internet open to everyone from all demographics. If you allow providers to slow down connections for
particular individuals/websites/companies, then we're left with content and ideas that only come from the most rich and
powerful.

-Darwin Crabtree

------------------------------ Email 7,027 ------------------------------

From: blumscott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

SCOTT BLUM
574 April Ct
Miamisburg, OH 45342
US

------------------------------ Email 7,028 ------------------------------

From: cwmiller93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:12
Subject: ISP's as Title II telecommunications service
I am emailing you today in reagard to the utter destruction of freedom that has taken place under the eyes of the FCC. I
would like ISP's to be classified as title II telecommunications service, if they are not I fear net neutrality will be killed
and the internet that I have grown up to enjoy and love will be but a glimmer of something that used to be awesome to
the people in the future. I stand against monopolies like Comcast, I wish the FCC would do the same in the name of
America, freedom, but most importantly cause it is your job. I hope this reaches somebody with it's full meaning on how
 important this issue is and I hope you have a good day.

Sincerely,
A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,029 ------------------------------

From: dsa28
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:12
Subject: Net Neutrality Ruling Feedback
To whom it may concern,

I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net
neutrality, which I am in favor of.  I wanted to add my support for:
"All Internet Service Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common
Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." This will force all
ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable
to alter the flow of information in any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II
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telecommunications service." These are the words that -- under the
Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is like a
telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get
involved in -- you are hired to move the information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us
only debating the details of how much they can mess with it.

This blog post by Netflix, gives technical details which help explain
the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html[1]   You
may wish to read it as well.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,030 ------------------------------

From: pgeil
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:12
Subject: Net Neutrality Et al
Geez Louise. What the heck is wrong with you guys? Who is worried about the NSA? Not me. I am sick to death of MY
 government giving preferential treatment to big corporations at the expense of the little guy. Not just consumers but
small innovative companies that will be shut out of competition. Now I just read this morning that Verizon is going to
scoop up our browsing habits (whether we use their pipeline or not) to sell for targeted marketing. Come on. Toughen
up and suck it up and stick it to them!

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,031 ------------------------------

From: pendermurray
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Murray Pender
2225 23rd St., #204
San Francisco, CA 94107
US

------------------------------ Email 7,032 ------------------------------

From: sunflowerdeby
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

deborah plaza
4050 wesley way
el Sobrante, CA 94803
US

------------------------------ Email 7,033 ------------------------------

From: erickgammon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Internet Hijacked By Hollywood
The FCC is treating the internet like another TV Channel. The new policy the FCC is endorsing was made up by a
former Cable industry executive. The rules only benefit ISP's and not customers. You could not prove more you are in
the pocket of Hollywood with any other proposal.

The American people provided the Democrats with one last election victory for the president of the United States with
their own money. Obama has singlehandedly killed the Democratic party by lying through his teeth about net neutrality
and many other things. Obama was not elected by corporate money alone, the people of this country took their hard
earned money and trusted Obama. In theory Obama should not be beholden to the corporate money because of the
peoples help in getting him elected. Sadly the fact that he is serving the corporate needs above the peoples just makes
him look worst. It is sad how much influence corporate money buys and just how little the American peoples own
money buys. Obama is just another corrupt lying politician who serves the rich and looks down on the rest of us.

Future elections will require more and more money from private citizens to counteract the Corporate pay for election
rules the Supreme Court recently setup. The problem is I would rather vote republican then vote for another Democrat.
Your party seriously feels that the internet is a big game. People need the Internet for working from home, finding jobs,
staying informed about world events. I will not vote for another Democrat until the Democrats embrace real net
neutrality. Internet access is one of the most important issues of our generation and the Democrats have proven that just
like the republicans are in the pocket of the oil industry they are in the pocket of Hollywood. It is a shame the
Democratic party is only interested in representing the ultra rich. You are no different then the Republicans.

Good luck getting another election penny from me. I am voting pure Republican until a real progressive party is formed.
 Every vote I make will help kill the Democratic party and make room for a real party that wants to represent the people
and not just the rich ones.

I pay for internet access and it is tiered on how fast a speed I want. The more speed I want the more I have to pay. With
the new proposal regardless of how much I pay my speed can be throttled if my ISP is not payed enough money by the
site I visited, It makes every single speed differentiation pointless because the only speed they measure is the last mile
for the purpose of their guarantee not the throughput. Now the FCC wants to screw every american out of the internet
and replace it with corporate controlled information and websites run by Hollywood and their insane accounting logic.
In their world Star Wars lost money, profits were never taken and taxes were avoided.

To say that companies like Comcast will be judicious with this new ruling and it won't effect us is B.S. In the lead up to
Netflix Paying Comcast for their fastlane they were severely throttled by Comcast. The numbers changed as soon as
Netflix ponied up their bribe to  access me who paid Comcast so I could get to the internet. The double dipping is proof
of your own greed and dishonesty. This is not a nuanced problem, we should not be double charged and ISP's should be
a common carrier and subject to extreme regulation. Anything less is pandering to big money and as far as I am
concerned should be considered treason.

In other words we are being ripped off by an industry that might as well be a monopoly given the way the ISP have
divided up the country. Our government is going to screw every American who struggles to pay rent, buy food, diapers
and insurance by allowing the internet to be trivialized and parceled out to a few recipients who will raise the cost and
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censor our future.

To sum up; Comcast needs to be broken up. No company involved with Hollywood should be allowed to be an ISP
period. The internet is much more then a TV channel. The Obama administration is trivializing the issue and selling out
to the cable industry. I am now a republican until real Net Neutrality is the law of the land.

------------------------------ Email 7,034 ------------------------------

From: gmejean1303
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Don't You Dare Back Down!
I'll say it plain: If you let Net Neutrality go the way of the dinosaurs, then you will KILL innovation in this country!
Look at what Verizon, Comcast, and the other major ISPs are doing with the length of rope you've given them! They're
using it to hang direct streaming services like Netflix and Hulu, proving once and for all that these bastards care nothing
 for true innovation! Why should they adjust their products, their prices, their dealings with their customers to compete
with better service providers, when the FCC has just given them everything they need to charge Netflix and Hulu and
other services like them into oblivion?

The Government exists to protect the people of the United States from exploitation by those who would see us enslaved
to mindless consumerism, who would seek to keep us ignorant and complacent, and the end of Net Neutrality is where
that nightmare begins! Imagine a world where any dissenting review of a product or person can be deleted with ease?

Services like Netflix rely on the neutrality of the internet, and Netflix itself is a prime example of the sort've brilliant
innovation that can only be made possible through the use of a free and open internet! Verizon, Comcast, and companies
 like them want an end to Net Neutrality so they can bilk more money out of us all! When we're already paying
ludicrously high cable and internet bills, forced to purchase channels that many of us never even want or watch, how
could you dare to ignore that their efforts are part of just one more attempt to create a Monopoly designed to crush the
free and open flow of information?

Tell Congress, Tell the Senate, Tell the fucking President: FIGHT FOR NET NEUTRALITY, OR LOSE YOUR JOBS!
The Millenials have Spoken!

------------------------------ Email 7,035 ------------------------------

From: pravdn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Paul Neumann

------------------------------ Email 7,036 ------------------------------

From: robert victoria
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Victoria
1600 9th Av #316
Longmont, CO 80501
US

------------------------------ Email 7,037 ------------------------------

From: rabackus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rex BACKUS
3321 Saint Helena Hwy. N
Saint Helena, CA 94574
US

------------------------------ Email 7,038 ------------------------------

From: nmhusa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Naeem  haider

------------------------------ Email 7,039 ------------------------------

From: jbcohn
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Josh Cohn

CA 94530
US

------------------------------ Email 7,040 ------------------------------

From: shaylenjay
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Andrea Innes

------------------------------ Email 7,041 ------------------------------

From: biverson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:14
Subject: Action is needed - Protect Net Neutrality

I can't see any way that limiting or killing 'net neutrality' will be good for our country.  It will be great for a few large
corporations, who can then extract whatever 'rent' they want on everyone else.

Imagine a system where corporations could pay for better access to our roads, or special lanes.  How would that be good
 for our country?

In the same way, a few large companies can now construct electronic superhighways for themselves, while leaving
electronic dirt roads for others.
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We will all end up the worse, because of this.

brent iverson

 94028

------------------------------ Email 7,042 ------------------------------

From: christalblueangel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. We Are
Americans and we will not stand for this kind of behavior on your behalf. WE BELIEVE IN LIBERTY NOT
COMMUNISIM like you tout!!!! WE WAVE THE AMERICAN FLAG FOR A BIG CAUSE
ITS BECAUSE WE THE PEOPLE WILL NOT HAVE THEIR FREEDOM TAKEN AWAY FROM US.
LIFE,LIBERTY AND JUSTICE 4 ALL FOREVER!!!!!!!

Lisa Briggs
604 state cir.
Martinsburg, WV 25401
US

------------------------------ Email 7,043 ------------------------------

From: mathewritter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mathew Ritter

 60026

------------------------------ Email 7,044 ------------------------------

From: ken.rimple
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:14
Subject: Open Internet comment
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It is wrong to assume that forcing individual deals between content providers to ISPs will make the internet more open.
The only thing your decision will do is cause rates to go up, and point-to-point individual deals to be struck. And it will
allow the ISPs that purchased media companies to provide their own bundled service and force out the independent
content provider.

It is disheartening to see industry insiders side with large corporations time after time in our government. Perhaps the
FCC should take a few minutes and remember who this government agency is supposed to work for - not only for
corporations, but for the people.  Or did the Supreme Court properly create "people" out of corporations so that the FCC
 could justify its tortured logic?

Strongly reconsider plans regarding the rules around open internet. It makes no sense to side with an industry with a
record of restricting communication to serve their profits. This will kill independent broadcasts from podcasts and
screencasts, internet radio and the like.

Sincerely,

Ken Rimple
16 Delmont Road
Newtown Square, PA 19073

------------------------------ Email 7,045 ------------------------------

From: tomdhinkle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:15
Subject: Title II telecommunications Service
Hello, I'd like to express my support for classifying broadband  Access as a Title II Telecommunications Service. From
what I understand this would force service providers to treat all data coming across their lines equally, instead of
restricting access and service to those who are wealthy enough to pay extra. Within legal limits on content I see no
reason 1 gigabyte of books should be any different than one gigabyte of video.

Thank you,
Tom Hinkle

------------------------------ Email 7,046 ------------------------------

From: ruthallenemorton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  I have a right to all information provided by the internet without my ISP insertering special fees for me
to access information that is mine to use.  Government has no right to favor Corporations over people and permit them
to fleece their customers.

Ruth Morton
1623 Oakland Avenue East
Austin, MN 55912
US

------------------------------ Email 7,047 ------------------------------
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From: jje47
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:15
Subject: New "Net Neutrality" rules

While I am sure your proposal is being created in the best of interest,
the proposition of exchanging money for speed is extremely problematic
and flies in the face of "Net Neutrality". Certainly it is your intent
that big business with more traffic or the need for speed pay for the
faster 'lanes'. Incidentally THAT isn't Net Neutrality either, but back
to the point. No thought has been given with the 'reality' that is
lurking only a a few short months after passage down the road.

They very minute the ISPs or whoever think they need higher profits, I
will 'become  one of those users' when I stream my Netflix and be
subject to either higer rates (for the speed) or more likely, just be
throttled even more.

Finally - even if no such misuse of your new porposed rules occur, WHERE
do you suppose these 'big users' ultimately get the money to pay for the
speed?  Yep - me!

Net Neutral should be NEUTRAL, completely neutral - not "buy-able" for
those with huge amounts of cash at the expesnse of the rest of us. And
THAT is the real issue.

Thank you,
--
John J. Egan
99 Lyboldt Road
Fulton, New York 13069-4750

------------------------------ Email 7,048 ------------------------------

From: jdevlin6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:15
Subject: Regulate ISPs as a telecom
I pay my cable company extra money for a higher tier Internet package. And yet they have the balls to throttle Netflix so
 I get worse performance? And they're demanding netflix pay the ISPs money to deliver the content I've already paid
for? (Netflix to provide content, premium tier Internet speeds to deliver it). This is criminal. I can't even switch
providers thanks to local monopolies enshrined in law by my corrupt local legislators. Take comcast's cock out of your
mouth and legislate them as a telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 7,049 ------------------------------

From: marchedamour
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:15
Subject: Do NOT side with Big Business - Keep the NET OPEN & FREE for  EVERYONE !!
Do not side with any big business;  Keep the internet free and open for use.
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Big ISP's should be FORCED to increase bandwidth for everyone so the U.S. is the leader in upload & dowload speeds
to the last mile - to everyone's homes.  ISP's should be firmly incentified, not tho the point of ridiculousness, to be
'encouraged' to increase bandwith without limitation for ALL USERS collectively.

The last thing people want is some intrusive government [FCC] rules which - once again - craft support for chewing,
clawing, imposing, and wholly extorting money from the clutches of the populace when the interface is popular.  We
already have too little competition which provides significant advantage to relatively few players.  No rules should
amplify any advantage to those providers - hands down.

The government should implement rules which ALLOW the ISP's to make money SLOWLY and STEADILY from a
volume collective from everyone but at extremely REASONABLE RATES - and MUCH LOWER than what the ISP's
"think" is appropriate to charge users.  Government cannot become a tool to be manipulated at the expense of the
societal wills.  Everyone wants a speedy fast and reasonably priced internet.  Providers do not know how to price their
products without huge margins and Wall Street greed as their guide, so Government needs to do it for them by using
rules which make sense.

The internet is meant to be largely FREE with the sole one exception of a "small & reasonable connection fee".

The rules imposed should help CITIZENS to get the value which the rules ALLOW the ISP's and stakeholders to
generate a level of revenue without ANY undue burden upon society so we can all benefit collectively without being felt
 poorer for it.  Internet connections are essential to society.

Enforce true NET Neutraility with rules forcing providers and stakeholders to maintain reasonable fee structure - much
more reasonable than the capital-based market place currently provides;  Do not coddle or misconstrue the intent of the
largest stakeholders within Big Corporate Business.

-->> The internet belongs to the people; Not to Wall Street or Big Businesses.

Thanks for listening.

------------------------------ Email 7,050 ------------------------------

From: aaronedell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:16
Subject: Don't compromise the internet for greed
It would seem that almost everyone these days is willing to give up morality for money. Don't be one of them! Stand up
for what is right, what you know is right. Don't give in to the greed for more money that putrefies everything from bank
regulations to Comcast+Timewarner monopolies. Keep the internet for the people, DO THE RIGHT THING and
maintain net neutrality.

Aaron - New York, New York

------------------------------ Email 7,051 ------------------------------

From: j.eckler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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John Eckler
175 Everett Street
Lakewood, CO 80226
US

------------------------------ Email 7,052 ------------------------------

From: ghbishop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:16
Subject: net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Gary Bishop, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. Just about
every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging companies for providing data
as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Gary Bishop

------------------------------ Email 7,053 ------------------------------

From: gerard.heidgerken
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gerard Heidgerken

Milwaukee, WI 53208

------------------------------ Email 7,054 ------------------------------

From: cyber soiree
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Penelope Mazza

------------------------------ Email 7,055 ------------------------------

From: ascendederic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Eric Glynn
819 W Taylor St Apt 812
Dekalb, IL 60115

------------------------------ Email 7,056 ------------------------------

From: timo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tim ONeill
1390 Kenneth Dr.
Cambria, CA 93428
US

------------------------------ Email 7,057 ------------------------------

From: davenadeau
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:17
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
John Nichols from thenation.com<http://thenation.com> sums this issue up for me:
"Asked whether he thought the Federal Communications Commission and Congress needed to preserve the Internet as
we know it, the senator (Obama) from Illinois said<http://www.cnet.com/news/obama-pledges-net-neutrality-laws-if-
elected-president/>, “The answer is ‘yes.’ I am a strong supporter of net neutrality.”

“What you’ve been seeing is some lobbying that says that the servers and the various portals through which you’re
getting information over the Internet should be able to be gatekeepers and to charge different rates to different Web
sites,” explained Obama, who warned<http://www.cnet.com/news/obama-pledges-net-neutrality-laws-if-elected-
president/> that with such a change in standards “you could get much better quality from the Fox News site and you’d
be getting rotten service from the mom and pop sites.”

Obama’s bottom line: “That I think destroys one of the best things about the Internet—which is that there is this
incredible equality there.”'

Preserve Net Neutrality for the people as it is the modern-day equivalent of the First Amendment.

David Nadeau

4011 Sandcherry Pl

Longmont, CO 80503

------------------------------ Email 7,058 ------------------------------
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From: lukeschaefer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:17
Subject: Re: New Regulations
Hello,

I understand the recent proposal put forth by your organization has generated quite the firestorm.  I would say it has
done so quite rightfully, as this proposal would see the death of a neutral internet and would very likely lead to some
form of censorship on the part of ISP's against those who cannot pay the fees to stay in the fast lane.  I'd rather not resort
 to a slippery slope argument, but it's hard to avoid it.  These new regulations would dash any possibility of the internet
maintaining and reaching its full potential as a communications service, and would instead squander it in the name of
providers like Comcast lining their pockets even more so than they already do.  This is why I believe that the internet
should be regulate as a type 2 communications service (or whichever puts it in the same classification as a telephone
line) as it should have been years ago (when it was shortsightedly not classified as such).

For the sake of freedom in communication, I would implore you to reconsider your stance on killing net neutrality.

-A Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,059 ------------------------------

From: jordan.g.burnett
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:18
Subject: Internet neutrality
I support true internet neutrality. Do not let Comcast and other ISPs destroy that with these "fast lanes."

Jordan Burnett
94401

------------------------------ Email 7,060 ------------------------------

From: rancidfeces
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dan  Refsdal
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------------------------------ Email 7,061 ------------------------------

From: dailyllama
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Babij

------------------------------ Email 7,062 ------------------------------

From: break616
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern:

My name is Benjamin Hodges, and I'm what you would consider a power user. I spend several hours a day on the
internet. I do most of my job hunting, I catch up on the news, I play games, get my entertainment, and communicate
with friends and family almost exclusively via the web. I write this to say that net neutrality is crucial to my life,
because it allows me to get all those things without restriction, and at the best speeds available to me.

I appreciate this forum because it gives me a chance to have a voice. I believe it absolutely unfair that cable corporations
 are even allowed the local monopolies they already have on cable and internet, and doing away with net neutrality,
something that has been promised to us over and over again, it only allows further price gouging on the part of the cable
 providers. I'm sure you've heard the double-dipping argument, but it remains true. The new rules would also give these
companies the power to breach freedom of speech, by forcing people to pay for content contrary to their views, or even
cutting it off completely. Nowhere in the Constitution does it say "The right to freedom of speech shall not be impaired
IF you can afford it."

However, the most important thing in my mind is actually about business. Many American jobs are tied up in the
internet, particularly content providers. Many people make a living via video, audio, or written content to entertain or
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inform distributed via the internet. Many of these people can't possibly afford paying costs to make sure their content
gets to viewers. Online shop owners and people who sell via Amazon or eBay would also be hit hard. And I guarantee
you, juggernauts like Facebook would have failed right out of the gate without net neutrality. Don't end American
innovation by handing control over to those only interested in squeezing out every dollar they can.

Which brings me to my final point. These new proposed laws aren't only bad for consumers and sellers, they're even bad
 for the cable providers lobbying for it. It may even topple them. This is because they fight to remain stagnant. These
companies knows that cable television is on the way out. I'd wager it has less than 20 years left. Netflix, Hulu,
YouTube, and other streaming services will render it obsolete. The right thing to do is adapt to the new trend. But the
cable providers instead dig in their heels and demand everyone stay put. It slows us down and weakens America's stance
 as the top dog of the internet. The sad thing is, they know they can't win. Technology always wins in the end. But they
will hold on as long as they can, taking as much money as they can, until it's time to jump ship. I wouldn't mourn their
loss if not for the thousands, if not millions, of jobs lost in the process.

Let me be clear, I have no problem with large corporations. I have a problem when they abuse their position and step on
anyone beneath them for a couple extra dollars. You have the power to stop them. Be firm with net neutrality. Better
yet, protect the internet as a Title II Telecommunication Service, because that's what it is, and allow a truly free and
open internet. The future will thank you.

With regards,

-Benjamin Hodges

------------------------------ Email 7,063 ------------------------------

From: vince
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
vince Campbell

------------------------------ Email 7,064 ------------------------------

From: strevane
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Denham

------------------------------ Email 7,065 ------------------------------

From: rchenoweth63
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:18
Subject: New FCC Ruling
This new ruling is despicable.  It obviously only favors the Cable and Internet companies, putting fast lanes in.  This
would obviously allow the already monopoly most carriers have (speaking of that, really?  You allowed that too?)
complete and total control to effectively black mail and strong arm companies into paying more, and then can choose
what they want (commercials and such) to have the fast lane.  This is outrageous, and wrong on so many levels.

Please remove this idea from your books immediately, and never re-visit it.

Regards,

Ryan

P.S.  If you could do something about Comcast and Time Warner, and make sure they never merge, that'd be great as
well, considering both companies are abysmal to work with, and provide (compared to the rest of the world) horrific
goods and services.

------------------------------ Email 7,066 ------------------------------

From: chris.shaul
To:

Date: 4/26/2014 12:19
Subject: Broadband internet should only be classified as Title II  telecommunications service.
If you have not already, please take a look at the letter  here: https://teksyndicate.com/forum/general-discussion/letter-
fcc-draft/176485
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I agree with the contents of this letter and urge you to act quickly on these recommendations.

Chris Shaul

619.869.3603 Cell

------------------------------ Email 7,067 ------------------------------

From: shawnpiers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

shawn piers
1508 ne 65th st
seattle, WA 98115
US

------------------------------ Email 7,068 ------------------------------

From: flynnc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:19
Subject: Strong Proponent of Absolute Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am a strong proponent of absolute net neutrality. In my opinion, any legal method or strategy to regulate internet
service providers (ISPs) and other affiliated company to enforce net neutrality should be employed.

In an ideal world, IPSs would be regulated by the market, where competition would drive good business practices, but
the United States doesn't have a free market for broadband internet. Where I live in Carrboro North Carolina, the only
broadband internet service is through Time Warner. There is not a single other choice. Several months ago when Time
Warner had provided both poor service and high prices, I looked into changing providers and was dumbfounded to find
that there were zero alternatives. Because of this lack of competition, my prices for basic internet go up every ~6 months
 and there is nothing I can do about it. My point is that the idea of paying more for access to certain portions of the
internet is something than can only exist in monopolies and in illegal price-fixing schemes. Why should we be forced to
live with the consequences of a monopoly, when if the market was working properly we wouldn't have to?

The signs of the monopoly of ISPs is extremely clear, especially in places where Google Fiber has broken the
monopoly: increased competition drives prices down and offers better services in order to keep customers. A strongly
regulated market is healthy for the economy and is a great benefit to the consumer. Businesses should be allowed to try
to sell products nearly any way that they would like to, but when customers are defacto forced to purchase these
products, like we are with monopolized ISPs, then vigorous regulation is necessary to protect the people.
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Best Regards,

Cory Flynn
Doctoral Candidate
Dept of Chemistry
UNC-Chapel Hill

mailto:
419.239.6900

------------------------------ Email 7,069 ------------------------------

From: rejoyce1932
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
relora joyce

------------------------------ Email 7,070 ------------------------------

From: pgaelan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patrick Berger

 28804

------------------------------ Email 7,071 ------------------------------
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From: rxgh3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

George Hartman
2514 Evans Ave
Louisville, CO 80027
US

------------------------------ Email 7,072 ------------------------------

From: scottjbigos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Classify ISP’s as Title II Telecommunications Services
Classify ISP’s as Title II Telecommunications Services.  The internet has the power to create intellectual movements
and overthrow regimes.  Please don't ruin it!

------------------------------ Email 7,073 ------------------------------

From: scottjbigos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Classify ISP’s as Title II Telecommunications Services
Classify ISP’s as Title II Telecommunications Services.  The internet has the power to create intellectual movements
and overthrow regimes.  Please don't ruin it!

------------------------------ Email 7,074 ------------------------------

From: writingforgodot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Diane Heath

------------------------------ Email 7,075 ------------------------------

From: eljamka3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

elaine peters
38 hollins road
hicksville, NY 11801
US

------------------------------ Email 7,076 ------------------------------

From: tlc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tom Cloud
298d Cape Labelle Rd
Tonasket, WA 98855
US

------------------------------ Email 7,077 ------------------------------

From: prestonmattox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Net Neutrality Feedback
To whom it may concern,

My name is Preston Mattox and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. Nearly every
 ISP in the US already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging companies for providing
data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

A movement awar from net neutrality would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to
entry for new companies. New streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because
they would not have the resources to pay ISPs for faster speeds that the established corporations enjoy.
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Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have few different choices, if any, as to which ISP we use. With
fast lanes, we would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will
new internet companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company
will pay for faster speeds in just a few counties.

The bottom line is that allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everyone else,
especially consumers.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, please at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

-Preston Mattox

------------------------------ Email 7,078 ------------------------------

From: dhansen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Keep an open internet!
To whom it may concern,

Just a quick note to express my thoughts on the matter of letting internet providers given preferential treatment to some
content providers (on "commercially reasonable" terms).

Don't !

Keep the internet truly open - that is what makes it such a great resources for hundreds of millions of people.    And that
means keeping the information lanes open for everyone, not just those with deep pockets.

Thanks for listening!

yours,
Dan

         Dan Hansen<mailto:
http://giantuser.com>

303.870.6988<tel:+1-303-870-6988> •

------------------------------ Email 7,079 ------------------------------

From: joshoren.jo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Josh Oren
1800 Mettler Road
Lodi, CA 95242

------------------------------ Email 7,080 ------------------------------

From: jpmcgraw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:21
Subject: Keep the internet open and free
This is the USA. Millions have died for out current and future freedoms. The most disrespectful thing anyone can do is
reduce those freedoms for a little monetary gains.

------------------------------ Email 7,081 ------------------------------

From: linda.j.serio
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:22
Subject: ISP's classed as Title II telecommunications services.
I want  ISP's classed as Title II telecommunications services.

   Please, and thank you for fighting for the peoples need and not the corporations.

   Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,082 ------------------------------

From: chaplain118
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:22
Subject: An Open Letter concerning Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer and business owner, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Peter Fu

------------------------------ Email 7,083 ------------------------------

From: curtis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:22
Subject: Please keep net neutrality
A paid, fast lane is a terrible idea and will hurt consumers and make it harder for small companies to innovate. Please
keep an open and neutral internet.

Sincerely,
Curtis Olson

---------------------------------
Curtis Olson
Data Tier Technology, LLC
925-337-3535
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------------------------------ Email 7,084 ------------------------------

From: ben.nourse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern-

I am not writing to educate you. I believe you already know your decisions have repeatedly put corporate interests ahead
 of what is best for individuals and this country as a whole.

My only hope is that is that with enough public outcry you will either have the grace to be ashamed or, more likely, find
 that it is no longer in your best interest to continue shilling in exchange for personal/political favor.

Please take action to classify ISPs as common carriers.

Ben Nourse

------------------------------ Email 7,085 ------------------------------

From: siberian666
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Dearstyne

------------------------------ Email 7,086 ------------------------------

From: steel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:22
Subject: On Killing Net Neutrality
To Whom it May Concern,
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Mr. Wheeler's plan to kill net neutrality is a horrible idea.  The only way it would potentially not cause the public harm
is if companies who both were content providers and ISPs (like Google and Comcast) were forced, through regulations,
to serve their own content at their slowest tier at all times.  This would encourage the difference between the fast and
slow tiers, at these specific providers, to remain close in speed if not the same.  In general, however, it would be better
to formally classify broadband providers as common carriers.  This does less harm in general and serves the public
interests better.

- Stanley Steel

------------------------------ Email 7,087 ------------------------------

From: strovink
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:23
Subject: Opposition to proposal to gut Net Neutrality
The FCC proposal to destroy Net Neutrality by allowing ISPs to create paid-for preference for specific content providers
 is unacceptable.

The ISPs are trying to double-dip.  We have granted them monopoly control over the "last mile" to consumers in order
to encourage the development of high-speed Internet access. But by now they have recovered whatever costs they
incurred for this build-out many times over. Note that we have also given them rights-of-way over public land to string
poles and bury fiber, for which they have paid nothing.  Now they propose to further use the monopoly power granted
by government to extract the equivalent of protection money from content providers.

The ISPs' past actions telegraph their future intentions. They have systematically driven out of business competitive
independent ISPs by putting barriers in the way of sharing their last-mile access to consumers.  They have fought in the
courts every attempt by cities and smaller communities to provide Internet access to citizens. They have cynically
throttled content from providers other than themselves, as well as allocating bandwidth away from Internet services over
 to pay-per-view services. Now they propose to own the content they are delivering as well (with the Comcast-
TimeWarner merger). Based on their behavior to date, who can seriously believe that they won't deliver their own
content preferentially, as they are already doing? How does the FCC propose to prevent this? Will it watch every
packet? Of course it won't, and it can't. Even I could build a simple packet-poisoning system to defeat your regulators
and confuse external monitoring, and I'm far from an expert.

I do not believe in any of the so-called "safeguards" and "guarantees" proposed by the Commissioner.  They are
toothless.  Enforcement will be impossible. The ISPs have been playing dirty games with preferential content for some
time now; legitimizing their games will be disastrous.

The FCC must regulate Internet communications channels the same way that it regulates access to telephone lines.
Perhaps the current members of the FCC do not remember the state of telephone service before the AT&T break-up.
Well, I do. I remember ridiculous long-distance charges from a company that didn't care about its customers and
provided substandard service. Post AT&T breakup, I can call anywhere in the United States for the same price as across
town, and the service is phenomenally good.

You are proposing to re-create the old AT&T monster, only in a much more terrifying Internet form. The fact that this
proposal was floated at all means that the FCC is totally out of touch with reality. Conspiracy theorists will suppose that
the Commissioner is entirely beholden to the industry he regulates; and that's a conspiracy theory that will be very
difficult to counter.

--

mailto:
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+1 774 353 0777

------------------------------ Email 7,088 ------------------------------

From: v-aapeni
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:23
Subject: Trying to impede the information age?
This is unacceptable. The internet needs to be completely open and equally distributed in order for it to function at
maximum capticty to better drive human progression. Once we start giving in to corperate greed and changing these
laws to suit them we will find outselves in the same state of disrepair that the cable companies find themselves in now.
(consequently the reason they are pushing this) Had they listened to consumers and given them what they want instead
of forcing the racket cable companies have now where in my experience you only have one person to choose from. (and
I move around a lot) I personally will make sure I and anyone I can get to listen will not be voting for ANYONE
involved in pushing this blatant violation of consumer rights. As it is I cannot change from ATT as my provider
BECAUSE NO OTHER SERVICE IS IN MY AREA. So right now I am having to put up with subpar streaming speeds
 on Netflix.

Aaron Penick

Support Escalation Engineer

Signature Team | Store Escalations

Phone: 469.775.6071

Hours : Monday-Friday 9:00am-6:00pm CST

mailto

------------------------------ Email 7,089 ------------------------------

From: garrityma2004
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The internet is the only level playing field left.

ma garr

------------------------------ Email 7,090 ------------------------------

From: mcmullanandrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:23
Subject:
I support net neutrality! Consumers deserve it!
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Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,091 ------------------------------

From: scottnobriga
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:24
Subject: Please keep the internet a Neutral place
Hello,

I would like to submit a quote from one of our leaders that pretty much sums up my feelings about this issue:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

Thank you,

Scott Nobriga

------------------------------ Email 7,092 ------------------------------

From: bdahammer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:24
Subject: To whom it may concern,
My name is Max Young, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
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neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time.

------------------------------ Email 7,093 ------------------------------

From: bostump
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:24
Subject: Reclassify ISP's as Common Carriers
Hello FCC,

I believe you've made an absolutely horrible step toward constricting Internet freedom. ISP's should be classified as
common carriers because they rely so heavily upon government subsidies to get started. In the same manner that my
phone calls are not restricted by fast or slow sending speeds, I expect my Internet to be uninhibited by restrictions to the
access of information. Allowing a "fast lane" is a damaging precedence that will slow the flow of new information and
ideas and stifle American innovation.

I am a network engineer as well as an aerospace engineer. I know how networks and the "backbone" work, and this net
neutrality ruling is absolutely against common sense. Please reclassify ISPs as common carriers and reverse your
position on the "fast lane."

I would be more than happy to further clarify this position using my extensive background in IT if you wish to contact
me at the number below.

Thank you,
Bo Stump
619-504-7848

------------------------------ Email 7,094 ------------------------------

From: malloyllaurens
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Laura Malloy
2258 St Hwy 205
Mt. Vision, NY 13810
US

------------------------------ Email 7,095 ------------------------------

From: jrlough
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:25
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeff Loughridge

------------------------------ Email 7,096 ------------------------------

From: guyjosh3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

It will take courage to do the right thing. Especially when it is not the most personally profitable. But just how rich do
you have to be? Remember your grandchildren will look back on your actions and they will be living with the lack of
freedom and liberty you permit.

Guy Josserand III
3130 E. Monte Vista
Tucson, AZ 85716
US

------------------------------ Email 7,097 ------------------------------

From: tom
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Thomas Robinson

------------------------------ Email 7,098 ------------------------------

From: sphagan019
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Seiler Hagan
5903 Wolf Glen Ct
Apt 206
Raleigh, NC 27606

------------------------------ Email 7,099 ------------------------------

From: tyler.mumford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:25
Subject: "Commercially unreasonable" is not enough.
I dislike the idea of internet companies being able to shape the bandwidth of websites based on whether or not they've
paid a price. Even if that price is not passed on to consumers (which is highly unlikely), I oppose that as a small
business and blog owner.

Further, even if there were protections against discrimination, the phrase "commercially unreasonable" is far too weak to
 enforce equality. And that's what it boils down to, isn't it? We want the internet to be a place of equality, so that small
voices can expect the same treatment as loud ones.

I feel like much of the public response to this issue is an overreaction, but there are critical, valid concerns. For example,
 I don't want a news company to be able to buy up so much bandwidth that an independent security researcher's site
becomes unreachable after it gets linked by a popular blog. Again, my main concern is that the FCC is relying on the
phrase "commercially unreasonable" to protect the internet. Think like Comcast's CEO for a second. What's
commercially unreasonable about charging $2000/year to have someone's traffic guaranteed X.X Mbps of bandwidth?
But that may be more than some people's entire home internet connection.
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Forgive me for turning this into a rant. If you read the bold parts, thanks. If you read the whole thing, I am surprised and
 very grateful.

Thank you,

Tyler Mumford
Weber County, Utah

------------------------------ Email 7,100 ------------------------------

From: sgallucci85
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
Simple Statement:

    FCC.

     Please stop selling off America and its values to the corporation which has paid off the politicians and public
administrators the most. Try and attempt not to be as corrupt as the rest of the government/corporate world.  It would be
beneficial to all of America if you kept net neutrality. Do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 7,101 ------------------------------

From: last.flight.of.hermes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tim Guy

------------------------------ Email 7,102 ------------------------------

From: reminer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ralph Miner
1212 Old Fairhaven Pkwy
#101
Bellingham, WA 98225
US

------------------------------ Email 7,103 ------------------------------

From: kruggel.thomas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thomas Kruggel
99  Knoll Wood Drive
Kissimmee, FL 34759
US

------------------------------ Email 7,104 ------------------------------

From: arash451
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Arash Alavi
402 Hobart Ave
San Mateo, CA 94402

------------------------------ Email 7,105 ------------------------------

From: annbq.box
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Ann Quota
285 Grand Street
285 Grand st
Croton on Hudson, NY 10522
US

------------------------------ Email 7,106 ------------------------------

From: mikejua90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. The FCC should be looking out for the best interest of the humans not the corporations of this country.

Michael Johnson

Mt Prospect, IL 60056

------------------------------ Email 7,107 ------------------------------

From: mwruggiero
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Matthew Ruggiero
2215 Harrington Ave
Oakland, CA 94601
US

------------------------------ Email 7,108 ------------------------------

From: jesseagreenman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jessea Greenman
586 62nd St
OAKLAND, CA 94609
US

------------------------------ Email 7,109 ------------------------------
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From: dchendricks01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dave Hendrick

------------------------------ Email 7,110 ------------------------------

From: gregankeney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:27
Subject: Keep the Net Neutral
Mr. Chairman and Congressman,

I oppose any new rules that would allow the FCC to charge money for extra special treatment of  ISPs.  Keep the NET
NEUTRAL!!

Greg Ankeney
39 Royal Oaks Circle
Denton, TX 76210
(940) 387-2414

http://fansided.com/2014/04/25/fcc-proposes-new-net-neutrality-rules/#!F0hZ2

------------------------------ Email 7,111 ------------------------------

From: bns4412
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

My name is Benjamin Summerton.  I am currently a student majoring in
Computer Science at the Rochester Institute of Technology.

The Internet has been the greatest invention of the past twenty years.
 One of its core founding values was that the Internet should be
neutral on what kind of data is transfered.  Having that confidence
that what sending will not be given a higher/lower priority based upon
what an entity beyond my control decides.  I rely on the Internet to
do my work.

It's impossible to have a free and open Internet if these fast lanes
are allowed.

Thanks,
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~Ben Summerton

------------------------------ Email 7,112 ------------------------------

From: kennethkoski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:27
Subject: ISPs need to be reclassified as common carriers
The internet is incredibly important for fostering innovation, and we cannot let ISPs play favorites and pick winners. We
 need to reclassify ISPs as common carriers.

Thank you,
Kenneth Koski

------------------------------ Email 7,113 ------------------------------

From: babybrainmastercontrol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Demmons
12252 145th LN N
Largo, FL 33774
US

------------------------------ Email 7,114 ------------------------------

From: kylewatlington
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
I believe that ISP's should be classed as Title II Telecommunication Services.

I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I wanted to add my
support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the
Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able
to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in any way.
To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."
I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

------------------------------ Email 7,115 ------------------------------

From: clarknws
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:27
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kenneth Clrk

------------------------------ Email 7,116 ------------------------------

From: hoxie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Vaughn Hoxie

Niwot, CO

------------------------------ Email 7,117 ------------------------------

From: michael.johns03
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:28
Subject: No commercialization of traffic!
Open internet is a must for the growth and stability of the internet. Monetizing traffic source/type will kill start ups, hurt
hundreds of existing businesses, and pad a few companies pockets.

--

Michael Johnson

(330)361-1345
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mailto:

------------------------------ Email 7,118 ------------------------------

From: nerys71
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:28
Subject: Net Neutrality Coment
Primary internet trunk providers such as Comcast, Timewarner etc,, need to be declared Common Carriers and render
their lines "agnostic" to the traffic moving over it.

JUST like Phone Lines are.

Consider all the "ISP's" that existed when Dial up was the primary method to get online once this was put in place for
phone companies and look at all the business and employment and explosion of services that resulted from this.

Please do your job and protect "US" and not "corporate interests"

I understand your positions are typically bought and paid for by the corporations but I hope enough if you actual care
about your mandate and the people of this once great nation to put a stop to this garbage.

COMMON CARRIERS. that is in fact and in reality what they are.

treat them as such.

Chris Taylor Jr

Levittown PA USA

------------------------------ Email 7,119 ------------------------------

From: stevenkdailey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:28
Subject: Net neutrality
To Who of the FCC It May Concern,

I am writing to voice my opinion that broadband access should be classified as a Title II telecommunications service.
This concern is the result of recent developments regarding net neutrality. I am deeply opposed to the proposal to allow
“fast lanes” to those who pay for them. The Internet has become an essential vehicle in our society for access to
information, innovation, and improvement. The current proposal promotes an online environment that guarantees only
the wealthiest, most entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in fastest, highest quality possible. This
discrepancy will further both the natural and artificial monopoly at play in the cable industry. The deleterious effects on
the American people and innovative startups will be substantial. Please address the discrepancies between the proposed
policy and the well being of our country by ensuring net neutrality through the classification of broadband access as a
Title II telecommunications service.
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Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Dailey, MD

------------------------------ Email 7,120 ------------------------------

From: bbneeter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Danita Wilson
3140 La Fere Street
Ann Arbor, MI 48108
US

------------------------------ Email 7,121 ------------------------------

From: tnight
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Terry Nightingale
13724 34th Ave NW
Marysville, WA 98271

------------------------------ Email 7,122 ------------------------------

From: digitalsmear
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:29
Subject: In Support of Net Neutrality
The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got barriers
 to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on this
podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say what
I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge.

But the big telephone and cable companies want to change the internet as we know it.

They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive contractual arrangements with internet
 content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t pony up the cash for these high-speed
connections will be relegated to the slow lanes.
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We can’t have a situation in which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m
supporting what is called net neutrality.

--

Jason Picard
Photojournalist
http://www.JasonCharlesPhoto.com

------------------------------ Email 7,123 ------------------------------

From: thefinestofteas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:29
Subject:
Title 2, common carriers.  That is all.

No fast lanes.  No discrimination.  No corruption.

------------------------------ Email 7,124 ------------------------------

From: rlbono127
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:29
Subject: Net Neutrality Ruling
<http://www.incredimail.com/app/?
tag=display_picture_click_me_re&lang=9&version=6605288&setup_id=7&aff_id=102&addon=IncrediMail&upn=390
21a49-d2a1-4257-a8ec-dac4fcd6bf46&app_test_id=0>
Sir,

Do you really believe that big business will apply your proposed rules fairly? In the end they will squash any thought of
competition This is why most communities only have one form of Internet access and cable TV. While they raise their
rate out of this word the consumer has little or no choice.

Companies like Hulu, Netflix and such are forced to pay what ever the company mandates to prevent throttling down
services to the consumer even if the consumer is paying for the speed. How is that fair? So, my cable company is
providing me 25 Megs of speed of which I an paying a premium price. If by chance I use my Internet to stream then it's
slowed down intentionally to interfere or disrupt my Hulu, or Netflix service. That's fair?

It's a simple case of big business wanting to squash competition by controlling and eliminating growth of start-up
companies. This is no longer a country where a person explore the free market but who pays the government the most.
Who has the most influence through financial and political power.

What next? Cable companies will tell us what to watch, read and hear.

I'm sure the FCC will put some complain system in place that will be so time consuming and involve huge costs that no
real company or individual will be able to afford or be able to lodge a complaint. The companies and the government
will put so much red tape in the process that it will be a joke.

I guess communism is becoming a little closer everyday. Please see the the vail of lies that big business had projected.
It's all about freedom of choice and don't believe the companies are looking out for the interests of the consumer.
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I respectfully request you take a fair and impartial view of this matter. Not as a member of the federal government but as
 an American consumer. It's about freedom of speech and choice. Thank you.

Regards

Ronald Buonanducci
South Windsor, CT

  <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>
FREE Animations for your email<http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>           <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>
        <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>
<http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426> <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>         Click Here! <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>     <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>         <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>
        <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>
        <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>
  <http://www.incredimail.com/?
id=621159&did=10501&ppd=2820,201206281812,9,1,1955347209656205311&rui=155037437&app_test_id=0&sd=2
0140426>

 <http://www2l.incredimail.com/gcontent/stamps/new2011/pixel.gif?upn=1955347209656205311>

------------------------------ Email 7,125 ------------------------------

From: computone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Anthony Lillich
1671 Grandview Blvd
Kissimmee, FL 34744
US

------------------------------ Email 7,126 ------------------------------

From: scottstevenherbert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whoever it may concern. The FCC considering anything but complete neutrality for all websites and content
providers is ludicrous. The internet was built for the free exchange of info and ideas. The internet is for everyone not for
 companies to control. Not to mention that companies that would charge for "fast lanes" would be double dipping. The
subscriber already pays them for the access.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,127 ------------------------------

From: hcgoldwire
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Henry Goldwire
20951 Manter Rd
Castro Valley, CA 94552

------------------------------ Email 7,128 ------------------------------

From: gadams
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gary Adams
1512 Strand Way
Oceano, CA 93445



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

US

------------------------------ Email 7,129 ------------------------------

From: cornnellw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:30
Subject: Proposed Changes to Net Neutrality

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISPs to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start-ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISPs as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you for your time,
Walter Cornnell

------------------------------ Email 7,130 ------------------------------

From: mcfeeters1952
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
I want you Wheeler fired for conflict of interest, fined, and thrown in jail and nothing less….And the companies that
engaged in this corruption of or democracy too. REVOLVING DOOR?????? SLAM IT IN YOUR FACE!!!!!!~

Monica McFeeters
544 s. 2nd
Baldwyn, MS 38824
US
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------------------------------ Email 7,131 ------------------------------

From: jayrawker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:30
Subject: Comment On Open Internet Issue
[Sender of this email requests to remain anonymous - Including email address and any other identifying information]

Hello FCC,

Awesome move on your part to accept emails/comments on this issue.

I understand that you folks may have to balance out a lot of other things (lobbyists, friends, etc..) in the process of
creating a workable situation.

I hope your end result and policies for net neutrality can carry forward the very basic principle of net neutrality.

Remember, ISP's only maintain the pipes. They should never have the power to control the content of these pipes, ever.
Not for financial reasons. Not for political reasons. Not for shits and giggles.
Ever.

Good luck to everyone involved.

SIDE NOTE: Yeah.. you know the whole ban of nudity and swearing on tv. Yeah.. may be its time to get rid of that ban.
 The ban in place is only a sign of an immature and backward society.

------------------------------ Email 7,132 ------------------------------

From: jeremiahjbarnes06
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
The new laws Wheeler proposed for net neutrality are exactly the opposite of what net neutrality is. Internet service
providers need to be declared common carriers, otherwise the internet, a medium for content creation and discourse, will
 be relegated to something akin to cable. This is not acceptable. Thank you for your time, Jeremiah Barnes

------------------------------ Email 7,133 ------------------------------

From: dlwphm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donna Walcott
3315 Richards Dr
Port Huron, MI 48060
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------------------------------ Email 7,134 ------------------------------

From: ssandrahstone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandra Stone

------------------------------ Email 7,135 ------------------------------

From: lego loco
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Classify ISPs as Title ll Telecommunication Services and be done with it already.

------------------------------ Email 7,136 ------------------------------

From: izickler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ian Zickler

------------------------------ Email 7,137 ------------------------------

From: bill.hallahan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:31
Subject: Please don't do this
Our family does not want this. This is not true net neutrality. All that
would happen is for these costs to passed along to families.

Plus you will kill innovation and the small tech start-ups that dont have
the ability to pay. Is tha the fair??

Americans don't want this proposal. ISPs will have have too mich control
over content. That is not a level playing field.

We want an open neutral playing field and that includes Netflix which we
don't have by the way. Don't make companies pay ungodly amounts. Let market
demand dictate. That is oir wish and your obligation.

Go back to the drawing board and make everything regulated as common
carriers and make it a true level playing field where everyone plays the
same. If people want Netflix so be it. It is the consumer's choice and
forget the difference in speed. ISPs CANNOT throttle content  This is fair
to people who define market forces you are supposed to protect. Our family
and America says NO!
Hallahan family

Sent with AquaMail for Android
http://www.aqua-mail.com

------------------------------ Email 7,138 ------------------------------

From: mcnamara.218
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:31
Subject: re: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am writing to express my extreme disappointment at the recent turnaround in the FCC’s attitude towards net neutrality.
  I feel strongly that internet service providers should be considered Title II telecommunications services and therefore
subject to common carrier regulations.  I find it absurd that the United States, the country that has led the way for web
service innovation and startups since the internet’s inception, is seriously considering stifling future innovation in order
to give a few enormous cable and ISP giants (read: Comcast) a second source of revenue.

How many future web service companies hoping to rival Google, Amazon or Netflix will find themselves unable to
compete due to an uneven playing field skewing all internet services in favor of large companies that were entrenched
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before net neutrality was abandoned?  It seems to me that the only ones against net neutrality are the monopolistic ISPs
like Comcast, Time Warner (soon to be one and the same), Verizon and AT&T, all of whom are rated at or near the top
for most hated companies in America.  Are we going to allow such disliked companies to place an unnecessary financial
 burden on companies that are actually well liked and treat their customers well such as Amazon and Netflix? Moreover,
 we’ve already had our first taste of an internet without net neutrality with Comcast basically extorting Netflix to pay
more to use a service they were already paying for, an act that in my eyes is nothing short of criminal.

Americans already pay more money for worse internet speeds than other countries and we will fall even further behind
if net neutrality is not passed.  Please work to pass net neutrality and help move America back towards an open and fair
internet for all users.

Respectfully,
Michael McNamara

------------------------------ Email 7,139 ------------------------------

From: qasim.qqb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:31
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality!
I want ISPs classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. Please don't destroy net neutrality. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,140 ------------------------------

From: tashayannamixson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tashayanna Mixson

------------------------------ Email 7,141 ------------------------------

From: zach.moen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:31
Subject: Net Nautraility and Title II Carriers
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To whom it may concern,

The following is an email I recently sent to Mr. Tom Wheeler.  I did not receive a response from him, so I am re sending
 it to the FCC through this avenue:

Hello, I am a military member registered in California's 1st Congressional District under Mr. Doug LaMalfa.  Given the
current news we have all heard over the recent reversal of the FCC's stance on internet neutrality I feel compelled to
write you today.  Internet access has been regarded as a fundamental right recently by the United Nations, and I regard
the access to it as a modern necessity.  The idea that it can be broken into tiers seems like an amazingly wrong turn for
the regulation of this utility.

I am writing you today to plead for you to regard all internet access as a Title II Telecommunications Service.  The ISP
one uses should not have the ability to give priority to one service over another.  Whether I use the internet for access to
Netflix, Amazon, or any number of websites should not matter to the service provider.  I pay for unfettered access to
this technology. Just like electricity or water, I expect it to deliver the same level of service regardless of the application
I utilize it for.  The argument of bandwidth usage by service is flaccid.  I have paid for access and bandwidth on my end,
 and so does the service I am using.

By allowing ISP's to prioritize service, you are breaking down the free and open nature of the internet.  Please use your
weight and authority as a commissioner for the FCC to avert this dangerous course you are taking.

I thank you for your time in reading this.

Respectfully,
Zachary Craig Moen

------------------------------ Email 7,142 ------------------------------

From: katt 85
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:32
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality as it is Today
Hello,

Please protect net neutrality as we know it today. Do not let corporations and big wallets decide what information gets
to be exchanged across the internet. The internet has always been a place for ideas to be exchanged freely.

If you do this, you are against freedom. How dare you propose this idea of internet tolls and claim its in anyones interest
 but cable companies. It doesnt have to be like this. Preserve our net neutrality.

-Marianne K

------------------------------ Email 7,143 ------------------------------

From: gabriel.lawrence
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:32
Subject: ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Hello,

I'm writing in support of classifying ISPs as Title II telecommunications services.

The vast economic growth of the last 20 years has been driven by an open internet that does not treat one service better
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than another. An open and level playing field on the Internet is critical to power business and support the exchange of
ideas that is so critical for democratic society.

Net Neutrality is a bout protecting consumers with little choice in broadband providers. Currently, ISPs charge their
customers for access to the internet. Net Neutrality is about protecting that agreement between the customer where there
 is little choice to change vendors. Allowing ISPs to charge services and offer better access to the ones who pay
dramatically limits the even playing field that allows any new idea to grow and become a new business on its merits.

On the topic of allowing ISPs to prioritize traffic, candidate Obama said “That I think destroys one of the best things
about the Internet—which is that there is this incredible equality there.”

Please stop acting against the public.. Allowing ISPs to pick and choose what packets reach their customers based on
who pays them more breaks the agreement these companies have with their customers to supply access to the Internet.

gabe

------------------------------ Email 7,144 ------------------------------

From: pmotschall
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Please keep the internet free and open. Reclassify this countries ISPs to title II telecommunication services

Best

Paul Motschall

Sent from the future.

------------------------------ Email 7,145 ------------------------------

From: chancemazzia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chance Mazzia

OR 97222

------------------------------ Email 7,146 ------------------------------

From: kyleavalani
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:32
Subject: Net neutrality
No one wants your bill to be passed!!  I can't think of one good thing that'll happen if asshole internet providers can
chose to make some things like Netflix slower!

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,147 ------------------------------

From: vo.zavidovych
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:32
Subject: Please Don't Allow Internet Tolls
Dear FCC

We ask you to protect American consumers and new businesses by not allowing preferential internet traffic and
classifying ISPs as Title II Communication Services.

Thank you
Vlad Zavidovych
Durham, NC 27708

--

vz
919-8866-818

------------------------------ Email 7,148 ------------------------------

From: nathan.piechocki
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:33
Subject: Keep the Internet Neutral
To whom it may concern,

My name is Nathan Piechocki, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP in the United States already charges their customers very high rates for
mediocre service. Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.
It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.
Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. It's
anticompetitive in a way that America fight hard to undo in the first half of the 20th century.

Forget net neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
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this disastrous policy.

Please look no further than the words of the man that America voted to the Presidency:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

Thank you very much for your time,

Nathan Piechocki

------------------------------ Email 7,149 ------------------------------

From: din.emad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:33
Subject: Please reinstate Title II
I want you to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service. Under the Communications Act, this
is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something Verizon or Comcast need to be involved in -- they
are paid to move the information, not mess with it.

I am a concerned American Citizen, and I support Title II.

------------------------------ Email 7,150 ------------------------------

From: clarknws
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 12:33
Subject: ClassWar on the Internet
I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

We do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. We want new
ideas to flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service
and compete.

We do not want the Internet turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where they purchase fast service then charge consumers more money for rapid Internet service.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

Kenneth Rodger Clark
and Millions More

“In times of universal deceit, telling the truth is a revolutionary act.” George Orwell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Tired of the Insane Drivel, Lies, Propaganda from the
Global Unpatriotic Corporate Cabal (6 Corporations Control
Everything You See Hear and Read).  VISIT:
https://www.freespeech.org/   DirectTV  Channel 348
http://www.linktv.org/        DirectTV  Channel 375

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

------------------------------ Email 7,151 ------------------------------

From: kalebdmoseman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kaleb Moseman
2550 2nd avenue
Buffalo, WY 82834

------------------------------ Email 7,152 ------------------------------

From: steamstorm3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:33
Subject: We Need Net Neutrality!!!
To Whom it May Concern,
Please don't let ISP's screw over their customers. They should not be able to throttle traffic at their discretion. ISP's need
 to be classified as common carriers, and they should have ZERO say about blocking web traffic.

The only type of web traffic that should be monitored is if it has to do with child pornography, or direct threats on
someones safety. Other than that it should be completely left alone!

Please don't let the money from large corporations corrupt the FCC. If that has happened, or does happen.... there will be
 a huge shit storm.

Sincerest Regards,
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To Whom it May Concern,

I am writing to strongly encourage you to do right by American consumers and classify any type of internet access as a
Title II Telecommunications service.

Chairman Wheeler's latest announcement about creating fee-based fast lanes undermines the principles of net neutrality
and offers an undue & anticompetitive benefit to ISP's at the expense of the consumer experience. His assurances that
ISP's will not be permitted to act in a "commercially unreasonable manner" reveal that he has an understanding of that
potential, and I urge both he, and your organization to use Title II classification to pursue that goal.

I pay my telecommunications provider for access to internet services and information, not for any sort of selective
practices that can affect which content I encounter. If Comcast & Verizon are afforded that discretion, and if the
pending merger of Comcast & Time Warner Cable is approved (a merger I also strongly oppose) I will be left with no
viable alternative to freely access information and services online.

Please act now to preserve my open access to information and services, and take measures to increase competition
among these companies. I pay a significant sum for free and open access to all the internet has to offer, and that value
has a major impact on my lifestyle and on the lives of those like me.

The classification of internet service as a Title II telecommunications service will make be good for me, for those like
me, and for American consumers as a whole. Any other choice damages the options of American consumers
everywhere.

Thank you,
-John Robichau

------------------------------ Email 7,158 ------------------------------

From: brent.hedberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:34
Subject: Proposed Internet Rules Are Ludicrous
The proposed rules regarding the future of the internet directly contradict the idea of the open internet that the FCC
ostensibly supports.  I encourage the FCC in the strongest possible terms to reconsider this incredibly harmful rule.  The
 potential burden this would place on small companies could profoundly affect the internet as we know it today.  Rules
should be enacted that prohibit traffic preference to anyone, regardless of how much they pay.   The only people who
believe otherwise are cable companies, their investors, and their lobbyists (Tom Wheeler).

Thank you,

Brent Hedberg

------------------------------ Email 7,159 ------------------------------

From: arfenhaus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:34
Subject: More than just a Facebook user
Dear FCC and Chairman Wheeler,

I've been around since before the internet, and I've seen it through its growing pains, its blunders, and finally into its
young adulthood. The internet, as an entity and collection of human thoughts and experiences, is reaching the point of
deciding what it wants to be. The problem is, it is still at the mercy of man.
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The wondrous and core principle of the internet is that it is open to all. As long as you have an internet connection, the
world is open to you. You can chat with friends, watch live video of events all around the world, and see first-hand the
suffering and joy so many go through each moment. It is not without its dark, deep recesses, but you can't have the
chocolate without the peanut butter.

And then there are those of us who use the internet as more than just a communications platform. I, as a young freelance
 artist, use the internet to find and communicate with potential clients in all sorts of different communities and
platforms. I send and receive massive high quality image files, animations, and illustrations. To restrict the internet is to
restrict my freedom and right to pursue my own brand of happiness, and the rights of people like me.

It is a slippery slope to allowing corporate control of what should be a guaranteed service at this point. With the recent
news of the Comcast/TWC merger (itself against the idea of a free market),

 the danger is ever more present of a world where we fall behind as world leaders of online innovation and presence.
The internet is not a privilege anymore, nor is it a platform for just the geek and tech crowd. Everyone uses it, and many
 need it.

Chairman Wheeler, and those others involved, I urge you to consider the everyman. I urge you to open your mind to the
future possibilities of an open internet, where every home is wired and you can talk in perfect clarity with your children
and grandchildren across the world. Where you can play games with your friends, create experiences with your peers,
and establish a seller presence in a future online virtual marketplace. I urge you to classify all Internet Service Providers
as Title II Telecommunications Services, in order to preserve the integrity and promise that the internet provides to
billions. Thank you for your time, and for your service to this great country.

Sincerely,
Patrick

--

"To me, it's not work. When I draw and I write, I find it relaxing. It's not like 9-5, where a man goes to a job and he isn't
really interested in the job. Luckily, I get paid for doing what I'd do for nothing." - Bob Kane, creator of Batman
Website<http://www.arfenhaus.com>  |  Linkedin<http://www.linkedin.com/pub/patrick-beavers/30/70/877>
 <http://i.imgur.com/1r0qj.png>

------------------------------ Email 7,160 ------------------------------

From: vkgators
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

   To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."
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   I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

   So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

   I read this blog post by Netflix, which gives technical details which help explain the problem:
http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html You may wish to read it as well.

   Also, something I found that Senator Barack Obama said about net neutrality:

   "The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

   Its a shame that Senator Barack Obama didn't win the presidency...

   --
   Vrushank Desai

------------------------------ Email 7,161 ------------------------------

From: brnhghs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Brian Hughes and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality.  Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral.  Any inclusion of restrictions or
requirements of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
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companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934.  From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers.  Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

Brian Hughes

------------------------------ Email 7,162 ------------------------------

From: ismene 16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ismene Daskarolis

------------------------------ Email 7,163 ------------------------------

From: benhtayl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:35
Subject: Proposed Net Neutrality Rules
To Whom it May Concern,

I cannot express enough regret with the FCC's decision to allow internet "fast lanes" for content providers. I already pay
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over $250 a month for cable/internet for increased speeds and now cable companies want to double dip by charging
content providers. This is unacceptable and I can't believe their proposal is even being considered. Please keep the
internet open for content providers as the customer is already being taken advantage of.

Thank you for your time,
Hunter Taylor

------------------------------ Email 7,164 ------------------------------

From: shaneshane
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:35
Subject: Please work towards net neutrality!
I'm a consumer, and I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, please at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

Sincerely,
Shane Lotterle

------------------------------ Email 7,165 ------------------------------

From: mikeappell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:35
Subject: Regulate ISPs as Common Carriers.
The internet would never have developed into what it is today if not for the inherent concept of net neutrality.
Innovation would have been stifled, because many of the companies that developed into the powerhouses they are today
 started out tiny, without the resources to pay for a "fast lane" broadband channel. With all services being treated as
equal, any company with a bright idea has the opportunity to become the next Google or Facebook, without needing the
capital of one of these companies to pay the way.

Similarly, what's to stop ISPs from covertly throttling the speeds of those they see as competitors? It's happened before,
repeatedly, and without strictly enforced rules, it will happen again. How many times do consumers need to be burned
and exploited before the FCC and the Federal Government is willing to lay down the law and impose fines and criminal
charges against those who attempt to monopolize their respective industries?

I'm also very concerned by the number of industry insiders who are currently filling positions within the FCC. For every
 former-telecom industry member, you should have somebody coming from the opposite side of the fence to balance out
 the opinions represented. Without that, what is to stop the FCC from becoming a mouthpiece for the telecommunication
 industry? With the direction things are going, your ability to regulate is being diluted to the point of irrelevance. Please
don't let that happen. All opinions need to be represented, but those of big telecom are coming to have an outsized
influence, and that's unfair to the consumer.

Thank you for giving me an opportunity to speak my opinion.

Michael Alpert-Appell

------------------------------ Email 7,166 ------------------------------

From: keoki93
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:35
Subject: In favor of Net Neutrality.
Hello,

I have a tendency to let my emotions take over on these topics and my tone when writing these things can come off as
immature. So I have decided to let someone else speak for me and have copy pasted their argument against the new
ruling that allow the monopoly / oligarchy ISP companies to double charge, effectively ending Net Neutrality.

Here is the copy/paste:

"I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality."

My words again.

I also feel that anyone who use to lobby for or held a high position with any major company should not be allowed to
have any position that makes laws / regulation, and vice versa. Former government officials, company executives,
lobbyists, lawyers should be paid as outside consultants only. A lobbyist for a major ISP should not be allowed to
eventually run the FCC regulatory body.  Is a conflict of interest and should be illegal.

Having just had my rates increased by %10 with zero improvement on my service and there are no options where I live
for high speed internet - unless I pickup and move to a different county/state, which is ridiculous - please move the ISP's
 stranglehold on the American people by regulating their power, not enhancing it.

Thank you,

Justin Yasuda
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------------------------------ Email 7,167 ------------------------------

From: olivierdesjardins
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Olivier Desjardins

Montreal, QC H1w3e2

------------------------------ Email 7,168 ------------------------------

From: gregoryfoote1234
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:36
Subject: My thoughts on the current state of affairs
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.

No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, Education, News, Games, Science, and Communication are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will
only continue to increase.

The internet is a service, anyone who says otherwise is lying or trying to sell you something, I rely incredibly on the
internet for everything, from how I applied to college, to how I learn about my college, to how I turn in my homework
at college, to how I research things for college, to how I build and create things for my research at my college, how I
exchange research to my professor overseeing me; my education is dependent on the internet, I use it as a service, just
like electricity, and water it has become that important to my life and my career as a scientist. So many things rely on
the open internet; by allowing the internet monopoly in many areas (including my own) to become the gate keepers, for
instance those who pay get a 5Mbps stream, those who don't: 26Kbps stream, to those in the area they control is just
making an already anti-consumer, anti-competitive, and anti-American industry and making it beyond worse for
everyone, consumers and websites.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
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the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Gregory Foote

Los Angeles, California

B.S. Astrophysics and Mathematics

Student, University of North Daktoa

------------------------------ Email 7,169 ------------------------------

From: kkaul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kris Kaul

------------------------------ Email 7,170 ------------------------------

From: taggart.gustin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:36
Subject: Net Neutrality & TWC-Comcast Merger...
To Whom it May Concern,

I’m writing to express my concerns of the current state of affairs concerning the Internet, our country, and seemingly
endless rising prices of access to one of the most important achievements of the humanity.  The Internet, of course, is
the achievement I speak of.  An open medium where information can flow freely and freedom of speech is difficult to
contain.
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But now we have an oligarchy of internet providers who want to raise prices and lower standards.  It used to be that you
paid your money and everyone got the same speed whether you were well off or poor.  Now we’re starting to see data
caps, tiered internet speed pricing, and internet bills that go up year after year.  No internet company should be merging
with anyone.  There isn’t enough competition as it is.  The Time Warner Cable and Comcast Merger cannot be allowed
to go forward.  Additionally they need to cease their aggressive monetization strategies and begin to find funding to
expand their networks and increase speeds.  Perhaps they should start by cutting executive pay.

Or they and their networks could be nationalized.  The Cable Internet Providers, in their current form, have become
uncompetitive, lazy, pay check collecting organizations.  And much of their efforts are geared towards preserving their
cable TV revenues.  Just as the radio was discarded for the TV, so shall TV be discarded for Internet content.  This
movement to internet content should be embraced, not stifled.

Also, I’ve heard that there is to be a creation of a “fast lane” for internet content whose provider pays extra money to a
cable provider.  I’ve heard that this is a different idea from “throttling” content from companies that don’t pay extra
money to a cable provider.  Preposterous.  If you create a “fast lane” for privileged internet traffic then the other lane
becomes the “slow lane”  and vice versa.  The recent months have illuminated an absurd semantic dance that is going in
Washington and FCC and it needs to STOP.  All traffic on the internet should be given the same priority.

The concept of a Free Market demands it.  Unless you wish to encourage the growing support for Socialism, you must
prevent our fine capitalist system from becoming exploitative.

--Taggart

------------------------------ Email 7,171 ------------------------------

From: bryan.haw10
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:36
Subject: **An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
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The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,172 ------------------------------

From: knowmebetterman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:37
Subject: I, and my fellow Americans, want ISP's classed as Title II  Telecommunications Services.
What you are planning, this rule change would be devastating for net neutrality, the principle that ISPs must treat all
content on the Internet equally and that users should have equal access to see any legal content. In an environment
where large corporations can pay for faster service, it would become exceedingly difficult for start-ups and every day
internet users to compete.

I, and my fellow Americans, want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Please do not allow Corporate interests to ruin this countries freedoms and prospects all for their profits which do
nothing for it's people as a whole. The real job creators are the consumers with demands, not the small portion of the
population hoarding money and resources for themselves and doing nothing with it, including paying taxes on it.

We needs Internet Service classed as Title II Telecommunications Services to keep it free for all the American people.

Thank you

------------------------------ Email 7,173 ------------------------------

From: vancleave.robert
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:37
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Rob VanCleave, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

I am just starting out a new career as a web developer and I only see this harming development of the web and my new
career. It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer and developer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Rob

--
Rob VanCleave
Cell: 810.399.6901

------------------------------ Email 7,174 ------------------------------

From: steamstorm3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:37
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
I apologize for my first email. I thought that ISP's should be classed as common carriers, but actually they should be
classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Sincerest Regards,
            J.W. Calder

------------------------------ Email 7,175 ------------------------------

From: bre.hew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that
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broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you,

--
Brett

------------------------------ Email 7,176 ------------------------------

From: scwlangworthy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:38
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Please keep the internet free. That's really it. Allowing cable companies to charge others more for favorable services is a
 step backwards. Information should be easily obtained and if it can't be free, it should be as close to as possible.
Anything other would stifle innovation. We must think of the long term ramifications of our actions, not the short term
monetary goals.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,177 ------------------------------

From: roy.rowlett13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:38
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
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As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Roy Rowlett

------------------------------ Email 7,178 ------------------------------

From: mason.winkler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:38
Subject: A Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Mason Winkler

------------------------------ Email 7,179 ------------------------------







cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

In short, true net neutrality is the best way to ensure people with disabilities experience fair access to the internet and the
 potential it provides.

Sincerely,
Aaron Steinfeld, PhD
Robotics Institute
Carnegie Mellon University

------------------------------ Email 7,181 ------------------------------

From: patrickbarkerco
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

    I applaud your attempts to compromise on this sticky situation you have found yourselves in, but compromise here is
just not the right thing to do.

    The internet as it stood was a hub of innovation, and one of the few things left fueling the american dream. The
american dream is entrepreneurship. It is the belief that we can start a company from scratch and build it into a major
player in the american economy i.e. Google, Facebook, etc. I'm afraid your compromised rules still hurt this cause. In
fact, the only people they help are the telecomm companies, which last time i checked were doing just fine.

    The internet is the backbone of individual empowerment in this country. By favoring high speed traffic you are
hurting those small companies that could potentially make a big difference. As a tech entrepreneur myself, I find all this
news very disheartening. You are merely caving to lobbyists. Our country's middle class is still hurting and laws like
this only add fuel to the fire.

     I'll end by saying, whats wrong with the internet? Why change this thing that has done such immeasurable good for
us? Why change a thing that is holding up our fragile economy? Why do any of this? Your office should be protecting
this resource at all costs, instead of just caving to cooperate lobbyists. Please do your job, please do the right thing for
this country. Please show us all that there is still good and justice in the top ranks of our government.

Sincerely,

Patrick Barker

------------------------------ Email 7,182 ------------------------------

From: mclaurin6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:39
Subject: Full Net Neutrality Only!
As a little guy who designs websites I cannot fathom your proposed plans to ruin the internet.  I cannot believe you
propose to destroy all the net neutral internet has brought us.  How could you even consider it?

Richard C. McLaurin
4317 Middle Lake Drive
Tampa FL 33624

------------------------------ Email 7,183 ------------------------------

From: flick.rb
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:39
Subject:
Dear Sir,

I am a consumer and a citizen of the United States. I am currently paying $80 per month for a very poor quality
connection to the internet from Comcast. This money pays the ISP for the transmission of data to the user (no matter
what the data contains, data is data) with a huge profit margin for the ISP.

I see absolutely no reason for ISPs to be charging data providers to deliver their data to us. That is what we consumers
already paid for.

I am completely against any preferential treatment or any hindrance of content providers under any circumstances to
deliver the data that we consumers have already paid for with our monthly internet subscription fees.

I hope that you will remove any such language from your proposed new regulations that allows ISP's to control what
content and from which content provider may pass on to us or at what speed.

I am actually very dissatisfied with the current state of internet access in the US in many ways, this is one small aspect
of a much larger problem.

If a live human being reads this, I'll be amazed,

Robert Flick

------------------------------ Email 7,184 ------------------------------

From: warrenrobert06
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

robert warren
191 bellevue avenue
c4
upper montclair, NJ 07043
US

------------------------------ Email 7,185 ------------------------------

From: askogen99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:39
Subject: Regarding net neutrality.

I think this bill to destroy the internet in the US is the most blatantly obvious form of greed I've ever seen.
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The internet is not here to be turned into cable. Having the internet work on tiers is ridiculous. It's only for money.

We live in the information age where people should be able to freely express them selves, learn what they desire. Watch
 what other people have done.

Leave the internet alone, it works wonderful as it is. Prices in the US for the speed at which we get is already out of this
world in comparison to other countries.

Regards,

               Andrew Skogen

------------------------------ Email 7,186 ------------------------------

From: hlkljgk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:39
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality - in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts much of her business operations via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access - and internet access in general - remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves - and subsequently the nation - from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Heather Katsoulis
Turners Falls, MA

<http://blog.hlkphoto.com/shutterfly-summer-sale/>

------------------------------ Email 7,187 ------------------------------

From: dabad531
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Abad Jr
1069 Promenade St.
Hercules, CA 94547

------------------------------ Email 7,188 ------------------------------

From: flick.rb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

I am a consumer and a citizen of the United States. I am currently paying $80 per month for a very poor quality
connection to the internet from Comcast. This money pays the ISP for the transmission of data to the user (no matter
what the data contains, data is data) with a huge profit margin for the ISP.

I see absolutely no reason for ISPs to be charging data providers to deliver their data to us. That is what we consumers
already paid for.

I am completely against any preferential treatment or any hindrance of content providers under any circumstances to
deliver the data that we consumers have already paid for with our monthly internet subscription fees.
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I hope that you will remove any such language from your proposed new regulations that allows ISP's to control what
content and from which content provider may pass on to us or at what speed.

I am actually very dissatisfied with the current state of internet access in the US in many ways, this is one small aspect
of a much larger problem.

If a live human being reads this, I'll be amazed,

Robert Flick

------------------------------ Email 7,189 ------------------------------

From: swhites
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: "Net Neutrality"
NO to multi-tiered ISP services.
NO to “payola” internet bandwidth.
YES to the internet being a “telecommunications” service.
NO to any ISP ability to discriminate bandwith/speed to/from sites and services.
YES to an ‘open’ internet’.
Follow Brazil’s lead!!!

S. White

------------------------------ Email 7,190 ------------------------------

From: donaldjsauer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donald Sauer
397 El Portal Dr
Pismo Beach, CA 93449
US

------------------------------ Email 7,191 ------------------------------

From: dabad531
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: Protect the Open Internet
I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

-Daniel Abad
Semper Fidelis

------------------------------ Email 7,192 ------------------------------

From: dbqdawg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: FULL Net neutrality for the citizens NOW
Do not impose any restriction on internet access and usability for the American people for the sake of higher profits for
the telecom corporations.  Do not allow corporations to influence imposing restrictions; free speech will be stifled and
voices will be muted for a few dollars in the corporate coffers.

Darryl Bailey, MSW

Peace is where you find it.

------------------------------ Email 7,193 ------------------------------

From: goodybin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
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A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,194 ------------------------------

From: hokiechemist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: Don't Gut Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and avid internet user, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--
remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

John W. B. Winebarger

------------------------------ Email 7,195 ------------------------------

From: jrawls77
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:40
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
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Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Jared Rawls

------------------------------ Email 7,196 ------------------------------

From: baker eliz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Arlene Baker

------------------------------ Email 7,197 ------------------------------

From: cmaglothin
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:41
Subject: Concern Over The Future Of The Open Web.
It is imperative that we keep the internet in its unfiltered and natural state and not let corporations change the structure
and function of the web as it pleases them.

Please classify ISPs as common carriers so that all data passing through them will be treated the same  and data from
opposing companies is not blocked or made more expensive that non competing services.

------------------------------ Email 7,198 ------------------------------

From: oopcdudeoo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Adam Whigham

 76244

------------------------------ Email 7,199 ------------------------------

From: bryanobrien
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bryan O'Brien
7907 E Galveston Pl
Broken Arrow, OK 74014
US

------------------------------ Email 7,200 ------------------------------

From: jason.l.rowell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:42
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
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As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
Jason

------------------------------ Email 7,201 ------------------------------

From: alexisk101
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:42
Subject: Necessity of Net Neutrality
For whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality. Particularly worrying, is the decision
to enact a 'fast lane' where companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

It is extremely important to me that broadband access - internet access in general - remain classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic over another does not promote net neutrality. A 'fast lane' does not support an
open and free internet. A 'fast lane' promotes the idea that those with money, make the rules.

Growing up in the age of the internet, I know how important it is to broadcasting and transmitting information. It's the
21st century equivalent of an open forum at a town meeting. And the rights of each citizen to participate within it should
 not be limited by greedy corporations.

A corporate entity should not have the power to limit the public's right to free speech, assembly, free press and petition
for government address of grievances. And a corporate entity will have that power if broadband access is limited.

I strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.
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Thank you very much for your time.

Alexis K

Learn a lot, play a lot, care a lot.

------------------------------ Email 7,202 ------------------------------

From: phillipwhittmore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:42
Subject: Don't Kill the Internet
I wanted to send a quick email to voice my concerns about the changes the FCC plans on making to net neutrality. I
don't believe that the ISPs should be gatekeepers to the internet. The majority or ISPs are already doing an extremely
poor job at providing basic services. Do we really want to entrust them with the regulation of internet pipelines?

I realize that whoever is reading this (or if anyone reads this at all) probably has high hopes of benefitting from the
corruption of the revolving door, much like your boss Tom Wheeler or your former boss Meredith Baker. I beg that you
pass along this message for me. I believe that enacting the proposed changes to net neutrality will dramatically change
the way the internet works. I don't trust that companies as inept as Comcast (sorry Tom Wheeler), Time Warner,
Verizon, AT&T etc won't do something to fuck up this beautiful thing that we have called the internet.

Thanks for taking the time to read this. And please be sure to pass along my message. Don't fuck up the internet.

Sincerely,
Phillip Whittmore

------------------------------ Email 7,203 ------------------------------

From: gabemickel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
   As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
   Thank you very much for your time,
   A concerned citizen,
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------------------------------ Email 7,204 ------------------------------

From: chad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:42
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,205 ------------------------------

From: wscull1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:42
Subject: Keep True Net Neutrality

I urge you to keep true net neutrality.

William L. Scull
Lutz FL

------------------------------ Email 7,206 ------------------------------

From: rb.flick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir,

I am a consumer and a citizen of the United States. I am currently paying $80 per month for a very poor quality
connection to the internet from Comcast. This money pays the ISP for the transmission of data to the user (no matter
what the data contains, data is data) with a huge profit margin for the ISP.

I see absolutely no reason for ISPs to be charging data providers to deliver their data to us. That is what we consumers
already paid for.

I am completely against any preferential treatment or any hindrance of content providers under any circumstances to
deliver the data that we consumers have already paid for with our monthly internet subscription fees.

I hope that you will remove any such language from your proposed new regulations that allows ISP's to control what
content and from which content provider may pass on to us or at what speed.

I am actually very dissatisfied with the current state of internet access in the US in many ways, this is one small aspect
of a much larger problem.

If a live human being reads this, I'll be amazed,

Robert Flick

------------------------------ Email 7,207 ------------------------------

From: mark.reyes09
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Reyes
PO BOX 50656
MESA, AZ 85208

------------------------------ Email 7,208 ------------------------------

From: gordonison
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gordon Ison

------------------------------ Email 7,209 ------------------------------

From: calebio1994
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I seem to remember words like "liberty" somewhere.

Caleb Williams

------------------------------ Email 7,210 ------------------------------

From: calebio1994
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

I seem to remember words like "liberty" somewhere.

Caleb Williams

------------------------------ Email 7,211 ------------------------------

From: edmcg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Edward j Mc Ginley

NY
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US

------------------------------ Email 7,212 ------------------------------

From: jpblauert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,213 ------------------------------

From: mburrow82
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:43
Subject: Keep Internet a open and free environment
Hello

I am absolutely appalled by the recent proposals on the issue of "preferred treatment" over websites as decided by ISPs.

That is a blatant power grab by moneyed establishment interests and is a threat to the future of a free and open Internet
that betters not only Americans but on a global scale as well.

I am sick and tired treading old water on this issue. I expect T. Wheeler & President Obama to remain absolutely
committed to keeping our Internet belonging to us who benefit from an open Internet and not handing even MORE
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power to corporate interests.

Thanks.

Mike

Keep the Internet open!

------------------------------ Email 7,214 ------------------------------

From: rnaud
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: net neutrality
"Title II telecommunications service." these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC
tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are
hired to move the information, not mess with it."

 we already pay for bandwidth, and that what the regulation should be left at as a bandwidth cap, anything above that
you are segregating websites that are making money and use alot of bandwidth to try to charge them more for no reason
at all. Which in turns will make us the customers pay more. The companies will then have to increase the cost of their
service. And we as a country are still recovering economically and our internet is a integral part of everyone's life, my
school does most things based around internet. If you allow them to segregate and discriminate on major sites such as
netflix and streaming services it is a gateway for them to do it to the whole internet. In the grand scheme of things the
price will go up all around the board for everyone all. This is a country of freedom and equal opportunity which they are
 trying to violate, if they cant pony up the cash they are going to get the lowest form of service which will interfere with
their service they offer. Please listen to the people of america and not the corporate conglomerate

------------------------------ Email 7,215 ------------------------------

From: silversteinoliver
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: Internet
Please bring back net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 7,216 ------------------------------

From: jrajav
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: Classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services
Nothing else will be acceptable.

- Jonathan Rajavuori

------------------------------ Email 7,217 ------------------------------

From: clarkconsultant
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thomas Clark
35 Jerome St
Lindenhurst, NY 11757
US

------------------------------ Email 7,218 ------------------------------

From: andy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew King
4 Howard Ln
Scarborough, ME 04074

------------------------------ Email 7,219 ------------------------------

From: xxjonthomasxx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality! NO INTERNET FAST LANE!
Creating an internet fast lane is NOT NET NEUTRALITY, no matter how you try to spin it.  I am against creating an
internet fast lane.

Tom Wheeler should be removed from his position due to a conflict of interest.

Jonathan Thomas
Omaha, NE

------------------------------ Email 7,220 ------------------------------

From: scottshipp57
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: Open Internet
To whom it may concern,

My name is Scott Shipp, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.
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Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Scott Shipp

------------------------------ Email 7,221 ------------------------------

From: bgigous
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
   As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold make the rules.
   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
   Thank you very much for your time,
   A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,222 ------------------------------

From: alanatsocom
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:45
Subject: Internet
Please make net neutrality be normal.  Don't change the internet just for money.  It is a great resource and it has become
a basic utility for everyone. Thank you. Classify ISPs as title II telecommunication services.

------------------------------ Email 7,223 ------------------------------

From: jrphipps357
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jon Phipps

------------------------------ Email 7,224 ------------------------------

From: joyce.havenga
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joyce Havenga
3861 W Valencia Rd
Tucson, AZ 85746
US

------------------------------ Email 7,225 ------------------------------

From: wclayton13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:45
Subject: Save The Internet
The Internet needs to remain an open place for business to grow without large barriers of entry and the need for large
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amounts of capital to start up, please classify Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 7,226 ------------------------------

From: alonex
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:45
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,227 ------------------------------

From: marypdombrowski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Dombrowski
4112 Emerson Lane
Allentown, PA 18104
US
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------------------------------ Email 7,228 ------------------------------

From: samuelrasmussen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:46
Subject: Net neutrality
For the love of god, keep the internet a neutral place. Companies like Comcast are clearly monopolies and should not
have the right to charge content consumers and content providers for access to their network. Allowing it to happen only
 hurts consumers. It is double dipping for the sake of greed in a market that already lacks competition.

I am Sam Rasmussen, and I am a USA citizen. I am telling you not to stray away from a neutral internet.

Sam Rasmussen

------------------------------ Email 7,229 ------------------------------

From: jmoum04
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'll keep things short. The internet shouldn't be touched. At all. The fact that it's an open platform is what makes it such a
 great tool. Turn ISPS into common carriers and protect the integrity of the internet.

------------------------------ Email 7,230 ------------------------------

From: zachrywd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:46
Subject: Make ISP's Title II!
I don't want Comcast when it swallows up Time Warner, and I don't want Time Warner now.  My only choice for
broadband internet, because this market has turned into a monopoly on your watch.  Make them Title II.

Regards,
Zachry Diehl

------------------------------ Email 7,231 ------------------------------

From: anthonynajarro
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:47
Subject: Net Neutrality and Open Internet
To whom it may concern,
I'm very concerned about current FCC regulations concerning the internet. The internet allows communication and trade
 of ideas avross the world in a way never be possible. It must be classified as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

------------------------------ Email 7,232 ------------------------------

From: jbrotman16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:47
Subject: proposed rule changes
To whom it may concern,
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The tiered service proposal being considered is sad and disgusting.  Nobody would benefit from these changes except
cable company executives and their sycophantic lobbyists.  Not the consumers, not the start-ups, not established
businesses forced to cough up extra for basic service.  Does the FCC have any shame?  Who would you rather advocate
for - the American people, or the human sewage that resides at the top of massive conglomerates?  The choice seems
pretty clear, but then again I come from a place where basic ethical conduct is expected.

You sicken me.

- Jacob Brotman

------------------------------ Email 7,233 ------------------------------

From: realtegan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:47
Subject: Classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service  under the Communications Act
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality. In particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen I feel it is imperative that broadband access, and internet access in general, remain unfettered and
 classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. A corporate
entity also should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press and petition for
government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Laura Gjovaag
1521 S 15th St
Sunnyside WA 98944

------------------------------ Email 7,234 ------------------------------
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From: hankwilkinson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: equality for all data pipes
Commcast, ATT, Verizon, TimeWarner, all are trying to "game" the internet -- which worked fine without them!

FCC's regulation should be to insure equality among all data packets and not just individual corporation's data packets.

The connection to the internet should be freely accessible and equal to all.

If a corporation wants to find their own data packets to only move them swiftly, that corporation should have to build
their own internet with their own money.

The internet functions by being a dumb pipe, with equal data packet transmission for all data packets.

Technology should not be used to find individual data packets and speeding them up. Instead, technology should be
only used to speed the entire internet.

------------------------------ Email 7,235 ------------------------------

From: tomi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tomi Phillips

------------------------------ Email 7,236 ------------------------------

From: jonathan.m.johnson3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Sir or Madam,

Please keep the Internet Neutral. Allowing internet providers to do any sort of filtering or preferential treatment of
websites would only allow company's to control markets.
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Here is part of the wikipedia article on Comcast:

As the owner of the international media company NBCUniversal<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/NBCUniversal> since
2011,[9]<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Comcast#cite_note-Comcast-Jan-2011-8-K-10>[10]
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Comcast#cite_note-Comcast-Feb-2013-8-K-11>[11]
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Comcast#cite_note-Comcast-Mar-2013-8-K-12>[12]
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Comcast#cite_note-CMCSA-GE_Final-13> Comcast is also a producer of film and
television contents, operates cable channels (E!<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/E!> Entertainment Television, the Golf
Channel<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Golf_Channel>, and NBCSN<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/NBCSN>), national
channels (NBC<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/NBC> and Telemundo<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Telemundo>), the
major film studio Universal Pictures<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Universal_Pictures>, and Universal Parks &
Resorts<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Universal_Parks_%26_Resorts>.[13]
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Comcast#cite_note-Comcast-Feb-2013-10-K-14> Comcast also has significant holding in
digital distribution (ThePlatform). In February 2014 the company agreed to merge with Time Warner
Cable<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Time_Warner_Cable> in an equity swap deal worth $45.2 billion. Under the terms
of the agreement Comcast is to acquire 100% of Time Warner Cable.[14]
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Comcast#cite_note-15>

So that means that if Comcast does not let Hulu and Netflix stream and have full range of the bandwidth, Comcast is
having a conflict of interests and is actively snuffing competition.

As it stands Comcast is pretty much a freaking Monopoly and the devil.

Jonathan Johnson
Georgia Institute of Technology
Undergraduate Student - Applied Mathematics

President Georgia Tech Glee Club

------------------------------ Email 7,237 ------------------------------

From: wilcurt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: Keep the internet neutral. Break up the monopolies.
As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access, and internet access in general, remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

If you are Hell bent on getting involved in this area, do so by blocking the Comcast / TW merger, and break up the
monopolies so that we may have actual competition.  Do not give in in to the lobbyists.

Thank you

Jay Wilcurt

------------------------------ Email 7,238 ------------------------------

From: sendmailtoaaron
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: Please maintain Net Neutrality
Hello,

I hope someone can find the time to read my message.  I am writing regarding FCC's recent proposed changes to net
neutrality specifically the 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband
access.

I feel this is a very dangerous precedent which would cause more harm then good.  The strength of the internet is to
allow equal footing of all, it is a medium which anyone can harness and have a voice and creating a tiered structure
around that would undermine the entire benefit.

As a consumer, I strongly request that the FCC classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under
 the Communications Act.  To quote Barack Obama back in 2007- "I will take a backseat to no one in my commitment
to network neutrality, because once providers start to privilege some applications or websites over others, then the
smaller voices get squeezed out, and we all lose. The Internet is perhaps the most open network in history, and we have
to keep it that way."  I remain steadfast in my belief that his words remain true to this day.

I really appreciate someone taking the time to read this and hope we can work towards a solution that works for
everyone.

Thank you again,

Aaron M

------------------------------ Email 7,239 ------------------------------

From: iambillkenny
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Kenny
17 LINCOLN AVE
NORWICH, CT 06360
US

------------------------------ Email 7,240 ------------------------------

From: sean briscoe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: re net neutrality
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Not only is this a terrible idea - but you should be pushing them the other direction.

Sure - 4k tv streams from netflix started this mess - but it's a tiny tiny hint of things to come. 8k is coming, it'll entrench
overseas first because we're so utterly behind the times on these things (witness CDMA vs GSM), and it's at least
45mbps in terms of draw.  It will take a couple old men in my neighborhood watching 8k feeds of the weather channel
to slag the system for everyone - because companies like TWC and Comcast dont see any reason to put money into
infrastructure (at least until Google shows up).  You think creating 'fast lanes' will make it better?  Of course it wont -
it'll just be more cash for them running on the same crap.

Ok. You want to give them free passes on net neutrality?  Make them give me the internet speed i pay for as a CIR.  In
theory TWC is selling me 15/1 right now for $60 a month.  I have never gotten more than 7 down... i have numerous
speedtest results showing speeds of .25m down... when i call and complain - they do something on their end and
suddenly i get 3.  3.  That's a victory for them.  Now, with Google coming to town - they're promising 50/5 for the same
price. I dont mind that, because hey - i'm not in a Google neighborhood...  but i know there will be no relationship
between the numbers they 'offer' me as 'up to' and the reality of what I get.  So how about we make them deliver what i
theoretically pay for before you give them a pass on charging more to do it faster?

Sean Briscoe
Bastrop TX

------------------------------ Email 7,241 ------------------------------

From: sgquin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sid Quinsaat

MI 48104

------------------------------ Email 7,242 ------------------------------

From: gcole2981
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gary Cole

AZ
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US

------------------------------ Email 7,243 ------------------------------

From: foto23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jeff Sheets

------------------------------ Email 7,244 ------------------------------

From: gpurdy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: RE: Keynote invitation - Go Mobile 2014 - Oct. 15, 2014
Soft nudge … who should we work with to see if you can do the keynote on Oct. 15?

J. Gerry Purdy, Ph.D.

Chief Mobile Analyst

Compass Intelligence

mailto:

(404) 855-9494
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(404) 855-9494

------------------------------ Email 7,245 ------------------------------

From: davidkani
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: Net neutrality
We need net neutrality.  Please reinstate as soon as possible.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,246 ------------------------------

From: david
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: opposed to tiered Internet
Dear Sir or Madam,

I am writing today in opposition to the Federal Communications Commission proposal for Internet fast lanes to be
purchased from ISPs. Discrimination in the handling or management of traffic on the network by carriers is not in the
public interest. The costs charged to enter the network should be sufficient to route the traffic to its destination,
regardless of its content. Everyone pays for their access to the network, whether large content producers such as Google,
 or individual citizens in their homes.

David Casti

------------------------------ Email 7,247 ------------------------------

From: watson.matthewc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: Please keep the internet a level playing field
Over the past twenty years, the internet has reshaped many aspects of our lives, both at work and home.  A key reason
for this is that it has been an open platform where start ups like Facebook, Twitter and Netflix have been able to
compete on their merits.

If service providers are allowed to decide what traffic gets preferential treatment, it will stifle competition and slow
innovation.  Please redesign the current proposed rules and do not allow this to happen.

Thank you for your time,

Matthew Watson
434 Hallock Street
Pittsburgh, PA

------------------------------ Email 7,248 ------------------------------

From: jack21222
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: ISPs should be Title II telecommunications services
This seems like an obvious fix. Just do it already.
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------------------------------ Email 7,249 ------------------------------

From: matichlocke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Locke
2282 Stow St.
Simi Valley, CA 93063
US

------------------------------ Email 7,250 ------------------------------

From: yuriy.kozlov
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Yuriy Kozlov

MA 02478
US

------------------------------ Email 7,251 ------------------------------

From: japoundstone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: Open Internet
I am adding my voice to implore you to please help classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services. Thank you
for your time.
Sincerely,
Joseph Poundstone

------------------------------ Email 7,252 ------------------------------

From: seanpgoughru
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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sean g
149 DELACY AVE
north plainfield, NJ 07060
US

------------------------------ Email 7,253 ------------------------------

From: chunkmastersam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:50
Subject: Keep the internet open
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,254 ------------------------------

From: rnaud
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 12:50
Subject: net Neutrality
"Title II telecommunications service." these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC
tell companies "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are
hired to move the information, not mess with it."

 we already pay for bandwidth, and that what the regulation should be left at as a bandwidth cap, anything above that
you are segregating websites that are making money and use alot of bandwidth to try to charge them more for no reason
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at all. Which in turns will make us the customers pay more. The companies will then have to increase the cost of their
service. And we as a country are still recovering economically and our internet is a integral part of everyone's life, my
school does most things based around internet. If you allow them to segregate and discriminate on major sites such as
netflix and streaming services it is a gateway for them to do it to the whole internet. In the grand scheme of things the
price will go up all around the board for everyone all. This is a country of freedom and equal opportunitywhich they are
trying to violate, if they cant pony up the cash they are going to get the lowest form of service which will interfere with
their service they offer. Please listen to the people of america and not the corporate conglomerate

We need the internet declared a Title II telecom. Or treated like a public utility. They wouldn't let the electric company
lower the Kwh to your house because they don't like what kind of refrigerator you bought.

------------------------------ Email 7,255 ------------------------------

From: disasterpieced
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,256 ------------------------------
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From: jhalboth400
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:50
Subject: Reconsider your stand on Net Neutrality
A world wide infrastructure should not be monopolized.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,257 ------------------------------

From: timothyjosephwood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please support an open and equitable internet.

--

T Joseph Wood
Logistics and Distribution Coordinator
American Pet Food Company
205 13th Street
Williamsburg, KY 40769
606-521-6818
606-549-0024

------------------------------ Email 7,258 ------------------------------

From: marcotgood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Bureaucrats,

Yep, widen the information gap like you have the income gap.  Government exclusively serves the interest of the
Robber Barons.  Same as it ever was, and getting worse.  The freeest are the richest.  Maybe some day, the People will
decide they've had enough, and change all that, but I am not confident the government will.

Sincerely, Mark T. Good

------------------------------ Email 7,259 ------------------------------

From: nyospe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nathan Yospe

CA 94555

------------------------------ Email 7,260 ------------------------------

From: jesus91jimenez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Jesus J., and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is a terrible idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for ridiculously poor
service. Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,
Jesus J.

------------------------------ Email 7,261 ------------------------------

From: gregory.hag
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:51
Subject: Net Neutrality Feedback
FCC Rep,

This is regarding the request for citizen feedback on the latest net neutrality changes.

Many of the arguments around this topic seem to hinge on the higher bandwidth services that ISPs are having difficulty
providing service for. The difficulties are real however the bottom profitability of these companies has not been
compromised so a legislation that would aid already profitable companies that are not on the verge of failure and will
likely deteriorate the quality of all non-large for-profit streaming services for the majority of Americans is to me
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unappealing. Reducing the quality of the smaller online services is like moving a small business to a bad neighborhood
so you can build a shopping center without paying for the land. If ISPs can't provide satisfactory service they should
become more competitive by increasing bandwidth by investing in fiberoptic cables rather than seeking to limit the
options of the consumers.

Furthermore, I believe the ISPs are too large and have too many local government advantages creating mini-monopolies
 in areas as it is. The free market requires competition to thrive and the comcast timewarner merger proposed will
completely eliminate the bargaining rights of the average citizen for what in some nations is now considered a human
right. It goes without saying that it will also reduce the bargaining power of local governments when trying to get high
speed cables laid leading to even less favorable long term mini-monopolies which eliminate competition from even
large competitors like google fiber. I would rather see the exclusivity agreements made illegal than have anti-
competitive practices made more prevalent.

In conclusion. Don't allow the merger, do not allow ISPs to double dip and do not allow streaming service with enough
money to deny bandwidth to smaller internet businesses. It is very hard for an internet site to make money as it is but the
 landscape still manages to be beautifully diverse as it is but all the free information and services we use every day will
begin dying the moment you change this important legislation. The market may self adjust but you know that is often a
very long term statement. I'd rather not to have to wait until I have grandchildren or the next political revolution to have
reasonably priced internet again.

Sincerely,

Greg Hagedorn age 27 of Detroit, MI

------------------------------ Email 7,262 ------------------------------

From: tbirdbass
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
john arena

------------------------------ Email 7,263 ------------------------------

From: nahgem14
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 12:52
Subject: An open letter regarding net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   Sent from AOL Mobile Mail

------------------------------ Email 7,264 ------------------------------

From: zombiethulustudios
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:52
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
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traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Lilyan Chan

--

Zombie...thulu..STUDIOS!

------------------------------ Email 7,265 ------------------------------

From: jwbruckner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern:

The proposed changes to internet "traffic control" pose a threat to the
internet as a concept of completely
censor-free information exchange.  Allowing private parties or
governments to have control over such an important public
resource could lead to disastrous consequences for free speech in the
future.  As the world's population grows, communication
will be ever more vital to maintain even moderately free civilizations.
If broad communication is intercepted legally and censored
or throttled at will, then messages undesirable by some could be
effectively silenced for all.  Such a situation may also be found
undesirable for businesses and other entities which could spawn targeted
electronic isolation and loss of revenue to the US
firms - as has already occurred after the NSA revelations.

The internet must be kept neutral.
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Thank you for your time and consideration.

Jon Bruckner

------------------------------ Email 7,266 ------------------------------

From: watkins.rico
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:52
Subject: Net Nuetraility
Please, listen to the voices that you are supposed to represent instead of the voices offering you bribes and special
consideration.  How this is even a question baffles me.  A child could look at this issue and immediately know which
side is right.  Please do reconsider your obviously misguided decision to end net neutrality, and that is what you are
doing no matter how many circles you talk in, no matter the angle or spin.

Please, restore some faith in your agency!  You have a chance to play the hero for the American people here.

I would not have written this if I did believe you could change your mind.  Please, give me something to show when I
tell people this is still a great country run by people who genuinely want to change the world for the better.  This is a
massively important decision you have to make that will play a large part in the future of our country.  You will go from
 potential villain to saviors if you effectively guarantee net neutrality as opposed to eradicating it.  You have to know
there is no justifiable way to let IPS's get away with this.  Do not become a party to their anti-consumer practices.  Do
what only you can do, and protect us, and protect our internet.  America WILL thank you for it.  Believe me, your
agency will gain great cache with citizens if you protect us as only you can.  Please, save our internet from the greed
threatening it.

Thank you for reading, I know you are all very busy.

Best Regards,

Cory Watkins

Sent from my LG Nexus 4

------------------------------ Email 7,267 ------------------------------

From: marc lawrence
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:52
Subject: Proposed "net neutrality" rules would actually gut net neutrality!
Tom Wheeler, new FCC Chair but previously a career cable and wireless industry lobbyist, has proposed net neutrality
rules that would gut net neutrality, strangle availability of content, and result in higher costs for American consumers.

Wheeler's proposal to permit a "fast lane" allowing carriers to hike fees on websites in order to get priority in reaching
customers would mean everyone would pay more to use those sites – if we aren't already being forced to do so.

Moreover, the FCC under Wheeler would hand control of the internet to telecoms that grew huge through monopoly
status granted by the government. Companies such as Verizon and Comcast would have unfettered power to decide
what information reaches people like me, in what order and at what speed. That means, in effect, the power to control
what content and information I can access. That's simply un-American.

I demand that the FCC go back to square one: REGULATE THE INTERNET AS A UTILITY. That's what Europe has
done, and interestingly, Europe's prices are lower and broadband access is far superior.
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I do not accept Tom Wheeler's complaint that he's misunderstood. I understand perfectly well what he's up to: He's a
wolf in sheep's clothing, positioned to destroy an open internet.

I fully reject the proposed FCC rules on net neutrality and open internet. Again, go back to square one: REGULATE
THE INTERNET AS A UTILITY!

Fight to save net neutrality!

Sincerely,

Marc S. Lawrence
1319 W. Touhy Ave. # 2N
Chicago, IL 60626-2637
Phone (773) 339-6422
Fax (312) 896-5028
Email mailto:

------------------------------ Email 7,268 ------------------------------

From: andrewfroug
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Please establish net neutrality
Please please please protect us from these big corporations that will only take advantage of us and of the law. You know
 that when you say "commercially reasonable " there is no way to actively monitor that.

Given how often we all use the internet, this could radically change our lives. Please establish net neuteality!!

------------------------------ Email 7,269 ------------------------------

From: craigvsmith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Keep the internet Free and Equal
I am not at all happy over the developments of Big Business and the internet as related in the recent article in the NY
Times.  This is a bad mistake.  Reconsider.

Craig Smith

--

Craig V. Smith
Producing Artistic Director
Phoenix Theatre Ensemble
www.PhoenixTheatreEnsemble.org<http://www.PhoenixTheatreEnsemble.org>

212-465-3446; cell:917-769-4525

NEW MAILING ADDRESS:
Phoenix Theatre Ensemble
200 East 10th Street, #180
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New York, NY  10003

CELEBRATING 10 YEARS OF ARTISTRY, EXCELLENCE, COMPANY & COMMUNITY
"One of the Best!"  - Wall Street Journal

------------------------------ Email 7,270 ------------------------------

From: forbes.seanr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Internet Utility Comment
To whom it may concern :

  My name is Sean Forbes, and I have worked in various telecommunications and computing fields over the course of
my lifetime.  I am writing to you today to encourage the FCC to regulate the world-wide interconnected network of
computers colloquially know as the "Internet" with the same regulations that are seen for utilities such as POTS
telephones and Wireless Cellular telephones. Recently there have been several attempts to segregate and striate the
"Internet" as though traditional utility practices should not apply to the most ubiquitous public utility ever created by
man. These attempts to undermine this utility could have drastic consequences for both commerce and free speech in
this century and those to come. Please do the right thing, and place this utility network under the same auspices that any
other public communication utilities are bound by.

------------------------------ Email 7,271 ------------------------------

From: a.babines
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

Why should small businesses have to pay the price for being small?

------------------------------ Email 7,272 ------------------------------

From: wm.blankenship
To:

Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Imagine, your childhood…
Imagine, your childhood… you want to call your grandmother to wish her a happy birthday. You feel that you should do
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 this because you love her and she’s so awesome that she randomly brings you your favorite candy on a Tuesday, for no
apparent reason.

You pick up the phone to make that call, but instead of being connected to her phone the call is disconnected back to
dial tone.

You try again, you get through and hear her say “Hell…” - call disconnected.

You try one more time, this time you receive a recording, “Your call cannot be connected as dialed. Your service level
does not allow connections to the party you are trying to reach, please upgrade your service.”

Now, this is precisely what we and future generations are going to experience if you fail to classify Internet services as
"Title II telecommunications service.” The future doesn’t belong to you, it belongs to our kids. Your jobs are to tell
companies “Internet service is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in --
you are hired to move the information, not mess with it.”

-wb
Denver, CO

------------------------------ Email 7,273 ------------------------------

From: rabbitskalena
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lena Leitzke

------------------------------ Email 7,274 ------------------------------

From: robin.schotter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Please stop
Please stop. We are tired of America's future being sold down the river to the highest bidder. Net Neutrality has worked
wonderfully for 2 decades, why change it now ? Seems like Greed and the roll back of Anti-trust laws combined with a
lack of clear separation between the private and public sectors. Tell Comcast, Verizon and the other pigs that want to
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reap even more profits to suck it and stand up for the people for a change. Have you no decency, or have you already
sold your soul to the highest bidder ?

-A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 7,275 ------------------------------

From: trishab2001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Trisha Connolly

------------------------------ Email 7,276 ------------------------------

From: wdpeck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Net neutrality
I support title II and regulating Internet as a utility. In many cases the Internet is a utility. It is my only connection with
my community college and my part time job. If my Internet was suddenly cut off, I wouldn't be able to finish school or
work. I would be completely destroyed and all my hard work to pull myself out of poverty would come to ruin. I
wouldn't be able to be a nurse which is what I am in school for. I wouldn't be able to write this email to you. I can't
guarantee if you go against comcast that someone will hand you a check but I can guarantee that you won't regret it. As
someone who has worked with a lot of older people, I promise that those regrets and feelings are very real and they
make the inevitable terrifying. You are the only protection this country has against this. That's it. No one else is there for
 us. So please fight for your people and be a hero.

" The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You've got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it's because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don't have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can't
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes."
-Senator Obama 2006 before the primary lobbyist for comcast raised 1.5 million and personally donated 76000 for his
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campaign.

Idealism isn't unrealistic if you take off the price tags.

------------------------------ Email 7,277 ------------------------------

From: giraffewalking
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Net Neutrality Importance
Hello,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Thank you,

- Colin McHugh

------------------------------ Email 7,278 ------------------------------

From: massoverride
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tim Stanley
505 5th Street Suite 425
SIOUX CITY, IA 51101

------------------------------ Email 7,279 ------------------------------

From: asha
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:54
Subject: Request for Net Neutrality

Seeing as history shall always repeat itself, I fear the new stance on internet regulation will only lead to abuse by
established companies such as ISPs using money to lobby politicians and cross grey, ill-defined areas in the fine text, as
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history has shown has happened, while smaller companies in the space never get a chance to grow.

Please ensure ISPs are classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you and sincerely,
A student at UC Berkeley studying distributed systems and networking in hope of contributing to the worldwide web
and improve society.
(Or if the net does not remain neutral)
A student who realized networks are lame now and went back to astrophysics.

------------------------------ Email 7,280 ------------------------------

From: ferelwing
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lisa Anderson-Adams
11014 Sagecanyon Drive
Houston, TX 77089

------------------------------ Email 7,281 ------------------------------

From: xizvyrious
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:55
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
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A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
Luke J. Berry

------------------------------ Email 7,282 ------------------------------

From: j.storm.torres
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Net neutrality is fundamental to the freedom of information in this great country and the world. Do not end such a great
institution with only the greed of a few business owners at Verizon as justification.

Respectfully,

Jason S. Torres

------------------------------ Email 7,283 ------------------------------

From: romsteady
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:55
Subject: Net Neutrality Comment
I’ve read a bit about the “preferential treatment” clause coming, and I have a few issues with it.

First, here is how things work now.  I own a web site.  Because of restrictions in how I can use my consumer connection
 at home (my ISP won’t allow me to host a server on my home connection, similar to how my condo complex won’t
allow me to host a business in my apartment), I pay for a cloud server to host that site.  I also pay for bandwidth used by
 that cloud server based on the amount of data that I use and speed of desired connection.  In other words, I’m already
paying on one end.  If I need more bandwidth, I pay more on that end.

The proposed “preferential treatment” allowance damages me both as a customer and as a developer.

As a developer, I’m now expected to pay on both sides of the transaction, even though my customers are already paying
their ISP for their side of the transaction.  If I don’t, my customers will have a significantly higher amount of latency
when dealing with me.  Research by PhoCusWright and Akamai [1] has shown that 57% of online consumers will
abandon a site after waiting three seconds for a page to load, and 80% of those who abandon the site will never be back.
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In addition, previous “preferential treatment” systems have been designed as with a QoS (Quality of Service)
implementation, and this has major negatives for anyone not within the QoS guarantee.  For this, let me use a slightly
more technical example.  Every packet has what is called a “time to live,” or TTL.  This is a critical part of net
infrastructure and it is used to ensure that packets don’t get bounced around forever.  When my packet reaches an
interconnection point where QoS is implemented, my packet goes into a delivery queue.  All packets are evaluated to
determine if anything covered by QoS is there.  If it is, that packet gets sent along first and fastest.  My packet has a
lower priority because I’m not in QoS, so it takes longer for my packet to be delivered.  If my packet’s TTL has expired,
 my packet just gets deleted.  The major headache here is that if this is a packet that was requested by a customer, I have
 to pay the cost of sending that packet again on my side.  The QoS router is increasing my costs of doing business.

Even worse is that due to the way the net is designed, everything is essentially on hold until I can get packets through to
the customer to find out what packets they have received, which further slows down my site’s perceived performance.  I
 could be paying top dollar for my cloud server and my connection to the net, but the QoS “spiked strip” placed in front
of the customer’s connection is going to kill how my customers perceive me.

Finally, this could potentially be problematic on a free speech front.  If I am waging a campaign against a specific
provider (we’ll use Comcast as an example), I am not likely to be willing to pay Comcast an additional toll to ensure
that Comcast customers get the best experience viewing my anti-Comcast message.

As a customer, things are even worse.  In most communities, ISPs are either regional duopolies or monopolies.
Customer choice is further restricted by exclusivity deals with apartment complexes and communities.  Every place I
have lived for the last eight years has had an exclusivity arrangement with a single provider and we could not use a
competitor even when one was available, and even though there was an exclusivity arrangement, the end customers did
not receive any price breaks.

In addition, most ISPs do not deliver to customers the amount of bandwidth that they advertise [2].  If I choose to visit a
site is paying the additional toll, my experience will be similar to what I am getting today.  If I choose to visit a site that
is not paying the additional toll, I’ll be getting a significantly worse experience than I am getting today.

There are two and only two scenarios where I can see ISPs being able to effectively use QoS technologies.  The first is
medical monitoring equipment.  I have no problem bumping medical monitoring equipment packets to the front of the
line because life and death could be on the line.  The second is pretty much an anti-QoS item…malware packets.  Being
able to drop command and control packets used by malware is a good thing.

However, there is no reason why ISPs should be able to demand additional tolls from sites or services.  The customer is
paying to be able to access these already.  The sites and services are paying for the connection on their side already to
allow the customers to access them.  Why should additional graft be legalized here?
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Sincerely,

Michael Russell

1730 Taylor Ave N Apt 306

Seattle WA 98109

[1] http://www.akamai.com/html/about/press/releases/2010/press_061410.html

[2] http://blogs.wsj.com/digits/2014/04/21/is-your-internet-connection-slower-than-advertised/

------------------------------ Email 7,284 ------------------------------

From: mgiera
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:55
Subject: This is serious.
You can tell this is serious because I'm using the email address associated with my real legal name and not one of my
many pseudonym addresses.

The internet is a public infrastructure that was laid down by the military paid for with our tax dollars, just like the roads
and water lines. We might buy a faucet tap from a private company. We might also get our vehicles from a private
company. They do not have the right to tell us where we can drive, however, or dictate how much water we can use.
Imagine the horror of a world where they could. And you know that they would if it became profitable.

Profit is 100% of the motive here. If you make it profitable for them to screw us, believe me, they will. They've never
missed that chance before! And if you give private corporations the ability to dictate where and how we can browse, it
limits where we can go, and when we're all corralled, we're easier to find, and thus abuse.

What we have here is a monopolistic corporation that wants to put a gag on our ability to communicate if we're saying
things that they don't like. Imagine if, because you bought your car from me, I can just arbitrarily decide that you're not
allowed to drive it to work, or to the hospital, or to a vacation spot. ISP's provide a VEHICLE, and nothing more!

If anything, I believe you should go even further than mere "neutrality"! I wish you would bust the whole MARKET
open! Make it possible for literally anyone to open an ISP to compete with the big names! Create a central maintenance
fund that all ISPs must pay into proportional to how much they collect in subscription fees, and that way no one gets
unfairly singled out. The maintenance fund would be used for repairing, expanding, and improving the whole network
uniformly.

Of course, I don't expect you to listen to me... I fear that you're already sold out to Big Corporate entirely and my little
thirty minute exercise of composing this email is tantamount to squirming on the headman's block. Our nation is
doomed. Our ability to communicate with one another unhindered is a thing of the past. Soon we will have a network
whose facile and brutally censored content even North Korea would be proud of, and it'll be your fault for not stopping
it when you had a chance.
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If there's one thing I wish you could take from this, it's that the american people -- even the WORLD ITSELF -- needs
unimpeded communication to survive what's to come in the next 25 years. If America doesn't have the ability to
facilitate seamless high-speed data and communication between all of its citizens, mark my words, we will be LEFT
BEHIND.

------------------------------ Email 7,285 ------------------------------

From: aeronut phs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:55
Subject: Net Neutrality Now
Do not side with the money makers on the issue. Your duty is to be a steward for the interests of the American People.
Do not allow internet providers to dictate what we can and cannot browse.

-Dario Contreras

------------------------------ Email 7,286 ------------------------------

From: japoundstone
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 12:55
Subject: Open Internet
I am adding my voice to implore you to please help classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services. Thank you
for your time.
Sincerely,
Joseph Poundstone

------------------------------ Email 7,287 ------------------------------

From: mike2sull
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:55
Subject: Shortsighted Net Neutrality Decision
Good morning FCC,

I find your recent decision to allow internet "fast lanes" deeply troubling.  Coupled with the proposed Comcast - Time
Warner merger, your decision will destroy the internet as we know it.

I'd like to start this email with a message from your boss and our President:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."
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-Senator Obama

As you are no doubt aware, consumer access to the internet is controlled by an utility oligopoly.  A small number of
national firms offer the only means of accessing the internet and the barriers to entry for start-up ISPs are incredibly
high meaning they do not operate in a free market.  The same firms that own the ISPs in the United States also own the
cable providers.  In your scenario, what happens if one of those firms wants to censor something?  Maybe they only
want people to get their news from Fox News since they have some sort of arrangement with them?  Well, stop offering
CNN and provide Fox with an internet "Fast Lane".  Content is now censored and speech is limited.  Is that the America
 you want to live in?

The beauty of a free market is that it drives down prices and drives up quality.  The United States, with its oligopoly on
internet access, ranks 33rd in the world for average download
speeds<http://www.netindex.com/download/allcountries/>.  The self proclaimed "Greatest Nation on Earth" trails
Russia in internet speeds, but at least we still beat Canada, right?  It's pathetic.  The utilities providing access to the
internet have no competition and thus no reason to increase quality or decrease prices.  American citizens pay absurd
amounts of money to Comcast and other firms like it for internet access that trails countries that most Americans won't
even be able to find on a map.  These firms take our tax money and promise to improve their infrastructure and then
lobby for the ability not to improve the infrastructure.

The United States Government is supposedly "Of the People, By the People, For the People."  The FCC, as a regulatory
body of the United States, has a duty to the people of the United States to keep the internet neutral.  The FCC has a duty
to the people of the United States to classify the internet utility companies as common carriers to ensure equal access for
 all Americans.

I recommend reading the following documents:

*       The Cost of Connectivity 2013 - New American
Foundation<http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013>
*       The Case Against ISP Tolls - Netflix<http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html>

Our President clearly laid out his vision for the internet.  It is now your responsibility to stop the political double talk
("fast lanes" and net neutrality are not compatible, stop calling them the same thing), do your duty, and ensure that
internet access remains equal for all Americans.

-Mike Sullivan

------------------------------ Email 7,288 ------------------------------

From: iwalkvertically
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern:
The issue of net neutrality is a big one. Without it many aspects of what makes America great will be diminished.
Starting from the bottom and working your way to the top through perseverance will no longer be enough. Allowing
neutrality to go away will be seen as letting money win over what's right in America. The rest of the world will view us
as people who value money over equality. That is not the image or the lifestyle I want to lead.

------------------------------ Email 7,289 ------------------------------

From: alisono
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:56
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Subject: Open internet
Please classify internet providers as Title II telecommunication services. This is 2014, landlines are dying and the
internet is how Americans communicate now, protect it.

Alison
Santa Monica, CA

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,290 ------------------------------

From: smith.denise.m
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:56
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   --
   Denise Smith
   (678) 571-0533

------------------------------ Email 7,291 ------------------------------

From: darren



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:56
Subject: Enforce Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lion’s share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much.

A concerned citizen,

Darren Alfonso

Ortega Group LLC | www.theortegagroup.com

Mobile | 408.898.0754

------------------------------ Email 7,292 ------------------------------

From: markdell90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:56
Subject: The internet and my freedom.
For many in today's world, freedom means something different than what they read about in history books.

As a young man in his 20s, the American dream is just that, and any chance of every obtaining a college degree with out
 selling my kidney and first born is out the window.

Then we learn, after many years of conspiracy and discussion, that our fears were true. That in the America we live, is
no longer the America we trust.

Every citizen, including the person reading this, is spied on. Maybe not individually, and if you do no wrong, why worry
 right? But what was once considered the OPEN web, is highly controlled by the agencies who were made to protect us.

Based on this reality, the fact that the FCC now wants to add another layer of control over how America uses it's web
connections, is appalling.

Is this business practice was applied to anything else, it would be illegal.

Buy a car, but continue to pay the manufacture for "access" fees to open the door.
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May be a poor analogy, but you get the picture.

With spying, finical education collapse, and no end in sight for either one, why make this world tougher for the next
generation?

They're already washing their hands in money.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,293 ------------------------------

From: eodend
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:56
Subject: The downfall of mankind's greatest invention
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

The internet is one of mankind's greatest inventions that the world depends on. There's a lot more on the line than a
corporation's revenue if net neurtrality goes away. This would effectively destroy the internet as we know it, and all
because of one country, or better yet, a handful of telecommunication companies. This would contribute to the United
States' standings declining due to added corporate interests putting their companies needs first over that of the people of
the world.

I would also further ask what companies such as Verizon, AT&T, Comcast, Time Warner, and so on .. did with the $200
 BILLION dollars the US Government gave to them to have fiber ran to every home in the country. Had they invested
that money like they were supposed to, we wouldn't be hearing about Comcast and others complaining about not having
the infrastructure in place to handle the demands of modern day internet usage. The only improvement in Comcast  and
AT&T's service in the areas I live and work came from threats of Google Fiber moving into their markets. Until this
happened, Comcast and others had no competition to drive prices down or to deliver better products and services to its
customers.

Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen and internet engineer,

Eric Odendahl
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"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

------------------------------ Email 7,294 ------------------------------

From: ryan.a.wiggins
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: Neutrality plans
To whom it may concern,

I am a 25 year old male in Austin,  Texas.  I am a brother,  a son,  a neighbor,  and a gainfully employed citizen of the
United States.  I am the generation that was born out of the 90s.

All that I've learned has been enhanced by the Internet.  It helped me get through college,  it got me my first job and
subsequent two promotions -  I'm am highly vested in the use and success of the Internet.

The Internet today is a utility, much in the same way as electricity or water and sewage.   If certain providers had been
given electricity,  would they not inherently be more monopolistic? If a farmer got more water,  their crops would
understandably grow bigger?

You cannot seriously provide a separation in services and not expect a backlash.

I ask you to reconsider.  Give freedom a chance.  Please

Ryan

------------------------------ Email 7,295 ------------------------------

From: justinhazelton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: Please Maintain Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Please maintain net neutrality rules as they are today. Ending net neutrality will help no Americans except for those who
 own the the service providers like Comcast, who already have a monopoly over markets, which allows them to
overcharge for a service that is slow compared to other nations in the world.

Thank you,
Justin Hazelton
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------------------------------ Email 7,296 ------------------------------

From: alexddj99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alex Sharfman
16000 sherman way
Van nuys, CA 91405

------------------------------ Email 7,297 ------------------------------

From: hart.cornelius
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality

   To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as aTitle
 II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,298 ------------------------------

From: 4hawcreek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners,

I am very concerned that the potential "commercially reasonable" idea is a travesty for the smaller users of the
Internet/WWW, and that this appears to be an effort to grant special favors to ISPs.

As a consumer, I will immediately lose money to keep my current Internet content flowing to my home.  But more
importantly, I feel this will throttle the amazing new incarnation of Free Speech which has evolved, thanks to the
neutrality currently enjoyed.

Please do not grant ISPs this criminal licence to gouge consumers and content providers.  Most of the United States
already suffers under a monopoly situation for acceptable Internet access speeds.

Thank you for considering my opinion on this crucial matter.

Jonathan Coble
2 Greenbriar Road
Asheville,  NC. 28805
(828) 702- 8704

------------------------------ Email 7,299 ------------------------------

From: lahart2017
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: The open internet
I have and always will consider the job of an isp to be acting as a pipe to carry information. Much like a telephone pole,
its job is not to dictate what appliances i use my electricity on, but merely be the mode of transportation by which i
access content that they themselves do not generate. As isp's have expanded and seek to grow in markets such as the
streaming of online content i cannot help but feel that allowing for these "fast lanes" will lead to abuse in favor of the
ones controlling our internet traffic. To keep this short, i would fully support the reclassification of internet as a Title 2
telecom service under the communications act. While i have my doubts that this will be achieved in the near future, it is
the direction that i would like to see the FCC take. Barring this, then at least the FCC should be working towards back to
 where we were in 2013, with no fast lanes, no opportunity for bias from the cable giants and clearly worded regulations
 that do not allow for broad interpretation and abuse as the current proposal most certainly does. Thank you for your
time.

------------------------------ Email 7,300 ------------------------------

From: btstreight
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: Open Internet
The "internet fast lane" and similar proposals are a bad idea and everyone knows it. How long will it be before
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companies subject to absolutely pointless toll road trollery pass on the cost to an already overburdened consumer base?
Which is to say nothing of ISPs (in most cases) reaping a double payment for the same service they were barely
providing anyway. A quick look around the internet and it won't take anyone long to realize just how widespread and
deep this sentiment is across the country. Pandering to legacy businesses with no desire to evolve and adapt with the
times is devastating to innovation and the country as a whole, end this nonsense and classify ISPs as common carriers
already.

Restore true Net Neutrality, future generations deserve nothing less. You have the power to do it.

--

-
?B?

------------------------------ Email 7,301 ------------------------------

From: juniorstout
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

gene stout
232 deadening fork
pikeville, KY 41501
US

------------------------------ Email 7,302 ------------------------------

From: methabrown
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Metha Brown
132 DeGraw St. 1st Floor
Brooklyn, NY 11231
US

------------------------------ Email 7,303 ------------------------------

From: aletia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

aletia trepte
4545 collwood 59
san diego, CA 92115

------------------------------ Email 7,304 ------------------------------

From: phwoooaar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:58
Subject: DON'T Kill Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing in support of Net Neutrality and am AGAINST your proposal for "fast lanes". There is nothing net neutral
forcing content providers and internet users to pay more money for better service. In fact, that is extortion at the finest
given that there is a severe lack of Internet providers to choose from. Don't think we're tricked. We all know Tom
Wheeler is a former lobbyist for big cable and he's probably taking money from them to get this piece of shit of a
proposal passed.

------------------------------ Email 7,305 ------------------------------

From: kingucoreas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:58
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 7,306 ------------------------------

From: dresschultz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dresden Schultz

US

------------------------------ Email 7,307 ------------------------------

From: coloj
To:
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With the most respect I could ever give a group of individuals,

Evan McMenamy

------------------------------ Email 7,310 ------------------------------

From: caspy7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: These new rules are not neutral.
The new "net neutrality" rules are the *opposite* of neutrality.

Your job is to protect citizens from being taken advantage of by corporations, but you're just serving them up on a
platter.

------------------------------ Email 7,311 ------------------------------

From: jer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
ARE. YOU. KIDDING?

Make ISPs Common Carriers. Bits should be bits.

The internet is a communications medium, not pay-per-view cable TV.

Tom Wheeler should resign in disgrace for even proposing something as
nakedly corrupt as this so called 'solution'.

Your job is to protect communication of American citizens, not telecom
industry profits.

------------------------------ Email 7,312 ------------------------------

From: krueg005
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: The importance of net neutrality
Hello,

My name is Heith Krueger and I am writing to comment on your upcoming meeting on net neutrality. From the stand
point of a college student, I am viewing what has happened over the past year with your administration to be incredibly
disappointing. With former executives of Verizon and Comcast now in managerial positions at the head of the FCC, you
 have once again sold the freedom of the American people to the highest bidder. The amount of corruption currently
being allowed in our government is staggering to say the least.

If the FCC were to allow bandwidth throttling based on decisions made by ISP's through pay walls, that would mean the
 end of start up companies and free market competition on the web. What would prevent a company like Verizon from
providing increased bandwidth to a video streaming service they have a financial piece in, then throttling the existing
sites bandwidth to make it barely usable for competitors? Any popular idea that were to emerge on the internet would be
 copied, then slowly suffocated through limited bandwidth resources until they are forced to sell or pay premium prices
to inflate ISP profits.
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I sincerely hope you reconsider your decision on allowing ISP's to throttle service as they see fit. You do not allow other
 resource companies, such as water and electric, to be prejudiced toward certain entities, so why would you allow ISP's
to do so? Thank you for your time

Sincerely,
Heith Krueger

------------------------------ Email 7,313 ------------------------------

From: anontheghost
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

               - Norman Henderson

------------------------------ Email 7,314 ------------------------------

From: leachy114
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: Net neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
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entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.
No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.
Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

--
Christopher Leach
Sent with Airmail

------------------------------ Email 7,315 ------------------------------

From: kesvelt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: No preferential treatment of internet traffic
Internet providers are utilities who provide a telecommunications service.  We already pay them for access to data at a
certain bandwidth.  They shouldn't get to decide what comes faster.

Any preferential data treatment whatsoever would hurt consumers by favoring established industries over innovative
startups.

Please throw out these proposed rules and begin regulating broadband as a telecommunications service with complete
net neutrality.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Kevin Esvelt

Newton, MA 02466

------------------------------ Email 7,316 ------------------------------

From: candacerappaport
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Edith Rappaport

Raleigh, NC 27613

------------------------------ Email 7,317 ------------------------------

From: drew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: Protect net neutrality
The internet is a critical resource that connects virtuall everyone in
America. For many, like myself, it's even more important. Consider this
story from my own experience. I operate a small website that takes user
privacy and open source very seriously. Our expenses are already quite
high, and I operate it out of my own pocket. I compete with some of the
biggest sites out there, ones that can afford to bribe ISPs into serving
content faster for them. One of the biggest requirements for my site is
to serve content fast to users - if we're too slow, we won't see any
adoption.

Existing net neutraility laws and policies protect a site like mine. A
site that cares deeply for users and sticks to strong morals that many
larger sites do not. When all websites are treated as equal by ISPs,
competeition is feasible. Otherwise, people starting new websites will
be discouraged from doing so, and people who already have small websites
may be forced to shut them down.

Even larger sites are affected. If sites like Netflix have to bribe ISPs
into serving content faster for them, the already nasty monopolies the
ISPs have will grow even stronger.

In the short term, please defend net neutraility laws. In the long term,
please consider operating internet access like a public utility.
Consider that America, long known as one of the greatest centers of
freedom and market liberty in the world, has horrendous internet speeds
compared to most other developed countries. Combine that with the
critical view the post-Snowden world has of us, and the USA is quickly
becoming a less attractive place to grow a business, or a family. Many
ISPs already have a monopoly - even where I live, Comcast is the only
viable option for internet service, and I can't stand them.

Most of all, in the immediate term, protect net neutrality.

Drew DeVault

------------------------------ Email 7,318 ------------------------------

From: drew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
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Subject: Protect net neutrality
The internet is a critical resource that connects virtuall everyone in
America. For many, like myself, it's even more important. Consider this
story from my own experience. I operate a small website that takes user
privacy and open source very seriously. Our expenses are already quite
high, and I operate it out of my own pocket. I compete with some of the
biggest sites out there, ones that can afford to bribe ISPs into serving
content faster for them. One of the biggest requirements for my site is
to serve content fast to users - if we're too slow, we won't see any
adoption.

Existing net neutraility laws and policies protect a site like mine. A
site that cares deeply for users and sticks to strong morals that many
larger sites do not. When all websites are treated as equal by ISPs,
competeition is feasible. Otherwise, people starting new websites will
be discouraged from doing so, and people who already have small websites
may be forced to shut them down.

Even larger sites are affected. If sites like Netflix have to bribe ISPs
into serving content faster for them, the already nasty monopolies the
ISPs have will grow even stronger.

In the short term, please defend net neutraility laws. In the long term,
please consider operating internet access like a public utility.
Consider that America, long known as one of the greatest centers of
freedom and market liberty in the world, has horrendous internet speeds
compared to most other developed countries. Combine that with the
critical view the post-Snowden world has of us, and the USA is quickly
becoming a less attractive place to grow a business, or a family. Many
ISPs already have a monopoly - even where I live, Comcast is the only
viable option for internet service, and I can't stand them.

Most of all, in the immediate term, protect net neutrality.

Drew DeVault

------------------------------ Email 7,319 ------------------------------

From: terry.poot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Terry Poot
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Las Vegas, NV 89119

------------------------------ Email 7,320 ------------------------------

From: g33
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 12:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

gregg Barker

IL 60187

------------------------------ Email 7,321 ------------------------------

From: clarkcfpville
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Charles Clark
875 W Main St
Platteville, WI 53818

------------------------------ Email 7,322 ------------------------------

From: jgiacobbi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:00
Subject: Protect net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

The "fast lane" proposal would have a disastrous impact on the economy and the prospects of individual Americans.
Enabling Oligopolies such as AT&T, Verizon, and Comcast to strangle internet traffic in order to maximize profits is a
gross abuse of power. These entities and other Internet Service Providers should be regulated like the natural
monopolies that they are.

-Justin Giacobbi

------------------------------ Email 7,323 ------------------------------
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From: puccini
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Now. Show the American people that our politicians aren't corporate stooges.

Jody Chastain
PO Box 2994
Longview, WA 98632
US

------------------------------ Email 7,324 ------------------------------

From: commander4ever12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph Young

CA 92677
US

------------------------------ Email 7,325 ------------------------------

From: senses3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:00
Subject: Net neutrality
I am really depressed with the path the fcc is letting the Internet go down. I am writing this to ask you to classify ISPs as
 a title II telecommunications service.

If you let net neutrality die then you will be letting free speech take another punch in the gut and make it so he rich
people in this country have even more control over the 99%.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,326 ------------------------------

From: dixon.stephenp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:00
Subject: Enforce net neutrality
Please enforce complete neutrality in our communication channels., do not let ISP's control how much bandwidth any
site is allowed to have. True net neutrality means the free exchange of information between people and organizations.
Please end the corruption.
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------------------------------ Email 7,327 ------------------------------

From: jasonperryford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:01
Subject: Proposed "fast lane" addition to Network Neutrality rules
What a terrible idea.  The only organizations which benefit from this proposed change are the last mile providers such as
 Verizon, Comcast, Time Warner, AT&T, etc.  In other words, the only beneficiaries are big business.  Consumers will
not benefit when companies like Netflix have to pay increased peering fees to Comast, those increase costs get passed
onto the Netflix subscribers.  Consumers will not benefit when the last mile providers create a fast lane for only the
companies which can afford it.  Can you imagine a new innovative business with heavy bandwidth needs similar to
Netflix, Steam, or Youtube succeeding without true network neutrality?

How about doing something to benefit consumers for a change.  For example, why do we pay so much more than other
industrialized countries for slower internet access?  Why are the last mile providers allowed to ignore the needs of rural
communities?  Why are the last mile providers allowed to campaign against city or state sponsored internet services?
And how does it benefit any consumer when Comcast and Time Warner are allow to merge?

How about you do something which would benefit consumers for a change instead of the industry you hope to land your
 next job with?

------------------------------ Email 7,328 ------------------------------

From: nathanwharvey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:01
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
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A concerned citizen,

--

Nathan Harvey
Junior at Westfield Highschool in Chantilly, Virginia (view my schedule<http://i.imgur.com/0AQx3MJ.png>).

------------------------------ Email 7,329 ------------------------------

From: maynoush
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:01
Subject: Net neutrality please!
I would like ISPs classified as Title II telecommunication services.

Freedom of expression matters. Don't push the internet down the same route as cable tv.

Thanks you.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,330 ------------------------------

From: mitchell.sco.embry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
To Whom it may concern,

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Regards,

Mitch Embry

TPF Test Coverage

HP Enterprise Services
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Tulsa, OK

Email mailto:

------------------------------ Email 7,331 ------------------------------

From: whatsnextlm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:02
Subject: NO GATEKEEPERS FOR THE INTERNET!!
Dear FCC:

I think it's OUTRAGEOUS that you would even consider allowing crooks like COMCAST to FILTER, CONTROL,
CHARGE HIGHER RATES to users of the Internet, especially since corporations like COMCAST have
MONOPOLIES on the internet in thousands of areas across the U.S. where THEY are the ONLY choice for internet
transmission... both for individual home users and BUSINESSES.   This will effectively allow them to PICK AND
CHOOSE which businesses (that use internet websites for sales and information) succeed and which businesses FAIL.

ALLOWING THEM TO CHARGE HIGHER RATES to websites sharing content HAS ALREADY FAILED...  in
recent SCANDALS where COMCAST was SLOWING DOWN TRANSMISSION on content THEY DIDN'T LIKE.

DO NOT ALLOW THIS.   CENSORING CONTENT IS TANTAMOUNT TO THROWING THIS WORLD BACK
INTO THE DARK AGES of INFORMATION SHARING.  The effects of this will be FAR more reaching than
economics.... it will be disastrous to HUMAN CONNECTION.

Lucy Moyer
Beaverton, OR

------------------------------ Email 7,332 ------------------------------

From: normandgorby
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
normand dufresne



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 7,333 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:02
Subject: I do not want rich-net and poor-net!
I am a retired computer engineer, with 15 years working at Intel and 15 years teaching computer classes.  I use and
value the internet for everything it provides.  The absolute worst thing that could happen is to allow a “pay to play”
option for internet access and speed.  That would inhibit the growth and innovation that currently exists, by penalizing
smaller or newer businesses (and individuals) who are not able to pay the higher rates that large (existing) companies
like Comcast can.

I agree 100% with the position posted on Whitehouse.gov, that “We as a nation must settle for nothing less than
complete neutrality in our communication channels.”

Any rules that create a difference of service depending on the rate paid, a “rich-net poor-net”, are wrong and must not be
 implemented.

John

John Buesseler

26228 NW Dairy Creek Rd, North Plains, OR 97133<http://maps.google.com/maps?
q=26228+NW+Dairy+Creek+Rd+North+Plains,+OR+97133&oe=utf-8&rls=org.mozilla:en-US:official&client=firefox-
a&um=1&ie=UTF-
8&hq=&hnear=26228+NW+Dairy+Creek+Rd,+North+Plains,+OR+97133&gl=us&ei=O5dSS6eYIIKCsgPI9OSECA&
sa=X&oi=geocode_re>

mailto:

503.647.2601

------------------------------ Email 7,334 ------------------------------

From: zacr654
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Zachary Ross

 32817

------------------------------ Email 7,335 ------------------------------

From: sheavalenzuela32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shea Valenzuela
1121Driftwood Pl
Salinas, CA 93901

------------------------------ Email 7,336 ------------------------------

From: detmar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:03
Subject: Net Neutrality is essential
The Internet is the modern world's communication system.  We
absolutely need a clear regulation or law that maintains that anyone
in the business of providing Internet access can never prefer one data
source over another.

True net neutrality, enforced by a clear federal regulation, is
essential to my freedom to communicate and innovate.

It's heartbreaking to find our country, a symbol of freedom, on the
verge of losing the openness of the one modern conduit of
communication to corporate control.

It's outrageous to watch the word-bending doublespeak that Neutrality
opponents use to justify their corporate interests, at the expense of
everyone.

It's also baffling to me why conservatives aren't in love with Net
Neutrality.  Is the First Amendment government overreach?  Of course
not.  In the same way as the 1st amendment, Net Neutrality protects
our freedom.  It's not overregulation; it's the opposite.

We seem to have one last moment of hope to protect the computer-age
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version of one of our most basic freedoms, the freedom of speech.
Let's make this right.

Declare Net Neutrality to be a fundamental right.

Detmar Peterke
Entrepreneur
Software Engineer

------------------------------ Email 7,337 ------------------------------

From: tylerngerdes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:03
Subject: Nat Neutrality and the Success of Our Nation
To Whom it May Concern,

The presence of a free and open Internet has been the catalyst for many of this nation's greatest developments, from
incredible successes in the propagation of scientific research and education to the creation of entirely new media
channels that break the status quo and provide quality entertainment at a sustainable price. We're coming into a time
where technological development as well as infrastructure investment will play a key role in determining the United
States' standing in the global economy, and net neutrality should be the primary goal in mind for this development.

The reason cable companies allege that net neutrality will hurt their profit margins is not because services like Netflix
and YouTube require large amounts of bandwidth. In countries like South Korea where 100 Mbps internet connections
only cost $26 a month, ISPs rarely, if ever, complain about net neutrality, since their infrastructure has been developed
to the point where it can sustain consumer demand long-term.

What our cable companies have done in this country is very nearly criminal: they've deliberately held back innovations
like widespread fiber access in order to charge more for lower speeds, which in turn put undue strain on their networks
when high-bandwidth services come along. By doing this, they can now claim that there is a need to charge extra for
these high-bandwidth services, when in actuality they're just delaying the solution to the problem.

Two easy solutions can start us on the path to correcting this: enforce net neutrality, and classify ISP's as common
carriers. By doing this, you can send a message to cable companies that deliberately subverting innovation to extort
money from consumers is not an acceptable business practice, and that if they want to not have overburdened networks,
they should use some of their record-setting profits to invest in long-term sustainable solutions like fiber-to-the-home
deployment.

The FCC has every right to do what is necessary to secure America's superiority in the rapidly-innovating world of fast,
open, reliable, and low-cost Internet access. You have two options: either obey the cable lobbyists for your own gain
and allow net neutrality to die, or act in the best interest of the American people and ensure all data has equal access to
our nation's network infrastructure.

I pray you will make the right choice. Thank you for your time.

--

Tyler Gerdes
Sociology '15
Vanderbilt University

------------------------------ Email 7,338 ------------------------------
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From: max.randhahn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:03
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 7,339 ------------------------------

From: rstapes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lynn and Roger Stapes

------------------------------ Email 7,340 ------------------------------

From: zsteinbrunn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:03
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,

Excuse the form letter response. I saw this comment and it best encapsulates my opinion.

------------------------------ Email 7,341 ------------------------------

From: estate51
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Shirley Tait
701 N. 7th Ave
Walla Walla, WA 99362
US

------------------------------ Email 7,342 ------------------------------
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From: leesan43
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Please Reclassify Broadband Access as a Type II Telecommunications  Service
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to you today to implore you to classify broadband access as a Type II telecommunications service.  Net
neutrality cannot be preserved in a world where the ISPs have control over who gets what speeds when connecting.  Net
 neutrality is a major issue to both me, and many of my associates.  I look forward to your support in this issue.

Sincerely,

Chris Ruiz - A concerned USA citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,343 ------------------------------

From: candersonosu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Chris Anderson

------------------------------ Email 7,344 ------------------------------

From: cknauss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Keep the net free
Net Neutrality needs to be maintained.  I am an IT professional and I cannot think of a worse decision for the US to take
 with the internet.

Casey Knauss
IT Professional

------------------------------ Email 7,345 ------------------------------

From: pkennedy47
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Pat Kennedy

CT 06109
US

------------------------------ Email 7,346 ------------------------------

From: redwards9955
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rick Edwards
1068 Plaza Dr.
Martinez, CA 94553
US

------------------------------ Email 7,347 ------------------------------

From: m.cortez80
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

p.s you guys suck.

------------------------------ Email 7,348 ------------------------------

From: rameznarich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Oppose Plans
To FCC

I absolutely oppose any plan to let Internet service providers give preferential treatment to some content providers on
"commercially reasonable" terms.

Dr. Richard Meznarich

------------------------------ Email 7,349 ------------------------------

From: wileybob122
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Net neutrality
You are going against the President's promises, and ones that helped him get elected.  If you do this, it will really start to
 piss people off.

------------------------------ Email 7,350 ------------------------------

From: jhendrix559
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Lopilato
811 Kings Croft
Cherry Hill, NJ 08034

------------------------------ Email 7,351 ------------------------------

From: mattkrein1993
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Barack Obama on net neutrality
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Barack Obama June 8th, 2006

--

Matthew Klein

------------------------------ Email 7,352 ------------------------------

From: ericmorales115
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

eric morales
d45 calle 5 urb medina
isabela, PR 00662
PR

------------------------------ Email 7,353 ------------------------------

From: amb2189
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Stop this!
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.
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2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service" (Type II). The companies that operate the
network must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted
over the network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 7,354 ------------------------------

From: jtlaredo9566
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Keep the net neutrality
I dont have the option to choose between my cable in my city.
 In a country were monopoly's and dictatorships are seen as un american , this fcc ruling just shows how hypocrisy is
shown ,  Please use your judgement on us consumers who are the ones affected ,  I pay for my cable bill and expect it to
be just.  I plead with you neutrality is the fair and american way

------------------------------ Email 7,355 ------------------------------

From: julianaross
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality!

Juliana Ross
0 Woodruff ave
Brooklyn, NY 11226
US

------------------------------ Email 7,356 ------------------------------

From: nullskillvoid
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:05
Subject: Changes to FCC regulations
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and someone who conducts the lions share of his business via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is  a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
 open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
 every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Daniel Anderson

------------------------------ Email 7,357 ------------------------------

From: guitarjohn83
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

john Hunsberger

UT 84057
US

------------------------------ Email 7,358 ------------------------------

From: cwarren205
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Warren

Pell City, AL 35128

------------------------------ Email 7,359 ------------------------------

From: cbresten
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am a Scientist, a Computational Mathematician to be exact. I was born and raised in the U.S. I am 26 years old. I know
 time is of the essence, so I will be blunt:

The inability of the FCC to regulate our internet service providers is setting back our country scientifically and
educationally. The rising costs and falling speeds keep our young minds poor and ignorant. The internet was once a
place where anyone's message could be shared with the world with the same priority. Loss of net-neutrality means loss
of exactly this.

Now, eventually, only those with the wallet to pay tolls to the ISP's(or willing to work though someone who does) will
be able to reach an audience. This is contrary to the spirit of the internet and incompatible with the ideologies upon
which our great society is based.

Furthermore, a good portion of the infrastructure which the ISP's are charging us so much to use was build with public
funds. The idea and implementation of the internet was invented in military research labs using the taxpayer's funds. It is
 perplexing to me that we have(and insist on) public roads, but have access only to privatized internet(that is really
mostly a monopoly).

This is a matter of infrastructure for economic development, in the same way that roads are. Without roads, goods do
not move. Without internet access, ideas do not move.
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~Chris Bresten

------------------------------ Email 7,360 ------------------------------

From: andrewdyau
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Andrew Yau, I am an internet consumer who pays $50 for poor service from AT&T, and I am writing to
comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. I will leave you with a reminder of what President
Obama said prior to being elected into the office of POTUS:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

Thank you very much for your time,

--

Andrew Yau
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------------------------------ Email 7,361 ------------------------------

From: rcmills517
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:06
Subject: Reclassify Internet providers as common carriers
We have benefited enormously from the egalitarian way in which the Internet treats information regardless of type or
source, some of the most successful companies in America owe their existence this feature. Now the FCC has proposed
a system that allows broadband providers to discriminate amongst Internet traffic, ensuring special treatment for
companies and services of their choosing, the opposite of the neutral Internet that has existed so far. When the court
vacated the FCC's weak rules on traffic discrimination in January, the judge gave a specific instruction on how they
could ensure a neutral Internet within the boundaries of the law: reclassify Internet broadband providers as "common
carriers."

Please do this. Please help keep the Internet open by reclassifying ISPs as common carriers.

------------------------------ Email 7,362 ------------------------------

From: darrylbickell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I thank you for allowing public feedback on this issue sooner than you typically due because I feel it is one of the
biggest technological issues of our time. If the rules that were leaked are accurate it terrifies as me as a consumer. The
reality is in this country that in many areas the only options you have for high speed internet are Comcast and Verizon,
and in some areas you only have one option. There is no competition between providers, which is bad enough, and
letting them dictate who gets what internet speeds based on getting MORE MONEY from content providers is scary.
We already pay very high costs for, in my opinion, sub standard internet speeds and customer service. With these new
proposed rules it would allow them to not only charge US for high speed internet, but then charge content providers to
pay in to be able to get the high speeds we pay for. I pay an ISP for a certain data speed, it should not be up to them if I
get that speed for the websites that pay in and not get that speed for websites that do not. Will they give me a discount
on my bill if I use websites that are not buying into their "fast lanes" and do not get the 20 mbps speed that I pay for? I
highly doubt it. There is absolutely no benefit for the consumer in these new rules, the only people that benefit are the
massive ISP's that are already profiting at a ridiculous rate. I would strongly urge you to reconsider these rules as they
will destroy the internet and put it in the hands of the ISP's who's only job should be to provide access to the websites,
not dictate what websites get what speeds.

Thank you for your time,

Darryl Bickell

------------------------------ Email 7,363 ------------------------------

From: k.mowrey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not compromise net neutrality. It is a staple of human accomplishment that you're about to remove.

------------------------------ Email 7,364 ------------------------------
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From: jgibbs10
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:07
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

I believe it is imperative for commerce and social development that broadband access--and internet access in general--
remain unfettered and classified as a **Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.**

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules. The loss of net neutrality will create unnecessary and
burdensome costs to the benefit of a few corporations with no benefit whatsoever to society.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast  and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Jack Gibbs

------------------------------ Email 7,365 ------------------------------

From: phillis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:07
Subject: Feedback on proposed new rules on net neutrality
Dear Commissioner,

As an ordinary citizen, I wish to oppose your proposed new rules on net
neutrality.

In my opinion these new rules do not adhere to the concept of net
neutrality.  These rules will give preferential treatment to ISP's and
to some content providers.  What about smaller ISP's and smaller content
providers who cannot afford this "preferential treatment"? How is this
net neutrality?  How is this neutral?

Your rules need to cast real net neutrality in stone - that means ALL
NETWORK TRAFFIC IS EQUAL - NO COMMERCIALLY REASONABLE TERMS CAN BE
GRANTED TO ANYONE.  COMCAST'S DEAL WITH NETFLIX MUST BE OUTLAWED,
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First Keep a threshold like 100 TB (just for example) per month transfer of data by a web site to be considered
normal usage.  Anything extra will be taxed like a commodity like Electricity Usage.
When paying for Web, the people who pay will get higher speed than regular public (who uses very less for email, read
news, listen some songs).
The money gained from the usage will be used for better research and utilized for giving internet to government
organization or poor people or further research of internet technology.

Thank You.
Bhagavathy Pillai

------------------------------ Email 7,367 ------------------------------

From: robertchrist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:07
Subject: Feedback On New Proposal: This isn't a good plan

In short: Allowing ISPs to charge for any form of traffic prioritization is a horrible step that will directly harm my
profession as a technology startup in NYC.  ISPs need to be seen as title 2 communications carriers; as utilities
(common carriers), and not given the ability to sell access to faster connections to consumers.

I wrote out a much longer answer for feedback initially.  I have spent several years working as a consultant in the
telecommunications industry, which left me with a rather clear view the mindset and expect-able goals of some of the
nation's largest ISPs.  I currently work in a tech startup in NYC.  We are web facing, and if ISPs around the nation were
allowed to prioritize our much financially larger competitor's website, we would be in quite a dire position, despite the
fact that we are growing quickly and have a much better product.

But then I realized, that really, there was no point in providing an in depth position on the topic.  If ISPs are forced to be
 Net Neutral, (which, for refresher, means they act as a utility, not an active switch), then the internet is an open market
in which the ideas of different entrepreneurs can compete for their ideas on a level playing ground.  As a result, the web
based tech sector of the American economy is one of a momentarily small number of places where America both is
actively leading the world, as well as being a vibrant part of the economy that is both alive and growing.

Allowing ISPs to prioritize content in _any_ way creates a distortion effect through this entire sector of the economy.  It
means that businesses will no longer be able to compete based on the validity of their idea in the marketplace, but will
be forced to compete on their ability to create priority access agreements to a continuously shrinking number of
gatekeeper ISPs.

But you know that already, so please, act in the interest of the American people.  Do not act in favor of those that desire
to profit by standing between technology innovators and the public.  As our economy continues to digitize, the health
and global competitiveness of the future, entire American economy is directly tied to the quality of our
telecommunications infrastructure, and they simply do not need another hand out from the government.  They need to
be forced to learn to increase their profits through competition and improving quality of service, like any real business,
not through the political wrangling this represents.  Not by killing net neutrality for short term profit at the expense of
the people.

------------------------------ Email 7,368 ------------------------------

From: sylverlokk
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 13:07
Subject: Net ownership
The currently proposed plans for a speed lane for the internet are 180 degrees in opposition to the core principals of Net
Neutrality, which president Obama claims he supported before his election, and which have allowed the Internet to be
such a force for innovation in our society. Instead of taking the recent court setbacks as a call to action to reclassify
broadband as telecommunications, as the court itself suggested, the former lobbyist running the FCC instead wishes to
avoid that fight and buckle directly under the broadband companies thumb.

The current system requires that everyone has access to the backbone and thus even smaller companies or groups can
use the Internet to either expand their ideas or propagate their cause. When the bandwidth gets tight there is an incentive
 for production of additional capacity.  The newly proposed rules have several drawbacks. First, they allow priority use
of bandwidth, which if taken to extremes could partially or completely shut down or disable access too bandwidth for
others. Secondly, this priority fast lane will cost more and those costs will be passed directly onto consumers, making
the internet more expensive to use. Lastly, if bandwidth is tight, then raising prices by adding yet more "faster lanes"
would increase profits while decreasing bandwidth use by again squeezing out the lower profit consumer bandwidth,
while at the same time reducing the 'need' to increase infrastructure spending to maintain competition.

In every respect the proposed rules are a terrible terrible idea for anyone who isn't a big broadband company, and
especially for the consumer, and the FCC should be ashamed for promoting them. Please reverse course and reclassify
isp's as telecommunication agencies under stricter regulations.

David Maddocks

------------------------------ Email 7,369 ------------------------------

From: werk ltd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:08
Subject: Re: Sign the petition: Save Net Neutrality now
Are you f---ing kidding me? Is this your job, to sell out the public? In the name of what principle do you do this? Who
the hell elected you to do this?

Do understand that the day you attempt to exit from the revolving door that you use to service the interests of your
clients, as opposed to the interests of your employers, the people of the United States, I will be standing there to bring
you all hell and make you regret your actions.

Suck up to your employers for once in your miserable lives.

Sincerely,

Bruce M. Foster

PS: Please note that nothing in this email should be construed as permission to add this email address (or any address
associated with this domain) to any email lists. If you haven't asked me directly for permission, then you don't have it. I
tend to take offense at that, don't you know. I have a mail box for bulk mailings about other people's crap, er, projects.
And this isn't it.
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  _____

From: "Charles Chamberlain, Democracy for America" <
To: Bruce M. Foster <
Sent: Saturday, April 26, 2014 8:44 AM
Subject: Sign the petition: Save Net Neutrality now

Bruce M. -

In early 2003, a former governor of Vermont threw his hat in the ring as a long-shot contender for the Democratic
presidential nomination. With limited name recognition and without funds to run a national campaign, Howard Dean's
chances seemed slim at best.

That's when grassroots supporters -- passionate about Howard Dean's opposition to the Iraq War -- self-organized on the
 relatively new "Internet" and catapulted his candidacy into the national spotlight. Utilizing this revolutionary medium
to communicate with each other online, people across the country inspired by the Dean for America campaign
transformed the political process practically overnight. Volunteers, bloggers, and small donors connected through the
Internet, and very nearly pulled off one of the biggest upsets in presidential campaign history -- which became the
genesis for the founding of Democracy for America in 2004.

Simply put, the Internet made the impossible possible. As a space in which diverse voices can be expressed and
grassroots movements can mobilize quickly, the Internet levels the political playing field. The rapid sharing of ideas and
 the ability to potentially reach a huge audience with nothing but a computer and an Internet connection empowers
anyone to let their voice be heard. For now.

Big corporations like AT&T, Comcast, and Verizon want to control what you see online. They want to charge content
providers, like Netflix or YouTube, for carrying their traffic. That violates the FCC's policy of Net Neutrality, a
cornerstone of Internet freedom. Net Neutrality simply means that all data is to be treated equally, without content being
 favored or discriminated against based on ability to pay. Without Net Neutrality, Governor Dean couldn't have built a
people-powered presidential campaign online -- and DFA would not exist.

On May 15, the Federal Communications Commission is going to consider a proposal that would destroy Net Neutrality
 and allow the big telecoms to charge extra for carrying content. Taken to an extreme, their actions could result in
political bloggers, news outlets, and even organizations like DFA being silenced because the powers that be don't like
our message -- or because we can't pay their sky-high rates.

Time is running out to save Net Neutrality before FCC commissioners meet in May. Tell the FCC to say NO to
corporate control -- and to preserve a free and open internet .
<http://act.democracyforamerica.com/sign/savenetneutrality/?t=1&akid=4696.2275409.iRK7Rd>

Net Neutrality is about more than paying extra to stream your favorite show on Netflix. It's about preserving the last
free, equal, and open forum in our democracy.

We've already seen the wealthy try to take control of our democracy. Supreme Court decisions like Citizens United and
McCutcheon have changed the rules of campaign finance, heavily favoring rich donors at the expense of people like you
 and me.

The corporate attack on Net Neutrality is driven by the same billionaires, for the same reasons. The Internet has been
crucial to building progressive power in America. Without it, we would have been defeated by corporate cash long ago.
The billionaires want to control the Internet and tilt the playing field in their favor. They want the Internet to be like
television, where only those who can afford to spend a lot of money are able to deliver their message.

The Internet thrives as a medium for political discourse -- and as a way to level the playing field between the 1% and the
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 99% -- because it is free and open. It doesn't matter how much money you make or how many lobbyists you can hire. If
 you can come up with a good idea or a compelling message, it can spread online.

It's this same openness that has made the Internet a medium for growth and job creation among 21st century industries,
keeping thousands of Americans employed at the same time as many sectors of our economy are shedding jobs. That's
why one of the most effective ways to go on offense against income inequality is to take action to save a free and open
internet.

We still have time to fight back against corporate control, to protect the free and open nature of the Internet, and its
potential for innovation. Please join us in telling FCC commissioners to save Net Neutrality before the agency's May 15
meeting.<http://act.democracyforamerica.com/sign/savenetneutrality/?t=2&akid=4696.2275409.iRK7Rd>

Thanks for everything you do.

- Charlie

Charles Chamberlain
Executive Director, Democracy for America

Donate today<https://secure.actblue.com/contribute/page/savenetneutrality?
refcode=ANN042614CC&refcode2=4696&akid=4696.2275409.iRK7Rd>
Paid for by Democracy for America, http://www.democracyforamerica.com/?
t=3&akid=4696.2275409.iRK7Rd<http://www.democracyforamerica.com/?akid=4696.2275409.iRK7Rd> and not
authorized by any candidate. Contributions to Democracy for America are not deductible for federal income tax
purposes.
This message was sent to  Click here to
unsubscribe<http://act.democracyforamerica.com/cms/unsubscribe/unsubscribe/?akid=4696.2275409.iRK7Rd> from
further communications.

------------------------------ Email 7,370 ------------------------------

From: zacharykupu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:08
Subject: DO NOT DO IT
A system of rules including the ability for ISP's to charge and big companies to pay for increased bandwidth for specific
 content is ridiculous. What about small town businesses that offer streaming or content heavy services? How would
they ever be able to compete with these huge corporations with millions of dollars to spare for this type of investment in
 speed?

DO NO DO IT!

America is already no longer a democracy, but a complete oligarchy. Please, don't destroy the internet like has already
been done to our government and country.

------------------------------ Email 7,371 ------------------------------

From: revan.williams
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:08
Subject: Please don't turn the internet into a stagnant ghetto
Dear Darling FCC,

I believe that the decision to allow ISP's to prioritize some data over others will stifle innovation, serve to reinforce
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monopolies, and be a great detriment to the citizens of the United States. Please make the Internet Service Providers into
 common carriers. Why should the contents of a skype call be different in terms of the way it's treated than a telephone
call? The Internet is *the* common carrier service of the current and next century, and if there's one thing your august
body should be ensuring, it's that all American citizens and business have open access to it.

I worry that ISP's will attempt to blackmail companies into a higher tier, like Comcast has already bullied Netflix, if not
their own customers with things like "video streaming bonus packs."

Furthermore, I worry that this will stifle the creation of new small (and large businesses). If someone has an idea for a
new business model that requires a high bandwidth, how could they possibly get started if ISP's only dole it out to those
who pay through the nose.

Please end this and all future threats to net neutrality by making our providers common carriers.

Thank you.

Respectfully yours,

Revan Williams

Citizen of Oregon and the United States

------------------------------ Email 7,372 ------------------------------

From: dan.rivera1980
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please support Net Neutrality.

Thank you

------------------------------ Email 7,373 ------------------------------

From: davidsmith1018
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: **An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality**
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
**Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.**
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Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
David Smith
512-751-4408
190 feathergrass dr
Buda Tx 78610

------------------------------ Email 7,374 ------------------------------

From: juliequinnhuffman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Julie Quinn-Huffman

------------------------------ Email 7,375 ------------------------------

From: pg8p
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: brief comment on potential new open internet rules
To Whom It May Concern:

As a member of the internet technology industry and directly responsible for several technology startups that take
advantage of broadband that does not discriminate by content provider, I am vehemently opposed to rules that modify
this behavior.  Internet Service Providers should be though of as government subsidized utilities and should not be given
 the authority to abuse their regional monopolies by taking payment for specialized access to internet infrastructure.

By potentially allowing corporations with tremendous resources the ability to improve their position through the sole
improvement of their access to ISP "fast lanes" you immediately make it harder for startups to compete.  The
competition that startups provide both improve economic output for the nation and force the large, entrenched
corporations int he country to remain agile and improving.

Finally, I would ask that the FCC provide advanced text of the proposed rules.  The misinformation flowing out of
alleged rules is causing consternation for all of us that rely on an open, non-discriminatory, non-vip version of the
internet.

Best,
Pavan Gupta
202-679-4609

------------------------------ Email 7,376 ------------------------------

From: caleb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: Regarding the 'fast lane' proposal
As a young adult, I feel fortunate to have grown up in this 'internet age', where a nearly infinite amount of knowledge,
media, and experiences from people all across the world are at each person's fingertips. I feel proud of the role that our
country has served in helping create the internet, and in many ways being the 'core' of it today.

I think it's beautiful and powerful that right now, anyone with a bold idea they'd like to bring to the Internet for everyone
 to enjoy, they can just follow that dream. Google began as a student project at Stamford, then moved to a garage.
Facebook grew out of Harvard. Wikipedia has become a immense resource, not just for people like you or me, but for
those without access to a good education or one at all, with nothing but a internet connection and the ability to read, they
 can access knowledge and information about nearly anything.

The 'fast lane' proposal, which I am aware has not been fully disclosed yet, will by its very definition stifle growth, not
only in Internet websites and services, but in the job market and the economy of the United States as a whole.
It would grant companies such as Comcast, who have extremely vertically integrated businesses, with their own video
and media services, the ability to artificially reduce the quality of service for competitors such as Netflix, Amazon, or
Apple.

Companies like Netflix are paying their fair share right now, today. There's no 'free ride', they pay for their bandwidth to
 ISPs like Comcast and Time Warner, and the customers of those ISPs pay as well. ISPs are profiting as it is.
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The power of the Internet is not about Google. Or Netflix, or Apple, or even non-profit community projects like
Wikipedia.
The power of the Internet is freedom. Freedom for anyone to create a website, to create a service or utility, or program
or app, and bring that to the masses. To freely innovate, and freely bring competition, so that we all can enjoy better
experiences.
That freedom is not 'free as in beer', innovators pay their fair bandwidth fees, hosting fees, and more. It's freedom in the
American sense, the freedom to follow your ideas and dreams.

The Internet, and the huge portion of our economy which is connected to it, will stagnate if this 'fast lane' proposal
comes to pass. Companies like Google will be able to bear the increased costs. Companies like Netflix very well might
not. But most importantly, never again will the Internet be a thriving sphere of innovation and competition. Google,
Facebook, et cetera- they will be locked in their position indefinitely.

I firmly know and believe that this 'fast lane' proposal will not only be immensely damaging to the Internet, but our
country, and very likely the world.
Internet businesses and Internet jobs will stop growing here, and another country may end up being the 'Internet
superpower' we are today.

I hope and pray that all of you at the FCC would not risk so much, for nothing but profit to a few companies.

Caleb Vaughn
3770 Meadow Lane
Kansas City, MO

------------------------------ Email 7,377 ------------------------------

From: fontanazza
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
you are kidding that you want close the internet.If you are not kidding, you must stop the strangle hold on free speech
before you have to go to court.

Catherine Fontanazza
4133 W McKinley Ct
Milwaukee, WI 53208
United States

------------------------------ Email 7,378 ------------------------------

From: bsamuels453
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: Talking points against net neutrality & possible solutions
I will try to make this brief since you are likely receiving/reviewing many emails.

-Online companies have always had a low barrier to entry thanks to open nature of internet
-Online companies typically only require one kind of capital to produce a product - time for programmmers and
salespeople to work on the product
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-People are worried that allowing preferential treatment of bandwidth would create a barrier that makes it harder to start
an online company

Problems specifically with net neutrality:
-Treating video streaming data with the same priority as things like email is insane and degrades experience for high-
demand users

Solution:
-Be much more specific with how internet speed tiers will be designated.
-Only allow two speed tiers - standard and "streaming"
-Make it clear that streaming tier will be the exception, not the rule
-Restrict ISPs from offering economy-of-scale discounts to larger consumers of bandwidth
-Force ISPs to offer streaming tier bandwidth at reasonable prices
-Restrict ISPs from granting access to streaming-tier bandwidth to companies who are just looking for a speed edge and
do not actually require real-time streaming tier bandwidth/latency
-Make it clear that all of this has to do with the content-provider side of the pipe, not consumer
-Make it clear that access to streaming-tier bandwidth is readily available to new companies who require it.
-Make it clear that no politics or insiders will be required for a company to gain access to streaming tier bandwidth.

People will always assume the worst regarding net neutrality if you don't flesh out the details perfectly. I hope you
found this useful.

------------------------------ Email 7,379 ------------------------------

From: bruestle2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:09
Subject: Classify ISPs as a Title II Telecommunications Service
FCC,

I would like to encourage the FCC to classify ISPs as a Title II telecommunications service. All data should be treated
equal. If ISPs are allowed to discriminate, they are picking and choosing winners in the market. This is not acceptable.

Thank you,

Hallet Bruestle II

Whitehall, PA 18052

------------------------------ Email 7,380 ------------------------------

From: helixinator
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:10
Subject: Please do not end net neutrality!!
Net neutrality will only lead to a bigger monopolization of the industry by comcast and other big cable companies.
Discriminating against certain internet services is unfair to the internet service, and the customer.

------------------------------ Email 7,381 ------------------------------

From: viperpilot12
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net neutrality is essential in the functioning of the internet. If you give ISPs the ability to discriminate on whatever they
want, then the internet as a whole will be crippled and the ISPs will have full control over it. ISPs do not own the
internet, they only provide access to it, it makes no sense for them to be able to have full control over the internet and
how companies like Netflix share and stream their data. Here is some links I would like the FCC to look over

http://www.esquire.com/blogs/news/fcc-response

http://www.afterdawn.com/news/article.cfm/2014/04/26/fcc-net_neutrality-tom_wheeler-access_fees

------------------------------ Email 7,382 ------------------------------

From: joe.norton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Greetings FCC,

My name is Joseph Allan Norton, and I wanted to use this open line for dialogue to express my strong support for true
net neutrality, and my unease at the direction I see the FCC's proposed guidelines taking.

I truly believe that anything less than completely equal service to all websites and internet content from all isps would
be very much against the purpose of the FCC and our republic as a whole. I fear that these proposed guidelines would
stifle innovation and the free speech of U.S.citizens by magnifying the already loud corporate voice and prerogative.

Therefore, I urge you to reconsider these guidelines so that they more perfectly reflect the will of the people!

I thank you for your time, and I hope that we can work together towards a solution that accommodates both the rulings
of the courts and the interests of U.S.citizens.

Thank you,

Joseph A. Norton

------------------------------ Email 7,383 ------------------------------

From: jerebear777
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Well no I do not stand for this. I hope as your fellow america you will heed my call when I say this will put everyone
into an outrage. and its just not nice :)

Jeremy Sepulveda
906 W 400 N
Orem, UT 84057
US
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------------------------------ Email 7,384 ------------------------------

From: david.vaughn87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,385 ------------------------------

From: patrickmerla
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Patrick Merla

------------------------------ Email 7,386 ------------------------------

From: timhearn99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:12
Subject: Mr. Wheeler - Reclassify Broadband to Title II of the  Communications Act
Chairman Wheeler:

As a person who works in the technology industry, your forthcoming proposal for new Open Internet Rules is truly
disturbing.  The implications of your proposal are far-reaching, and stand to stifle the innovation and creativity brought
forth by the internet.  Your proposal would allow large businesses to buy a 'fast' lane to reach consumers faster, while
smaller ones who cannot afford such a lane would be stuck with slower speeds and may end up failing because of this.

Your proposal allows only for such deals to be made in a "commercially reasonable" manner.  The term is vague, will
lead to litigation, and may ultimately not be enforced as some may intend it to be.  That is not a risk, as a US citizen,  I
am willing to take.

I want your commission to vote to reclassify broadband providers to be regulated under Title II of the Communications
Act.  There is a much greater chance that the original FCC "Open Internet" principles will be enforceable if your
commission reclassifies them, and I firmly believe that those principles are what need to be in place to ensure a truly
free, open, and neutral internet.

Sincerely,
Tim Hearn

------------------------------ Email 7,387 ------------------------------

From: jfwhiteiv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James White
418 SW 10th St. Apt. #5
Miami, FL 33130
US

------------------------------ Email 7,388 ------------------------------

From: mgreene1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:12
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Subject: FCC proposed changes
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act, and to treating and regulating internet services as utilities.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Matthew Nicholas Greene

Houston, Texas

------------------------------ Email 7,389 ------------------------------

From: bertgarcia.com
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

 From an old geek, that's been on the Internet since it's inception, I
really don't care either way. You see, I've had my fill, I've reached
the end of the Internet.

Should you start regulating the Internet like a toll booth, I will not
pay, I'll take another route, a slower one.

Should Comcast merge with TWC, and my bill starts to rise, I'll cancel
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my cable and use rabbit ears.

Should my Internet bill go up, I'll cancel that also and have breakfast
at McDonalds with my tablet, catch up with the world's news and then
head home to tend to my yard.

It doesn't much matter to me anymore, I've already had my fill. In the
next decade, as those fairly new to the Internet become like me, jaded,
they'll also pull the plug and go outside and smell the new mowed lawn.

You've got our attention now, but that could easily change overnight.
What you may end up with is a really pricey road with no traffic, weeds
growing in the cracks and advertising billboards along the side decaying.

Choose wisely.

--
     __O
   _-\<,_
  (_)/ (_)
http://bertgarcia.com

------------------------------ Email 7,390 ------------------------------

From: kosiecki
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:13
Subject: classification of ISPs
to whom it may concern:

please consider classifying ISPs as title ii telecommunications services. please help us keep our internet fast, for a fair
price.

thanks for your time,
Karyn Osiecki

------------------------------ Email 7,391 ------------------------------

From: arthurn098
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:13
Subject: Internet should be classified as a title II telecommunications  service.
I feel that to let net neutrality die is to let the golden age of the internet come to a close in the US and will stifle the free
flow of information and ideas that is has allowed.  It will also potentially cause major hurdles for future economic
growth in the IT field in the US.

-Arthur North

------------------------------ Email 7,392 ------------------------------

From: timhearn99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:13
Subject: Miss Clyburn - Reclassify Broadband to be regulated under Title II  of the Communications Act
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Commissioner Clyburn:

As a person who works in the technology industry, your forthcoming proposal for new Open Internet Rules is truly
disturbing.  The implications of your proposal are far-reaching, and stand to stifle the innovation and creativity brought
forth by the internet.  Your proposal would allow large businesses to buy a 'fast' lane to reach consumers faster, while
smaller ones who cannot afford such a lane would be stuck with slower speeds and may end up failing because of this.

Your proposal allows only for such deals to be made in a "commercially reasonable" manner.  The term is vague, will
lead to litigation, and may ultimately not be enforced as some may intend it to be.  That is not a risk, as a US citizen,  I
am willing to take.

I want your commission to vote to reclassify broadband providers to be regulated under Title II of the Communications
Act.  There is a much greater chance that the original FCC "Open Internet" principles will be enforceable if your
commission reclassifies them, and I firmly believe that those principles are what need to be in place to ensure a truly
free, open, and neutral internet.

Sincerely,
Tim Hearn

------------------------------ Email 7,393 ------------------------------

From: stefin.sun
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

Internet companies are utilities, and as such they must be regulated to prevent ISPs from interfering with traffic.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
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A concerned citizen,

Stefin Hehman

------------------------------ Email 7,394 ------------------------------

From: lokomotiv 11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ivan Popov

------------------------------ Email 7,395 ------------------------------

From: don.winslett
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:13
Subject: Dear FCC
Fuck you

SEO Web Design LLC.<http://www.3sparks.net/>

Donovan Winslett / IT Wizard
310-435-6868/ mailto:

SEO Web Design LLC.

Facebook<https://www.facebook.com/pages/SEO-Web-Design-LLC/503873489655786?fref=ts>
Twitter<https://twitter.com/SEOWebDesignLLC>

This e-mail message may contain confidential or legally privileged information and is intended only for the use of the
intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying or the taking of any action in
reliance on the information herein is prohibited. E-mails are not secure and cannot be guaranteed to be error free as they
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can be intercepted, amended, or contain viruses. Anyone who communicates with us by e-mail is deemed to have
accepted these risks. Company Name is not responsible for errors or omissions in this message and denies any
responsibility for any damage arising from the use of e-mail. Any opinion and other statement contained in this message
 and any attachment are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of the company.

------------------------------ Email 7,396 ------------------------------

From: kevinloh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:13
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,

--
Kevin Loh

------------------------------ Email 7,397 ------------------------------

From: frodre
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:14
Subject: A concerned citizen's thoughts regarding Net Neutrality

To whom it may concern,
My name is Andre Perkins and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.
Allowing Internet Service Providers(ISP) to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of
 Net Neutrality. It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new content
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providers and allow ISPs to preferentially promote their own content over the competition's. New companies would
become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet Service Providers for
faster speeds that established companies employ.
If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.
I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.
I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.
Thank you for your time,Andre Perkins

------------------------------ Email 7,398 ------------------------------

From: timjeden
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:14
Subject: PRESERVE NET NEUTRALITY
Dear FCC,

Please do everything within your power to preserve open and free internet. Differential pricing for access via ISPs will
erode freedom, discourage innovation, and change the internet for the worse. Please preserve net neutrality.

A concerned citizen,
Timothy Eden

--

Timothy Eden, msw

Twitter<https://twitter.com/TimothyEden>
LinkedIn<http://www.linkedin.com/pub/timothy-eden-msw/4a/4ba/383>
Huffington Post<http://www.huffingtonpost.com/timothy-eden/>

------------------------------ Email 7,399 ------------------------------

From: jake.wietting
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:14
Subject: Regarding Net Neturality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to express a grave concern I have about the future of the Internet. Being an IT professional my job relies on
 an open Internet. The proposed "Fast Lanes" that you want to give to these telecom companies is not only upsetting, it's
 egregious. What you are trying to do is let them regulate a GLOBAL PUBLIC UTILITY. A PUBLIC UTILITY is
defined as "An organization that maintains the infrastructure for a public service (often also providing a service using
that infrastructure).". The Internet is a PUBLIC UTILITY by all definitions. By allowing "Fast Lanes" on the Internet
you are essentially giving the keys to all human knowledge to just a few people who think they can control the world
with money. By giving them this ability you are then allowing them to remove even more wealth from the mass public
while not improving their infrastructure. They've proven in the past that they can't follow their promises, please don't
give them any more opportunities to hurt the general public.
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Please do the right thing and don't create Net Neutrality "Rules" that Verizon or Comcast can have struck down by
SCOTUS. Classify them as a UTILITY as they should be. Any Internet provider is by definition providing
INFRASTRUCTURE to access the globally public utility that is the Internet.

Thank you for your time. If you would like to discuss my opinions on the matter please reach out to me at 815-592-0506
 or reply to this email.

-Jake Wietting

------------------------------ Email 7,400 ------------------------------

From: dimadubchak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:14
Subject: On Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I am very glad that you are taking comments for your decision.

I'm a regular guy who's going to college. My parents and I came to this country for freedom, rights and opportunity that
we would not have had in our home country of Moldova.

I did not like your new idea, the one that would allow faster lanes for higher paying 'customers' and normal lanes for
non-payers. This would ruin the open internet as I  know it. I am disappointed to say that this proposal does not sound
like freedom at all, rather it would benefit only the ones with the most money and also would put more monetary stress
on businesses that heavily rely on the internet, so it would discourage business as well to again, benefit only the rich. I
am not against rich people and big businesses, but it is not fair to only benefit one group.

I want you to classify our ISP's as title II Telecommunications Services. Keep Net Neutrality alive.

Thank you in advance for considering our request.

------------------------------ Email 7,401 ------------------------------

From: chrono1081
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:14
Subject: Please do not let ISPs ruin the internet as we know it.
Hi FCC,

I’m sure you have heard it all by now so I will make this short. First, let me thank the poor person who has to sift
through these emails. You are appreciated.

As a consumer, its sad to think that in the future I’ll have to pay for “internet packages” to get access to certain sites.
This is exactly what will happen if the FCC bends to the will of Comcast and others.

Imagine having to pay extra for internet because you use iTunes, or Vimeo, or Netflix, Youtube, etc. In addition these
sites may have to start charging for usage because they have to pay Comcast, Verizon, etc money to not have their
bandwidth throttled.

This can be devastating to online college students, 3D artists, software developers, etc who have to use services like
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Vimeo, Youtube, Lynda.com, iTunes U, Digital Tutors, etc to learn and have to pay a lot more money to do it.

This kind of thing WILL happen because companies are greedy. Please stop favoring the people you’re supposed to be
protecting the consumer from and work for the consumer for once. Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 7,402 ------------------------------

From: jmay1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:14
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality!
Admittedly I have not seen the full text of the FCC proposal on "net
neutrality", but what I have seen I don't like.  I will *never*
believe that, if big corporations can buy up more bandwidth to push
their content, this will be a fair process.  Yes, I know the FCC is
saying it will, but saying it doesn't make it so.  If this change to
the rules is allowed to go through, the internet will become just
another way for corporations and the super-rich to squeeze more money
out of the rest of us.

This is the first time I have written to express an opinion on this
issue.  If it persists, I expect it won't be the last.

For the record, my name is Jeffrey May, and I not only approved this
message, I wrote it.  As I write, I have confidence that my message
will be transmitted as quickly as any other.  If the FCC's proposal
goes ahead, that will no longer be true.

---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

------------------------------ Email 7,403 ------------------------------

From: moldybook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC:

Please allow the continuation of Inetrnet neutrality and an open Internet.

Allowing service providers, already enormously profitable companies, to charge content providers for preferential
treatment would make everything more expensive, helping the service providers earn even more profits while forcing
end users to spend more time waiting for some online services and pay more for others.

Allowing preferential treatment would hurt start-ups and small businesses, which are important to innovation and
competition, and would also cost taxpayers more, as many schools and government departments pay for much content
delivered over an open and neutral Internet.

------------------------------ Email 7,404 ------------------------------

From: stoka65
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 13:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stoyan Stratiev
3909 Witmer rd
Niagara Falls, NY 14305
US

------------------------------ Email 7,405 ------------------------------

From: hummingbear8
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
Gentle Commissioners:

Let’s say you want to donate to a political campaign. If you go to the website of Candidate A to donate, it comes right
up, no problem. But you try his opponent, Candidate B, and wait… and wait… and wait… until you give up.

This is not a problem today, but if the Verizon business model is allowed to hold sway, it, and a thousand variations on
this theme, could be exactly what we face a year from now,

It is absolutely imperative that Net Neutrality be forcefully restored. Of course not all content can flow at the highest
speed, but the carrier must not be allowed to pick and choose what information providers to favor, under any
circumstances. That’s too much of a concentration of power with no accountability.

A.A. Young
San Rafael  California
94903

------------------------------ Email 7,406 ------------------------------

From: woodym
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:15
Subject: Net Neutrality

Dear Sirs,

I am outraged to find that the internet will soon be only for those who have the most money.  In this economy, it is hard
for the common person to pay for an ISP let alone which tier of service they can afford!  I sure do hope I have enough
money to continue this message.

Net Neutrality is about more than paying extra to stream your favorite show on Netflix.  It is about preserving the last
free, equal, and open forum in our democracy.  This is Citizens United all over again.  Selling our nation to those who
are the richest.
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On second thought, that is probably the desired effect; to shut people up who don't have the right view.

William Miskelly

------------------------------ Email 7,407 ------------------------------

From: daydreamingnate
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nate Liebold

Norfolk, VA 23503
US

------------------------------ Email 7,408 ------------------------------

From: shornack
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
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As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,409 ------------------------------

From: mikeiscoding
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:16
Subject: You have, in front of you, a choice that will reshape the world
Hello respected persons,

It is with a sunken heart that I write this letter, as we face trying times.

As our world grows, so to does our need for communication, collaboration and free enterprise. Our global society sits on
 a throne of digital information, and the ability for this information to flow freely is paramount to our future and current
well being.

You have before you a choice, to stem the flow of this information thus weakening our chance for a better tomorrow, or
to be guardians of this and all future generations; standing strong to protect intelligence, thought and invention.

You CANNOT enact plans that will allow any of the following:

- limiting of internet speeds or bandwidth allocation for ANYONE legally gaining  internet access

- double charging of companies such as Netflix, or ISP's clients to allow 'fast lane' access

- censoring, tracking, defacing or monitoring of internet traffic and/or user content

- preferential treatment for ANY companies, organizations, individuals or otherwise when it comes to internet speeds or
bandwidth allocation

To allow any of this is directly equal to the squashing of new ideas, a chance for a small company to grow large, a
chance for someone to learn something new or perhaps a chance for someone to change the world for the better.

You can make sure that the United States as well as the rest of the world can continue to innovate and create by setting
in place motions that will protect the open internet for all time. Reclassify the internet to what it really is, a
telecommunications service. Treat it like you would our personal phone calls and do not limit, control, censor or
monitor its communications.

Do the right thing and protect our future.

Sincerely, A deeply concerned citizen and productive member of the technology workforce

------------------------------ Email 7,410 ------------------------------

From: dotcomx23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:16
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Noah Baxter
700 NE Rorhbach Rd
Corbett, OR 97019

------------------------------ Email 7,411 ------------------------------

From: kato13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathleen Glynn

------------------------------ Email 7,412 ------------------------------

From: yishin.chang
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Yi-Shin Chang

 94062

------------------------------ Email 7,413 ------------------------------

From: carastroud
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Internet Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am a US citizen, and a PhD student in the humanities. My daily work in music depends on access to information I find
on the internet, such as journal articles, scores, and recorded music. I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for
myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging
both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create
an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most entrenched corporations will be able to deliver
information in the fastest, highest quality possible. Not only does this specifically impact the way that I conduct my own
 work in the humanities, but altering the way that consumers access information using a common carrier that they pay
for fundamentally impacts the development of knowledge and innovation in this country.

No online service should have the type of advantage provided by a "fast lane", as it stifles innovation by giving those
who are already successful an incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to
compete with say, Google's YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new
guys cannot? This is absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity,
and business. In our increasingly globalized economy, reducing creativity in the marketplace and easy access to
information by all will have disastrous effects on our growth as a nation.

Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase. Our success
 as a nation depends on open access to information and the free exchange of knowledge across open lines of
communication.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
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 Furthermore, this kind of control lays the groundwork for dangerous corporate censorship that is fundamentally
opposed to the kinds of freedoms for which our founding fathers fought.

Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

Thank you,

Cara Stroud

------------------------------ Email 7,414 ------------------------------

From: maxd1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

D S
326 4th ave
LA, CA 90291
US

------------------------------ Email 7,415 ------------------------------

From: andrew.comtois
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Hi there, I am probably one of a dozen people in Vermont interested in this issue.

The internet needs to stay neutral. To that extent, I believe the internet should be classified as a utility and just pass
traffic without interference.

Imagine if the power company charged me more because I am using power for my Samsung television because Sony
paid them to give lower rates to Sony tv owners.

Maybe next the water company starts charging more because my dishwasher is not a brand they support, but they charge
 me less for showers because I bought the showerhead that they are being paid to promote.

Many of us Americans do not live in cities with Google fiber.  I have one choice for internet; Comcast.  My speeds are
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already slower than many third world countries.  If we let them determine what I am allowed to view on the internet
connection I already pay for it won't be long before they begin throttling Netflix, Google, Facebook, Amazon, eBay, and
 many others.  Maybe they start throttling my local community bank website because Bank of America paid them to
promote their website instead.

 There goes any chance local businesses have to get exposure online, a large company will pay to promote their traffic
and force the startup out of business.

Instead of paying $60 for the slowest Comcast connection they offer, I will be forced to pay an extra $20 per month to
make sure I am allowed to pay bills through my bank, or watch a movie on Netflix without quality degrading and long
pauses while it loads.

Probably will need a $10 Amazon shopping package, because the nearest box store is 2 hours away in a different state.

Maybe I will need to pay another $10 on top of that for the 'social media package' which would let me post pictures of
my daughter to Facebook for my brother across the country.

This is the tip of the iceberg, and I strongly voice my support for classifying the internet as a utility since to many of us
there are no other alternatives. We have no choice in what power company we use, we have no choice in what water
company we use, and the same goes for internet.  How can it not be a utility in this scenario?  I don't need power or
water either, so saying the internet is an extra benefit that I do not need does not make sense. That argument is not valid.

Please classify the internet as a utility.

-Andrew

------------------------------ Email 7,416 ------------------------------

From: dcohen.personal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Cohen
2422 South Old Oaks Drive
Beavercreek, OH 45431

------------------------------ Email 7,417 ------------------------------

From: sarahrosereid
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sarah Reid

------------------------------ Email 7,418 ------------------------------

From: kyle.j.duncan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Net neutrality = Yes.
I can't believe ANYONE in their right mind (who doesn't have an agenda...) would be against net neutrality in its purest
form.

But I'll keep it short, as I'm sure there are a LOT of e-mails echoing my words, the FCC should classify internet service
providers as common carriers, ala phone lines.

For starters, this would let the FCC actually regulate the internet providers, unlike now, where they just piss around
trying to legislate things into action.

Thanks for listening, you're at the cusp of preserving the internet for all, or destroying it at the whim of the ISP's, who
have historically not proven trustworthy to do anything but try to increase their profits.

And net neutrality isn't profitable.  It's just the right thing to do.

------------------------------ Email 7,419 ------------------------------

From: ian.espinoza
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.
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Sincerely,

Ian Espinoza

A very concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 7,420 ------------------------------

From: timhearn99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: Reclassify Broadband to be regulated under Title II of the  Communications Act
To the FCC Commissioners:

As a person who works in the technology industry, your forthcoming proposal for new Open Internet Rules is truly
disturbing.  The implications of your proposal are far-reaching, and stand to stifle the innovation and creativity brought
forth by the internet.  Your proposal would allow large businesses to buy a 'fast' lane to reach consumers faster, while
smaller ones who cannot afford such a lane would be stuck with slower speeds and may end up failing because of this.

Your proposal allows only for such deals to be made in a "commercially reasonable" manner.  The term is vague, will
lead to litigation, and may ultimately not be enforced as some may intend it to be.  That is not a risk, as a US citizen,  I
am willing to take.

I want your commission to vote to reclassify broadband providers to be regulated under Title II of the Communications
Act.  There is a much greater chance that the original FCC "Open Internet" principles will be enforceable if your
commission reclassifies them, and I firmly believe that those principles are what need to be in place to ensure a truly
free, open, and neutral internet.

Sincerely,

Tim Hearn

------------------------------ Email 7,421 ------------------------------

From: mdobson4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
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The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Matthew S Dobson

@mdobs<https://twitter.com/mdobs> | mdob.me<http://mdob.me>

------------------------------ Email 7,422 ------------------------------

From: honzm9490
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
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A concerned citizen,

Matthew Honzik

------------------------------ Email 7,423 ------------------------------

From: lalagen1999
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Laura Cornetta

------------------------------ Email 7,424 ------------------------------

From: matt.fehskens
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not abandon net neutrality. The internet was created as a means of spreading information faster and wider than
 was possible through traditional media. Now that could all come crashing down if net neutrality disappears. What's to
stop an ISP from blocking information they see as damning to them? What's to keep them from grossly overcharging for
 access to a service one of their (or their parent company's) competitors?

Leaving net neutrality behind, to me, would be a bad decision. Please, do not abandon it.

Thank you.

--
v/r Matt

------------------------------ Email 7,425 ------------------------------

From: jabrown
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

As a U.S. citizen I demand action is taken to provide a neutral network.
Since I already pay an ISP for my access to the internet I should not
have any degradation of speed from any source of my choosing. My ISP or
any backbone provider should not be allowed to reduce the bits sent over
their network because the source provider does not pay their ransom. At
this point these companies are strangling the innovation that can lead
to a better tomorrow. If nothing is done then America will become a
second rate nation and innovation which leads to economic growth will
flee to a better environment.

Thank You,

Jason A. Brown

------------------------------ Email 7,426 ------------------------------

From: rwc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Richard Campbell

------------------------------ Email 7,427 ------------------------------

From: dolly1919
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Norman

------------------------------ Email 7,428 ------------------------------

From: holdeg2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:19
Subject: NO to anti-net neutrality
No preferential treatment at all, to anyone, for any reason.

It's anti free market. If this were to go through then every tech startup supplying high volume content will have another
barrier to entry. It simply entrenches the larger businesses that can afford it.

It's simple greed from ISPs. They provide one of the worst Internet services with the highest prices of all industrialized
nations and receive the lowest marks from consumer reviews amongst all businesses nationally. Being monopolies in
their controlled areas, they have no reason to improve and now they want to take even more money above their already
inflated prices. It's ludicrous.

I'm paying 20$ more for the exact same service I was receiving 3 years ago. I tried buying my own cable modem to
lower my cost (leasing their hardware has gone from 5$ to 8$ for no discernible reason) but because the plan without
phone service costs even more they won't take back their own modem simply because... I don't know, they just refuse.

I want so badly to drop all services but we need internet for searching for jobs and research for school projects, amongst
other things.

These people do NOT!!! need or deserve anymore money.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,429 ------------------------------

From: spedies
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Eric Spencer

------------------------------ Email 7,430 ------------------------------

From: stclair.matt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthew St.Clair

Round Rock, TX 78665

------------------------------ Email 7,431 ------------------------------

From: kevinhippert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:19
Subject: Keep the internet fair and open
Dear Chairman Tom Wheeler,

A fair and open internet is the key to the immense innovation the US has seen over the last 20 years. If companies are
allowed to charge for great access and speed it will open a flood gate. We will see constant anti competive behavior. We
 will see defacto censorship censorship in which only the richest, most entrenched corporations able to speak to a world
wide audience.

Keep net neutrality rules in place.

Thanks,
Kevin Hippert

------------------------------ Email 7,432 ------------------------------

From: inkjackhammer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:19
Subject: Keep the net neutral!
Let's keep the internet neutral!!

Per Aspera Ad Astra

------------------------------ Email 7,433 ------------------------------

From: kjhughes06
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:19
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, consumer of independent media, and believer in the democratizing force of an open internet, it
is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time.

A concerned citizen,

Kyle Hughes

------------------------------ Email 7,434 ------------------------------

From: bmgibben
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:19
Subject: Stop destroying the internet, please.
Good day,

I am writing to voice my extreme displeasure with what seems to be an attempt by corporate interests and the FCC to
destroy the usability of the internet. The Comcast/TWC merger is a huge part of that. Rather than suggest exactly the
type of rules the FCC needs to apply to ensure Net Neutrality exists, I would implore the FCC to instead make
broadband internet a common carrier under Title II of the 1934 Communications Act. This would ensure that legalese
and changes to the net neutrality laws currently under plan could not be tampered with now or in the future. It is a far
easier solution that I believe the FCC should fully endorse. This is the only way we will ever see the internet protected
for future generations. Please consider this proposal. thank you.

Brett Gibbens
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Electronics Engineer
68EWS, USAF

mailto

------------------------------ Email 7,435 ------------------------------

From: graham.atkin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern -

I am writing to voice my strong objection to the FCC's recent proposed allowance of a "fast lane" and any future efforts
made to eliminate net neutrality. Since its creation, the internet has become an invaluable part of our educational and
commercial systems, and must remain open and neutral. Start-up companies and small businesses cannot compete in an
open market if their participation in e-commerce is infringed upon by wealthier competing companies. Access to
educational information and resources must be equally available to all. The internet is a utility, and should be classified
under Title II of the Communications Act to protect consumers and the public interest.

Thank you for your time,

Dr. Graham Atkin
Dept. of Neurology
University of Michigan

------------------------------ Email 7,436 ------------------------------

From: mrbigglesworth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: Keep the internet open, no fast lanes
I protest the proposal of these so called fast lanes.  Allowing that even, for a test, experiment, will be the downfall and
detriment of the internet.  Declare all ISPs as common carrier in order to expand broadband offerings and keep free,
open and equal access going in perpetuity.

------------------------------ Email 7,437 ------------------------------

From: epayne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Don't allow ISPs to allow companies special access or privileges to the internet. The United States already has some of
the highest internet service fees on earth (and we invented the internet), and some of the slowest consumer access lines.
Allowing this to pass will only further the degradation of the American economy and American quality of life.

Should the American government continue to race down this path where lobbies can get nearly anything they want
passed into the legislative branch and into law, Americans will continue to fall lower and lower in every benchmark. It's
sad to see out quality of life degrading so quickly.

The American golden age is over, and will be forever if our congress and house cannot work together in honesty to
regain what we've lost.

KEEP THE NET NEUTRAL. Stop letting telecom companies take advantage of us. THE INTERNET IS A UTILITY.
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------------------------------ Email 7,438 ------------------------------

From: jhatfield791
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Josh Hatfield

 33624

------------------------------ Email 7,439 ------------------------------

From: chris.almojuela
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: An open letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
"fast lane" in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a "Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act."

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a "fast
lane" for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a "fast lane" go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time.

Chris Almojuela
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------------------------------ Email 7,440 ------------------------------

From: kl583
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: Net Neutrality and ISPs
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,441 ------------------------------

From: kl583
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: Net Neutrality and ISPs
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,442 ------------------------------

From: galen.the.geometer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:20
Subject: NO!  NO!  NO!
Stop trying to destroy the Internet!

Keep net neutrality!

NO NO NO to fast lanes taking all the bandwidth, leaving everyone else road-hogged down!!!

---- Jesse Johnson
       DENVER COLORADO

------------------------------ Email 7,443 ------------------------------

From: cowdot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:21
Subject: Open Internet
If content providers did not give the market what it wanted they wouldn't be there. Verizon, Comcast etc. built there
internet business from those providers. If Google can offer 1 Gbt up and down for $70 because they can make a profit
and are willing to make the investment why can't the other companies. In Japan competition has brought internet speeds
up and prices down. So now you want to let them charge more from the content providers which will cost me more in
the end and not make them solve their infrastructure problem. The internet was open to begin with. Leave it that way.
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Let the market do what it does best stir innovation and investment and create cheaper and better products.

Rick

------------------------------ Email 7,444 ------------------------------

From: bw13187
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already.

------------------------------ Email 7,445 ------------------------------

From: nestor1022
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Little
20205 Eastview Dr.
Toulumne, CA 95379
US

------------------------------ Email 7,446 ------------------------------

From: travishedger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:21
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
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a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,447 ------------------------------

From: h.ben592
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:21
Subject: Support for Unfettered Net Neutrality
Greetings,

As a small business owner whose business depends on the internet, I unequivocally oppose any system which prioritizes
 some businesses over others. The internet is the great equalizer. It allows me to reach the same size audience as Google
and Netflix. Please don't destroy the biggest driver of the national economy. The internet is an American treasure.
Preserve it.

All the best,
Paul Benefiel

--

Paul H. Benefiel Jr.
B.S. Chemical Engineering 2014 | The University of Texas at Austin
President | Texans for a Better Tomorrow, Tomorrow
(832) 640-5753

------------------------------ Email 7,448 ------------------------------

From: evaneis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:21
Subject: net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,
 I implore you keep true net neutrality and not allow big corporations to control the internet.  A free and open internet is
one of the last democratic aspects of out society and an important counterweight to the increasing corporate control of
out media, government, and institutions.  Please act for the common good and withdraw any plan that allows large
companies to have undue power over the internet.
 Sincerely,
Evan Eisentrager

------------------------------ Email 7,449 ------------------------------

From: andrew.warstat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dr Andrew Warstat

 HX7 6NT
GB

------------------------------ Email 7,450 ------------------------------

From: thejuliechris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Julie Wilson

------------------------------ Email 7,451 ------------------------------

From: natdiddy123
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:22
Subject: Noooooooooo
I already feel like I am living in a country that has traded its freedom for greed. The internet was the last, albeit troubled,
 bastion of freedom  that I had. What with ISPs and mobile phone companies selling my data like they had divine
providence over it, I at least was content knowing I had some semblance of freedom and anonymity on the internet.
Now, I feel like I am drowning. Please, just.... no.

------------------------------ Email 7,452 ------------------------------

From: evaneis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
evan eisentrager

------------------------------ Email 7,453 ------------------------------

From: wbrefvem
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Who benefits from gutting net neutrality? Comcast and Time Warner, that's who. No one else. The best case for
consumers is that we'll be paying more money for the same service that's an international embarrassment. Worst case is
that for websites that can't afford the fastlane, we'll be paying more money for worse service. Again, the level of service
from ISPs in the US is already shamefully bad. Essentially you'll just be degrading it further. This will drive tech
investors out of the US. The tech economy will shrink, as the barriers to entry will be much higher. But a few (actually,
just one, if the fat cats who run those chickenshit outfits get their way) companies will benefit. They will essentially
cannibalize the Internet, which won't even benefit them in the long run.

They're sawing off the branch we're all sitting on. I promise you, no one will remember the ACA if the Obama
administration kills the Internet.

Will Refvem

------------------------------ Email 7,454 ------------------------------

From: srose741
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shirl Gordon

------------------------------ Email 7,455 ------------------------------

From: adam.michael.frank
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This incredible feat has shot us into the information age and beyond.

The modern Internet is only a couple decades old, we've only scratched the surface of what is possible with this amazing
 communication device.

Something this important can't be split up and micromanaged by companies trying to maximize profits.

All information is equal, all traffic is equal, anything else is censorship.

Thanks for reading.

--
Rob

------------------------------ Email 7,458 ------------------------------

From: rangerheart0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:23
Subject: Title II recategorization
Please categorize Broadband internet access as a Title II telecommunications service. It would vastly increase the
amount of people who could effectively get cheap and fast internet.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,459 ------------------------------

From: mbenes81
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:24
Subject: Support Net Neutrality
Testimonial: The entire nation eagerly awaits what the FCC will do regarding Net Neutrality.  Please do not allow a
tiered rate structure.  It is not good for Net Neutrality.

mike Benes

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,460 ------------------------------

From: lonnie21 blake
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lonnie Blake

------------------------------ Email 7,461 ------------------------------

From: jtbqm2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:24
Subject:
SUBJECT: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality

    To whom it may concern,

    I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

    As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

    Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

    The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent
of an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

    A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

    As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

    Thank you very much for your time,
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    Jeff Bartel

------------------------------ Email 7,462 ------------------------------

From: julianmatisse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Do not kill net neutrality. It is the integral centerpiece of the democratization of knowledge.
I need it to better myself and my descendants will need it too. If you deprive them of an open internet it will be a
permanent step backwards in our push to better the world.

------------------------------ Email 7,463 ------------------------------

From: hunsrucker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Hess

------------------------------ Email 7,464 ------------------------------

From: f0r science
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: Net neutrality
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow citizens of this nation concerning our online
future. By allowing ISP's to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and internet content/service
creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.
No online service should have such an advantage, as it stifles innovation by giving those who are already successful an
incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups. How can any new online service hope to compete with say, Google's
YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest bandwidth possible and the new guys cannot? This is
absolutely disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a platform for innovation, creativity, and business.
Furthermore, it is obvious that these costs will be transferred to the consumer, and with the cable monopolies already in
place today, what choice does the consumer have? It's not as if we can just live without internet access in this day and
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age. Every device we own is becoming more and more dependent upon Internet access: Televisions, Phones,
Automobiles, even Refrigerators are all becoming internet reliant. This trend will only continue to increase.
Our lives have become intimately entwined with the Internet, and without proper protection, our economy is at risk. If
the FCC is still a regulatory body, and not a tool of the greedy, corrupt cable monopolies, then you will do your duty to
the citizens of the United States and protect our access to a truly neutral internet, with no fast lanes, and no
Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger which would give a single entity complete control of half the U.S. Internet market.
Reclassify the ISP's as common carriers if that is what it takes to reign in their ever growing greed and complete
disregard for the FCC, for regulation, and for its own customers who have absolutely no options in this regard. Do your
duty to the nation you serve and its citizens. Protect Net Neutrality.

-Ryan
Cincinnati, OH

------------------------------ Email 7,465 ------------------------------

From: adam.bosarge90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: I support open internet.
With a potential Comcast/Time Warner Cable merger on the horizon I think now is a terrible time to get shortsighted
with internet regulation. I'm a filmmaker and I've seen how the internet has changed completely the face of film. With
everything on the level playing field of the internet creations are judged more on their merit than their marketing/budget.
 This is a really good thing.

It cannot be assumed that everything will work itself out, especially when, soon, a single corporation may be providing
internet access to our country. Open internet needs to be actively guarded and upheld. I believe "unbalancing" the
internet, allowing companies to give a little more weight to certain websites etc. will be a slippery slope. Corporations
won't stop after increasing profits just a bit. They want to make money, and there's no reason for them to not try as had
as they can to get you to legalize their methods of making more money. They're not wrong to try in the same way
someone might as well ask the government for millions of dollars. Couldn't hurt to ask?

I ask, when you consider the upcoming proposal, that you consider all those people you are tasked with making this
decision for, and consider the future you are helping create for them. Clearly no one understands the issue better that the
 FCC (certain supreme court justices reported as having not "gotten around to" email). No one in the government can
make this decision as well as you can, please don't take a risk with it. Please don't take us and the internet somewhere
we may not be able to come back from.

Thanks for your time.

------------------------------ Email 7,466 ------------------------------

From: cjlamaster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: The Internet and Your Stupidity
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
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Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,467 ------------------------------

From: mws78010
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,468 ------------------------------

From: dachalupa
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a telecommuter working from home, who conducts the lions share of his business operations
 via the internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified
as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon. Also, while treating broadband service as a utility,
not as a luxury.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
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A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,469 ------------------------------

From: timpouliot66
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: Internet
we need to reclassify Internet providers as common carriers and establish a better concept of net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 7,470 ------------------------------

From: peridotljs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Snider

------------------------------ Email 7,471 ------------------------------

From: andreperdriel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Andre perdriel
1173 myra ave
chula vista, CA 91911
US
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------------------------------ Email 7,472 ------------------------------

From: tlw398
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tammy Weatherly

------------------------------ Email 7,473 ------------------------------

From: jrdubstep
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
Subject: free the internet
the internet deserves to be open and free, its the american way.

------------------------------ Email 7,474 ------------------------------

From: abdullah.emad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
Subject: Net neutrality
This is what the people want. We have voiced our opinion time and time again, yet I still see regulations trying to be
passed to opposed it. The people want net neutrality. Give the people what they want. Please.

Best Regards,

Abdullah Emad
LEMCO Construction Services
Construction Intern

------------------------------ Email 7,475 ------------------------------

From: xxbattousai
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
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Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen
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------------------------------ Email 7,476 ------------------------------

From: dbrochu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
Subject: Net neutrality

Leave net neutrality alone.

------------------------------ Email 7,477 ------------------------------

From: millerjn21
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom it May Concern,

Please do not kill Net Neutrality. ISP's need classified as a Title II Telecommunications Service. We're the laughing
stock of the earth and this puts more power into the hands of a companies that already have oligopolies. They don't need
 more power.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Miller

------------------------------ Email 7,478 ------------------------------

From: ddh46
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
Subject: A Concerned Citizen Over Net Neutrality
You'll be pretty much getting the same copy and pasted letter, so here's a few summed points:
- Treat the Internet as a utility. Those who use it more should be charged more for it. Data is data that runs through our
cables. One should not have to pay more for water just because they have a fancier sink.
- Block the merger between Comcast and Time Warner. By further inhibiting competition, price gouging with little to
no improvement with network infrastructure will get even worse.
- You guys really, really should be supporting Net Neutrality if you guys want to be doing your job.

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
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traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

David Han.

- DVD

----------------
David Han
M.S. Engineering and Management Candidate

B.S. Biomedical Engineering - Instrumentation (Minor: Electrical Engineering)
Case Western Reserve University
Mobile: +1 (510)-545-3383 (LIKE DVD)

------------------------------ Email 7,479 ------------------------------

From: alexander.conn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alexander Conn
567 Riverpointe Drive
5
Dayton, KY 41074

------------------------------ Email 7,480 ------------------------------
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From: bsiru001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:26
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Benjamin Sirutis

------------------------------ Email 7,481 ------------------------------

From: saiena
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:27
Subject: Don't kill net neutrality!
You plan to allow ISPs to give preferential treatment to content providers on "commercially reasonable" terms will is a
huge error and a step backwards.

The ISPs want a business model of five decades ago, where a few companies control all content distribution. The
internet has created a new model, and you should support it rather the kill it,

-steve

Stephen Aiena
New Media Dimensions
2000 Tapidero Avenue
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Los Osos, CA 93402
805-550-2586

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,482 ------------------------------

From: jakeweinberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:27
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Let's preserve net neutrality and protect the CONSUMER not the corporations. Do what Germany and Brazil did. We're
AMERICA we can and should preserve net neutrality.

I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Jake Weinberg

------------------------------ Email 7,483 ------------------------------

From: steve.m.mahoney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:27
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a utility through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen
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------------------------------ Email 7,484 ------------------------------

From: crackerjason23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:27
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
   Thank you very much for your time,
   A concerned citizen,
   Jason Bane

------------------------------ Email 7,485 ------------------------------

From: cagray
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:27
Subject: net neutrality
The only purpose of allowing ISP's to charge both the consumer for
bandwidth and content creators for delivery speed is to insure that
wealthy corporations dominate the flow of information, which they
already do with a strangle hold on every other form of media. As a
government regulatory body, it is your duty to protect the interests
of the nation and it's citizens, not facilitate the corrupt domination
by corporate monopolies. You need to do your job and classify ISP's as
common carriers, even if it makes you unpopular on the golf course and
they lock you out of the revolving door.
Sincerely Pissed, Kathryn Gray

------------------------------ Email 7,486 ------------------------------

From: knoconnor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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The internet should not be controlled by large corporations.  It is imperative that it remain open to all to enable a free,
functioning democracy.  We need Net Neutrality!

Kevin O'Connor
420 E St.
O'Connor
Davis, CA 95616
US

------------------------------ Email 7,487 ------------------------------

From: knoconnor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet should not be controlled by large corporations.  It is imperative that it remain open to all to enable a free,
functioning democracy.  We need Net Neutrality!

Kevin O'Connor
420 E St.
O'Connor
Davis, CA 95616
US

------------------------------ Email 7,488 ------------------------------

From: sedwards
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject: Net neutrality is essential the future of the Internet
Net neutrality is essential to the future of the Internet.

The concept of providers selling 'priority' access is repugnant and
contrary to democratic, equal, and open access.

--
Thanks in advance,
-------------------------------------------------------------------------
Steve Edwards       Voice: +1-760-468-3867 PST
Newline                                              Fax: +1-760-731-3000

------------------------------ Email 7,489 ------------------------------

From: gripnizzy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject: Free the internet
ISPs should be a utility and classified as infrastructure. That's it, end of story.

------------------------------ Email 7,490 ------------------------------
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From: adele.r.40
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Claire Reiswig

------------------------------ Email 7,491 ------------------------------

From: ellen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ellen Friedman

------------------------------ Email 7,492 ------------------------------

From: ncbraselton
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and graduate student who conducts a vast amount of his research via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. This is one
 form of censorship, which you would be enforcing and would be unconstitutional. In that vein, a corporate entity
should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and petition for
government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned scientist and citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,493 ------------------------------

From: pinwalker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject: Proposed rules regarding Net Neutrality
If I'm not mistaken, it seems to me that the proposed rules regarding Net Neutrality are probably the best possible option
 given recent court rulings. However, it is also my understanding that real net neutrality could be implemented if the
FCC classifies internet providers as common carriers. Would that not be a better option?

------------------------------ Email 7,494 ------------------------------

From: poc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Peter Childs

------------------------------ Email 7,495 ------------------------------

From: battlefield3vet55
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:28
Subject: Feedback for New Net Neutrality Rules
I am not happy with these new net neutrality. My first question is Why did you remove the original ones in the first
place? They were perfect. I honestly believe you are trying to benefit Corporations that are trying to get rid of it. So they
 can dry out our wallets. Why are you accepting these Corporations bribes? You are supposed to benefit the people, Not
the corporations that are trying to use us so they can get rich! This is going to destroy our economy, Online business are
not going to be able to grow because they have to pay rediculous prices that they can not afford! Bring back the old
rules!

------------------------------ Email 7,496 ------------------------------

From: marcus.johnson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:29
Subject: Complaint
To whom it may concern,

My name is Marcus Johnson and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
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Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

Marcus Johnson

------------------------------ Email 7,497 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:29
Subject: In support of net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to allow for
a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act. It is my intent that all commercial or publicly supported Internet Service
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Providers be required to carry all information, of whatever type or source with equal priority.

Thank you very much for your time,

Benjamin Don Smith
1873 Rose River Ave
Chico, CA 95928

"Deeds, not creeds, make a man great."

------------------------------ Email 7,498 ------------------------------

From: hadybranson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brady Hanson

 85014

------------------------------ Email 7,499 ------------------------------

From: katherinesscott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Katherine Scott
408 W Oak Drive
Lakeland, FL 33803

------------------------------ Email 7,500 ------------------------------

From: cory.grube
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 13:29
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,501 ------------------------------

From: raztec99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Amir Izadi
181 Olive
vancouver, BC v4e2j9
CA

------------------------------ Email 7,502 ------------------------------

From: helenhoyt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The  freedom to find information and to attempt to influence the positions of our government have given ordinary
Americans a voice.

Please do not end "Net Neutrality".

Sincerely,

Helen Hoyt
2708 Crestwood Dr
Flint 48503
US

------------------------------ Email 7,503 ------------------------------

From: mwaldoch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

M Waldoch

WI 54952
US

------------------------------ Email 7,504 ------------------------------

From: ken finger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kenneth Finger

------------------------------ Email 7,505 ------------------------------

From: jr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net Neutrality means a level playing field - the Internet’s level playing field means my one-man business can compete
with the biggest firms in the world. And I, myself, can actually change the world. That’s why the Internet has grown so
fast and is what’s made the Internet such a critical part of our lives.

If you let the playing field be bid on - the underdog can’t compete and we’ll delay (or even miss) world-changing
opportunities.

Jamie

Please let me know if we can do anything else,

Jamie Robinson | Chairman and CEO | QuickBT Processing Inc. | 601 - 2287 Lake Shore Blvd W, Toronto, Ontario,
Canada, M8V 3Y1 | D: +1 647 818 2303, O: +1 888 784 2555 | mailto:  |
www.quickbt.com<http://www.quickbt.com>

CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING
This e-mail message, including any attachment(s), is confidential. If we sent this communication to you in error, please
do not disclose it to anyone else or use the information in it. Please notify the sender of the transmission error and then
delete our communication from your system without printing, copying or forwarding it. Thank you for your co-
operation.

AVERTISSEMENT CONCERNANT LE CARACTERE CONFIDENTIEL DE L'INFORMATION
Le present courriel, y compris toute piece qui y est jointe, est confidentiel. Si nous vous avons envoye cette
communication par erreur, nous vous prions de ne la divulguer a personne ni a utiliser l'information qu'elle contient.
Veuillez informer l'expediteur de l'erreur de transmission et effacer ensuite notre communication de votre systeme sans
l'imprimer, ni la copier ni la retransmettre. Nous vous remercions de votre cooperation.

------------------------------ Email 7,506 ------------------------------

From: joshua.m.hublar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: I work at an ISP

?I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.?
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-Desk-

------------------------------ Email 7,507 ------------------------------

From: joomri.xii
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: Comments on the Latest FCC Proposal
To whom it may concern,

My name is Joshua Rivera and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

Again, I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

Joshua Rivera

------------------------------ Email 7,508 ------------------------------

From: mrosseau
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
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As a concerned citizen and internet user, it is imperative that broadband access, and internet access in general, remain
unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a utility. It is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century
equivalent of an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own
accord, but the right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

M. Rosseau

------------------------------ Email 7,509 ------------------------------

From: robkrueger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Krueger

------------------------------ Email 7,510 ------------------------------

From: lancehunter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Hunter
2020 S Congress Ave
Apt 1208
Austin, TX 78704

------------------------------ Email 7,511 ------------------------------

From: d bo returns
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:31
Subject: comment on proposed rule change
rather than strengthening the idea of net neutrality. You propose actually setting in stone/rules of the idea of a paid
Internet tier. this is wrong!

the only people who want this are the ISP's. so they can squeeze more money out of the market. they are already
allowed to basically run monopoly's and don't need to compete with each other.

the US used to be at the forefront of high speed Internet. now we pay far more than the world average and get far less
speed. now on top of this, ISP's are enacting data caps cub of these issues could be solved by reclassifying Internet
service as a utility. force them to compete. force them to lease infrastructure to other companies at a fair market value.

I DO NOT SUPPORT YOUR MOST RECENT PLANNED RULE CHANGES! this is not what the FCC chairman had
promised he would do. this direction is completely opposite of where we, the consumers want.

David Bland
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Toledo, Ohio

------------------------------ Email 7,512 ------------------------------

From: geaugafletcher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Do not give preference to commercial concerns; primary attention should be given to the general public.

You are being lobbied by concerns that wish to skew the rules in favor of their pocketbooks, rather than in favor of
serving the market and consumers.  Whom does the FCC exist to serve?

Thank you,
Doug Fletcher
Tulsa, OK

------------------------------ Email 7,513 ------------------------------

From: mjeinerson6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:31
Subject: I support Title II
To the FCC:

Classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act. Tell providers 'this
is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it.'

Martha Einerson
South Range, Wisconsin

------------------------------ Email 7,514 ------------------------------

From: pinetwork
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Parkinson
14936 Old Hwy 68
Siloam Springs, AR 72761
US

------------------------------ Email 7,515 ------------------------------

From: nap0lean18
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
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I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,516 ------------------------------

From: oldgraymar72
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mary-Beth Landy
67 Prescott Street
Medford, MA 02155

------------------------------ Email 7,517 ------------------------------

From: jdevito2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Devito
12917 Kentfield LN
Ft Myers, FL 33913
US

------------------------------ Email 7,518 ------------------------------

From: asherphilbrook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: Net Neutrality and an Open Internet
Dear Sir or Madam,
The internet is no longer a luxury, or even an option in modern life. It is a necessity. It is as necessary as water or
electricity for any measure of success in modern times. The proposed "Tiering" systems are just another way to pry
money from the wallets of people already paying more for internet access than anywhere else in the world. We, as
Americans, pay more for slower speeds than almost anywhere else on the globe. There is no competition, and this has
led to stagnation in development and delivery, forcing consumers into a corner.
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The internet is the most powerful tool ever created by humanity, and restricting access to this tool by censoring or
restricting access will hurt the country far far more than anything else could.

I sincerely oppose any hindrance of the free and open exchange of information. I oppose the prospect of having a tiered
access system of large websites paying more for artificially faster delivery.

I am begging. Please do not allow the internet to be restricted.

--
Asher L Philbrook
Satellite Communications Specialist

------------------------------ Email 7,519 ------------------------------

From: ginaj1961
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Regina Christiansen

WA 98642

------------------------------ Email 7,520 ------------------------------

From: tscrump
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: Please Re-instate Net Neutrality
Hello,

We need net neutrality otherwise internet service providers will hike prices even higher.  While there services are
already crap and cost an arm and leg.  They have a monopoly on the U.S. making it almost impossible for new
companies to start up.  Id rather leave the country and get better internet over seas than stay in a non net neutral country.

Sincerely,

TSCrump

------------------------------ Email 7,521 ------------------------------

From: tedybeargirl37
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: Common sense
Just leave the damn internet ALONE. No one wants this except the people who will make money off of it. Our internet
is slow, we are being watch what we do on the internet, and now you are trying to make it so we can only view the
things YOU want us to view. That isn't freedom. This isn't free. You do NOT represent us, you represent the money
spilling out of your pocket. I hope karma is real.
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------------------------------ Email 7,522 ------------------------------

From: adam.c.wood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:32
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to allow
internet service providers to enact 'fast lanes' in which those companies would be allowed to charge website operators
for faster access to the last mile customers they serve.

   As a concerned citizen and a technology sector employee who conducts the lions share of his business operations via
the internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   As we have seen in the wake of the Citizen's United decision and the definition of 'coordination', internet service
providers will take the loosest possible interpretation of 'commercially reasonable' and artificially delay traffic from all
website operators who do not pay extra for a 'fast lane'. The 'slow lane' will become the default, with faster access
speeds only available to companies that can afford to pay for it.

   There is no reason for the United States of America, the country that invented the internet, to not have the fastest
connections available to all of its citizens regardless of where they live compared to the rest of the world. To be 38th on
that list is shameful and smacks of corporatism driven by regulatory capture.

   We have covered every inch of this nation with electric service, telephone service, and interstate highways. We could
easily do the same thing with fiber optic lines to provide fast internet access to everyone. The money is there, but private
 companies do not have the financial incentives to do the work. They have shown that by pocketing the $200 billion
dollars of taxpayer subsidies we gave them and recording quarter after quarter of record profits instead of using that
money to build out nationwide infrastructure for high speed internet access as they were supposed to.

   Internet service is a utility, and it should be regulated accordingly.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a citizen of both the United States and the global internet community, I once again strongly urge the FCC to
classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
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   Thank you very much for your time,

   Adam Wood

------------------------------ Email 7,523 ------------------------------

From: bjj5020
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bartosz Jozwiak

Jackson, NJ 08527

------------------------------ Email 7,524 ------------------------------

From: horne.z
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hey,

I'm glad you decided to open up this issue for public statement. As one of the many people that uses the internet, I think
it would be a shame if the companies that control the networks were to be able to control the content that goes through
the network.

The main reason the internet is as popular s it is, is because it gives you access to the media in a way that you can
control it. I get to view the content I want when I want to. If telecommunications companies can begin charging
websites to have their content viewable on their network, we're basically giving the telecommunications companies
control over what can or cannot be viewed on the networks.

If this were to occur, we'd basically take this great way of communication, and expressing ideas, and turn it into another
Cable tv network. With that average viewer having no say in the content that is available.

As it is now, anyone has access to creating a website, and have it viewable by anyone. To allow the telecommunications
 companies to charge for the ability to have their site on the network, will eventually make that out of the cost range of
the average person.

It's vitally important for progress that this ability to share ideas easily and freely on the internet is preserved. By giving
telecommunications companies the control, we destroy what makes it so wonderful.

------------------------------ Email 7,525 ------------------------------
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From: dabruker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dave Bruker

------------------------------ Email 7,526 ------------------------------

From: bt1295
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: End of Net Neutrality is terrible for consumers.
The internet is the center of my world.  It's there where I receive most of my education, through online classes, which I
would not have the ability to take off the internet, as well as seeking out and easily finding scholarly material that
interests me.  It's there where I get my entertainment, through Netflix, video games, and goofy websites.  It's there
where I shop, and spend more, because the nagging thought of filling my gas tank is absent.  It's there where I socialize,
through email and messengers, and maintain contact with friends and family around the world in ways I cannot using
the phone or post.  Hell, it's there where I seek and and find love through online dating and interactions.

I have no effective choice in my ISP service.  Comcast offers the only broadband service in my area.  All other
competitors offer DSL, which, frankly, is like showing up in Pinto at a F1 race.  I either pay what Comcast demands, or
I lose everything that I mentioned above.  And Comcast is already gouging me as a customer.  It's no secret that we,
here in the US, pay some of the highest rates for some of the slowest broadband in the developed world.  I've no doubt
that Comcast is aware of this.  When they re-branded their service to Xfinity, I saw a $40 a month increase in my bill,
with no noticeable change in my service.

Now, without net neutrality, Comcast is able to double dip, and hold content suppliers essentially hostage until ransom
is payed.  Big companies will be able to afford the fees and little companies won't.  As Comcast consolidates its money
and power, will I be able to access my education? My entertainment?  Shop at little specialty stores?  Or will all that
now be shaped by large corporate entities who can afford to broadcast their information, their products, and have a
dominant ideology that will shape the minds and perceptions of all future generations?

The end of net neutrality is terrible.  The internet is more than shopping.  It is the center of of entire generations lives,
and with that, it is where they build their personalities, their thoughts, philosophies and ideologies.  The FCC just
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handed that over to the highest bidder.

------------------------------ Email 7,527 ------------------------------

From: sljaworski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: Reclassify the Internet, save net neutrality
Net neutrality is the true embodiment of the American Dream by allowing anyone with an idea and entrepreneurial spirit
 to create something groundbreaking and share it with the world. Tom Wheelers policies will kill that dream in favor of
corporate greed.

We the people demand that ISP's are classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 7,528 ------------------------------

From: sljaworski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: Reclassify the Internet, save net neutrality
Net neutrality is the true embodiment of the American Dream by allowing anyone with an idea and entrepreneurial spirit
 to create something groundbreaking and share it with the world. Tom Wheelers policies will kill that dream in favor of
corporate greed.

We the people demand that ISP's are classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 7,529 ------------------------------

From: larryabrams
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

larry abrams
1730 Butte st
Richmond, CA 94804
US

------------------------------ Email 7,530 ------------------------------

From: shane.eynon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Madame or Sir,

I have read with some distress over proposed changes to net neutrality policy. The unconfirmed rumor, reported by
several news outlets, is that a 'fast lane' is to be opened for service- content providers. If true, this will only be further
confirmation that the FCC is not acting within it's intended charter to act in good faith on behalf of the American people.
 The slow trickle of constant information that the USG is acting not on behalf of the common good, but rather special
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interests, is eroding the average citizen's belief in the government. I beg you to reconsider any changes to policy that
may indeed stack the deck in favor of content providers. Further, I would hope that the FCC would begin to focus on
why the US is falling further behind other nations in terms of lower bandwidth speed coupled with the highest costs for
access to the internet. This latter factor has a much greater impact on the average American.

Very respectfully,

Shane Eynon, PhD

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,531 ------------------------------

From: mikecollart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: Classify isp's as common carries
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to express my concern at the recent proposal to enact internet "fast lanes" allowing companies to charge for
 faster internet connection speeds.

I work for a small business who relies on website bookings to generate revenue.  While we have a superior product to
our competitors, if we were relegated slower speeds a competitor was able to buy faster speeds, we would be at a great
disadvantage. This sort of plan is terrible for small businesses and for the consumer.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time

------------------------------ Email 7,532 ------------------------------

From: lrynears
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:34
Subject: We need either net neutrality OR a competitive landscape for  internet providers
Dear FCC,

if companies have to pay ISP's to get high performance, ISP's have a CLEAR incentive to make sure that performance
sucks if you don't pay for it, even though the consumers have already paid for the access and the speed.  Since ISP's are
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often monopolies, consumers cannot simply move to a different company that isn't trying to get paid twice to do their
job once.  Whatever promises companies make, their mission is to make money, not make America have functional
internet.

Some solutions include:
1) the status quo, but with net neutrality intact, so Comcast can be a monopoly but not dick over non-Comcast content
2) drastic action to create an actual competitive market for internet access.  This would probably include forcing all
ISP's to sell their last-mile connections to any other ISP at fair market rates, so that competition to Comcast and their ilk
springs up when service sucks.  This would allow consumers to choose the ISP that doesn't throttle content.

I will be keeping an eye on this issue and am more than prepared to contact my congressional representatives.  Advocate
 for the PEOPLE, not COMPANIES that want to get paid twice for one job.  If they have to get paid by content
providers then the internet should be free to consumers and vice versa.

Lee Rynearson
Indiana

------------------------------ Email 7,533 ------------------------------

From: tbyager
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:35
Subject: It's time for Title II
Classify ISP's as Title II and be done with it already. Internet access has become so pivotal to our economy and society
it is dangerous to leave it to an organization that does not put the public good first.

Tyler Yager

------------------------------ Email 7,534 ------------------------------

From: jowr.pi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
The current plan of having companies pay for better access is the literal exact opposite of net neutrality, and will be
utilized as a weapon by internet service providers.

We've already seen this happen with Netflix for example, where nobody believes for a minute that they were merely
paying for better peering.

This is a bad idea that will have both obvious and subtle consequences and should be avoided at all costs.

-- Eric Gisse

------------------------------ Email 7,535 ------------------------------

From: laurer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Laura DePreta

------------------------------ Email 7,536 ------------------------------

From: ztamijan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:36
Subject: Fast Lane internet aka anti internet liberty
It's a terrible idea and terrible public policy. Allowing such a thing is wrong on so many levels. I'd write a long, thought
out email but I'm guessing that this is all examined by a bot anyway.

Do your job of keeping telecommunications free of corruption and the american people will let you keep your jobs.

Zak Tamijani

------------------------------ Email 7,537 ------------------------------

From: mattgilberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
The answer is common sense, do what is right for the citizens of this country and not for your wallets.

------------------------------ Email 7,538 ------------------------------

From: kcc2jhd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Joyce Dixon

------------------------------ Email 7,539 ------------------------------

From: hauntedprophet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:36
Subject: WTF
Last thing the internet needs is more regulation from you fucks.
Wanna keep your job Tom Wheeler?

------------------------------ Email 7,540 ------------------------------

From: fran.hickey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Fran Hickey
7701 Winterberry Pl.
Bethesda, MD 20817
US

------------------------------ Email 7,541 ------------------------------

From: me
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi,

Companies like YouTube would never have made it off the ground if they had to negotiate individually with ISPs to get
reasonable amounts of bandwidth to their users. Any change that puts ISPs in a position to unfairly compete with or
negotiate individually with (potentially much smaller) startups making use of the Internet will prevent those small
companies from bringing their new ideas to the market.

As a high-speed subscriber, I am happy to pay for bandwidth and data; that is where ISPs should get their revenue, not
from being arbiters of which websites will be fast enough. At the very least, any kind of QoS agreements offered by
ISPs have to be standardized and not oppressive in order to ensure a level playing field rather than back room dealings
favoring the already-large competitors.
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Sincerely,
Jesse Rusak
Somerville, MA

------------------------------ Email 7,542 ------------------------------

From: atg.alanthomasgray
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:37
Subject: ISP regulation
We need more competition in our ISP choices.  What can be done to get
dedicated ISPs in the market that don't also offer their own content
with preferred treatment?  Sadly, America has fallen behind in ISP
service among other things.  If my cable company offers service that I
use for Skype video calls, Google video Hangouts, text based chat,
email, and voice calls, how are they not a telecommunications provider?
    Alan Gray

------------------------------ Email 7,543 ------------------------------

From: jmcmurray
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:37
Subject: ISPs as Title II Telecommunication Services
Dear FCC,

It would be in the best interest of the citizens if you would reclassify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services.
Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Justin McMurray

------------------------------ Email 7,544 ------------------------------

From: aroustop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:37
Subject: PROTECT NET NEUTRALITY

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

I am a student at the Villanova University School of Law and I am writing to comment on the FCC’s recent proposed
changes to net neutrality.

I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for this nation’s online future.  By allowing Internet Service Providers
(ISPs) to “double dip” by charging the consumer on one end for internet access and content/service creators on the other
 end for some sort of “fast lane,” you will create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the fastest, highest quality possible.  This inevitable
outcome flies in the face of the purpose of the internet as a free marketplace for ideas and innovation, and is
indefensible.  Additionally, just about every ISP already charges its customers very high rates for less than good service.
  Charging companies for providing data as well will invariably increase the burden on the end user in the form of
higher prices for content.

No online service should have the advantage of greater visibility merely because it has more cash than others; it stifles
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innovation by giving those who are already successful an incredibly unfair advantage over new start ups.  How can any
new online service hope to compete with say, Google’s YouTube, when Google can afford to pay for the highest
bandwidth possible and the “new guy” cannot?  This outcome is disastrous for the future growth of the internet as a
platform for innovation, creativity, and business.  Innovation and creativity require disruptors--movers and shakers--and
this proposed action directly impedes those disruptors.  Take Netflix for example, and the threat it poses to cable
television providers: Netflix’s disruption is not a bad thing, it is good, it keeps television providers on their toes and
increases choices for consumers--one of the revered ideals of the free market capitalist country we live in.

It is obvious that the telecommunications industry is run as an oligopoly with a few companies controlling nearly the
entire market.  This industry requires regulation, just as other utility industries require regulation.  The FCC is a
regulatory body, NOT a tool of the profit motivated cable companies whose duty it is to increase shareholder value.
The FCC’s duty is to the citizens of the United States.

Our lives have become intimately entwined with the internet; every device we own is becoming more and more
dependent upon internet access:  televisions, phones, automobiles, even down to the devices used to education children
in school.  This trend is sure to continue.  Without proper protection, what we do in our daily lives is at risk of being
dictated by a few corporations and individuals.  Please prevent this.  Please reclassify ISPs as common carriers to stop
the deterioration of our freedom of choice on the internet.  At the very least, do not allow ISPs to create a segregated
internet inhabited by favored content creators who pay to be seen and those who get left behind.  For a more detailed
and technical case against a segregated internet, please see this blog post by Netflix’s Vice President of content delivery,
 http://blog.netflix.com/2014/04/the-case-against-isp-tolls.html.

I truly hope that the interests of the American people--the interests our government must protect--are heard over the
concentrated, well moneyed interests of the few, profit motivated monopolists in the cable industry.  Do your duty to
your nation and your citizens.  Protect net neutrality.

Sincerely,

Antonios Roustopoulos
Villanova University School of Law
Class of 2015

------------------------------ Email 7,545 ------------------------------

From: e.neiman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
e neiman

------------------------------ Email 7,546 ------------------------------

From: bstar4k
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:38
Subject: Internet Broadband - Tier II Telecommunicaitons Service
All internet communications should be protected Tier II Telecommunications Service.  There is no reason that Comcast,
 Time Warner, or anyone should be able to interfere with one's communications as they are simply a pipe that carries the
 traffic. They should not be allowed to store, archive, or otherwise sort this data for marketing or pricing purposes
beyond total bandwidth use. They should not be able to charge twice for broadband use (provider and consumer). It is
reprehensible that this is even up for debate. Seriously, whomever thought this was a good idea should be fired and run
out of Washington on a rail. If I wanted censorship I'd move to Russia or England. ISPs are no different than Ma or the
Baby Bells were.

The companies that operate the network must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected,
or the type of traffic transmitted over the network. This isn't to say they should get ripped off. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
accessed or to artificially affect the throughput. This isn't a Mexican highway, it shouldn't be acceptable to pay bribes at
every turn just to see the content one already paid for.

Also, Whatever happened to all that fiber I paid tax money for in the 1990s? Why is there even a bandwidth issue, we as
 taxpayers gave the major telco and cable providers MASSIVE gifts and they didn't wire up a fraction of what they
claimed they would. Do we even hold these companies to their promises to roll out the infrastructure they promised
during the George H. W. Bush and Slick Willy administrations?

I'd like to close with a quote from then Senator, and now President Obama:

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."
Network Neutrality - Wikisource, the free online library<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>
Network Neutrality - Wikisource, the free online library<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>
Network Neutrality by Barack Obama/Podcasts This podcast was delivered on June 8, 2006. 49020Network
NeutralityBarack Obama/Podcasts
View on en.wikisource.org<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>
Preview by Yahoo

Sincerely,
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James Brock

------------------------------ Email 7,547 ------------------------------

From: maddisonbradley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:38
Subject: Two-Speed Internet
The internet is being stolen from the public, the very public that helped to pay for and build it. How could you even
consider letting greedy businesses enforce a tiered payment system is beyond me. As if they don’t already make a
disgustingly high amount of money on corrupt pricing, but now you’re handing them the keys to completely gouge
every person in the country. The one safe haven. The one place that had remained free from the corruption of money
and power, you’re giving it to them. No fight. No questions. It’s that easy.
Listen to your people. We are asking. We are demanding that you do not do this. It is not right and there isn’t a single
benefit to the public by doing this. It helps businesses and it helps the people whose pockets get fatter by helping these
businesses.
Why don’t you do something different this time. Why don’t you look out for the people that have entrusted you to do
just that.
This will come back to haunt all of us. This is that moment in history when everyone scratches their head and can’t
believe that it happened. That moment when humanity takes a collective step backwards. You all will be remembered
for this.
Start with this. Do the right thing. It’s not too late for redemption.

Maddison Bradley

------------------------------ Email 7,548 ------------------------------

From: juana iguana7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jane Erickson

------------------------------ Email 7,549 ------------------------------
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From: asather
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alice Sather
22464 130th Ave. NW
Newfolden, MN 5638
US

------------------------------ Email 7,550 ------------------------------

From: kevin.p.whitaker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:38
Subject: Internet ISPs
Hello,

Please classify the internet as a public utility. Allowing any sort of fast lane or preferential treatment will severely limit
the future of American small business. Thanks.

Kevin whitaker

------------------------------ Email 7,551 ------------------------------

From: alexsverdrup
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:38
Subject: Keep the internet free and open!
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
**Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.**

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
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petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
Alex Sverdrup

------------------------------ Email 7,552 ------------------------------

From: craigkupchick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Craig Kupchick
4708 Southstone Ave SE
Kentwood, MI 49548

------------------------------ Email 7,553 ------------------------------

From: zekeage
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Seriously, don't fuck this up.

Zachary Flom

 94062

------------------------------ Email 7,554 ------------------------------

From: zonrzero
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 13:39
Subject: I strongly oppose the breaking of net neutrality
As I imagine (and hope) the FCC is getting a large volume of similar emails, I will keep this brief. I cannot in strong
enough terms protest the possible removal of net neutrality. Such a policy change would be disastrous for innovation,
consumer rights, free speech, and in the long term, the US's economy.

I also urge the FCC to replace outdated laws that make ISPs exempt from utility classification. Access to affordable
broadband internet is rapidly becoming a necessity in our modern world, and it's imperative that such access is provided
unfettered by corporate or government agendas.

------------------------------ Email 7,555 ------------------------------

From: triarchic
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 13:39
Subject: Net Neutrality and the FCC Ruling
To the members of the FCC commission,

I support changing the internet to a Title II telecommunications service. You, the FCC,  are currently considering a
change to the Net Neutrality rules.  If the internet is no longer neutral then companies can stifle the ideas and
products/services of a smaller startup or competition.

As a soldier in the US Army, I am not serving and fighting for my countries freedom to have a portion of that freedom
lost.  My fellow comrades that have died in service to this country would be appalled to hear the internet they grew up
with and loved is on the verge of being lost to corporate greed.  Freedom is the most important thing and I hope you
support it just as myself and hundreds of thousands of other military members.

Thank you for your time,

SPC Jordan Parker

------------------------------ Email 7,556 ------------------------------

From: bredon9999
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rob C
7053 west blvd
apt 89
boardman, OH 44512
US

------------------------------ Email 7,557 ------------------------------

From: blue1jay
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jay Humphrey
25525 S. Laura Ln
Estacada, OR 97023
US

------------------------------ Email 7,558 ------------------------------

From: timonkeymusic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:40
Subject: Net Neutrality Comments
I am writing to request that the FCC protect the free and open exchange of information rather than allow Comcast et. al
to created a tiered internet to suit their own needs.

Keep the net open and free, like our country is (was?).

Please.

Pretty Please.

-Tim Donlou

P.S. With sugar on top!

------------------------------ Email 7,559 ------------------------------

From: monicagilman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Monica Gilman
25525 S. Laura Ln
Estacada, OR 97023
US

------------------------------ Email 7,560 ------------------------------

From: djmadscientist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:40
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Subject: Open Internet
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   M. Lewis

------------------------------ Email 7,561 ------------------------------

From: blueroo2001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cynthia Munday
514 Americas Way
514 Americas Way
Box Elder, SD 57719
US

------------------------------ Email 7,562 ------------------------------

From: joec88
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 13:41
Subject: Keep the internet open!
To whom it may concern,

    I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to
net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a 'fast lane' in
which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet
broadband access.

    As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the
lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in
general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

    Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does
not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for those
who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive
commercial atmosphere for enterprising citizens to lift
themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic
woes. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go
against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of
censorship and instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make
the rules.

    The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast
and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an open forum at
a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of
his or her own accord, but the right of every citizen to participate
within it should not be infringed upon.

    A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town
meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein, a
corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's
right to free speech, assembly, free press, and petition for
government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

    As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,568 ------------------------------

From: tibetsun1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Ferland

------------------------------ Email 7,569 ------------------------------

From: drhodes54
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Rhodes
5700 Klondike st ne
albuquerque, NM 87111

------------------------------ Email 7,570 ------------------------------

From: sequoialaz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:42
Subject: Please don't kill net neutrality
Hello FCC,

Please keep net neutrality alive and do not ruin the internet for us all.

Sequoia Price-Lazarus

------------------------------ Email 7,571 ------------------------------
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From: davbenley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Bentley
145 Fell Street, Apartment 304
San Francisco, CA 94102
US

------------------------------ Email 7,572 ------------------------------

From: dwangxero
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:42
Subject: Net neutrality & the new proposed rule.
I'm very disappointed in the FCC and their intent on killing net neutrality and pushing in a new rule that would
effectively let the ISPs bully around companies such as Netflix for more profit.  This will also hinder small startup
companies as they'll have more operating costs since they'll be forced to pay for faster access to their services therefore
limiting their growth.

We already have one of the worst internet connections for first world countries and this will only make it worse.  I hope
you guys come to your senses and do what's right so we can all enjoy an open internet without the ISP monopoly giants
bullying everyone around.

------------------------------ Email 7,573 ------------------------------

From: jrfrazier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Net Neutrality is vital to our world's survival. What happens when
dissent is quashed due to insufficient bandwidth?

Please preserve the neutrality as it stands, the world cannot afford
less freedom and certainly could use more.

Do the right thing for future generations and you will be heroes
forever.

Sincerely,

James  Frazier
Austin, TX

------------------------------ Email 7,574 ------------------------------

From: dachterm
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:42
Subject: Please categorize internet as a utility and do not allow "fast  lane" deals
Please do not go through with your plan to allow fast lanes. That is exactly the opposite of protecting the internet. I do
not want the internet to become something that large corporations control by limiting access to services that don't pay a
premium.

While you're at it, if there's anything you can do to break up Comcast and Time Warner's regional monopolies, that
would be great. I hate having only one option for internet service.

I also strongly dislike the use of the term "fast lanes". It suggests that providers are creating improved capacity for
corporations that are willing to pay, but they're just reallocating resources unevenly. Call it "preferred service" or
"priority bandwidth" or something like that.

Daniel Achterman
Seattle, Washington

------------------------------ Email 7,575 ------------------------------

From: keith.wohlwend
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:42
Subject: Keep internet a class 2 service
As a small business owner please do not squash innovation.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,576 ------------------------------

From: jamesbjackman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:43
Subject:
Choke on it.

------------------------------ Email 7,577 ------------------------------

From: hieters
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:43
Subject: Net Neutrality : Young Female Student Speaks Out (reclassify  Internet providers as common carriers.)
Dear FCC,

I am not going to waste either one of our times by writing a long diatribe about how unethical our beautiful country has
become. Government is in the process of ruining our future, society, and freedom.

YOU KNOW IT IS WRONG TO LET 1% CONTINUE THEIR GREED. We need to reclassify Internet providers as
common carriers.
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Now stop bending over for the big corporations and the big billionaires who line your pockets, and understand this YOU
 CAN STOP THE DESTRUCTION OF OUR FUTURE. It is up to YOU to change the destructive, draconian,
disgusting road we are traveling down, and save our country from this Oligarchy plunge into the Dark Ages.

Stop spying on your citizens. Stop controlling our freedom of information. Stop sending our tax money to kill children.
STOP THE TPP. STOP XL Pipeline.

Support renewable energy. Support freedom of speech. Support the backbone of this country, b/c there are MORE OF
US THAN YOU! And we would rather take care of our own, instead of letting our country kill and oppress others.

Thank you.

-Shelby Hieter

Student @ Green Mountain College

------------------------------ Email 7,578 ------------------------------

From: essaydee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:43
Subject: Duty of the FCC
The FCC's mandate is to regulate the commerce environment with respect to communications in all 50 states. By failing
to enforce the so-called "net neutrality" edict, the FCC decreases marketplace competition and facilitates the
appropriation of monopsony rents from firms that provide services to consumers via the Internet.

Consumers previously paid ISPs for unimpeded access to IP traffic, but due to the FCC's regulatory failure, that option
is no longer available in the marketplace. Furthermore, the FCC's failure to regulate local-market infrastructure
monopolies has meant some services, like fiber-channel, are not available in viable markets due to monopoly
agreements that halt competition and artificially inflate prices for reduced service levels and diminished consumer
welfare.

Please could someone at your agency grow some ethics and start performing work that effectively regulates the
communications marketplace to make it a fair environment for both consumers and inter-net based retailers.
Specifically, consumers who pay for internet services (communications delivery) should not have those communications
 held hostage (stopped) or receive diminished services (delayed) because their service provider has not extracted the
maximum rent from the supplier.

Since the FCC is currently, and reprehensibly, allowing Comcast to hold NetFlix hostage over service delivery, it seems
evident that the FCC does not understand the nature of the situation, or has no interest in protecting consumers.

The FCC should use its regulatory power to insist that internet service providers compete on service delivery, and not on
 hostage-taking. This is to say, that the FCC should insist that ISPs provide unimpeded services to their customers (the
consumers) and forbid the ISPs from charging content suppliers for market access.

This practice of charging suppliers for market access is uncompetitive and contributes to an overall reduction in
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consumer welfare. It is time for the FCC to level the playing field and ban this practice immediately.

Sincerely,

Stephen Dee
202-384-0030

------------------------------ Email 7,579 ------------------------------

From: mcmanus 2004
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mara McManus
119 Oak Grove Place
Acworth, GA 30102
US

------------------------------ Email 7,580 ------------------------------

From: stevehen54
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Fagan
Waltenstrase
Huyton
Sonthofen, ot L36 5XG
DE

------------------------------ Email 7,581 ------------------------------

From: agottem
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:44
Subject: Corporate Overlords
The FCC's recent decision to allow corporations to effectively censor
the internet via tollways is a huge disappointment.  It's clear those
in charge at the FCC are biased towards corporate interests.

Please prove me wrong and reclassify the internet as a title II
telecommunications services.
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Sincerely,
Andrew

------------------------------ Email 7,582 ------------------------------

From: erik
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: Proposed End to Network Neutrality
Commissioners:

Over past 20+ years I have had the great fortune to make my living building both applications and the “plumbing” on
the Internet and what has become the World Wide Web. I have seen first hand how innovation works in this industry.
The disruption that takes the entire network by storm one day becomes the de facto standard the next. 

I am deeply concerned about the recent proposed rule changes regarding the neutrality of network providers. Allowing
last-mile providers to charge for “premium” access to their subscribers will cause two separate, deleterious effects: It
will harm innovation, and it will widen the digital divide in this country.

First, no one can predict where the storms of disruption will form. ISPs are trying to maintain a delicate balance
providing the best service to their customers. Disruptions, by definition wreck that status quo. Allowing the ISPs to pick
 winners (at best, and giving priority to their own offerings at worst) gives a huge advantage to entrenched incumbents.
It would be disastrous to the innovation that has been driving one of the shining stars in our economy of late, and one
that has been sorely needed.

This is doubly disastrous for the majority of Americans for whom their ISP is a virtual monopoly. They cannot vote
with their feet and move to a provider more willing to allow the disruptive traffic the innovative service requires. They
are stuck with whatever their ISP deigns to offer.

Second, allowing ISPs to double-dip and charge both subscribers and content/service providers for the privilege of
connecting will exacerbate the digital divide in this country, and will mean that only the relatively wealthy consumers
will be able to afford a decent Internet experience. It will also further widen the divide between the US and the rest of
the developed world, where we already pay more for much slower connectivity.

You have the power to change all of this. For these reasons and more, I urge you to reclassify broadband internet as a
telecommunications service, and keep access equitable for everyone.

Thank you for your time.

Erik Ogan
San Francisco, CA

/cc:
Diane Feinstein
Barbara Boxer
Nancy Pelosi

------------------------------ Email 7,583 ------------------------------

From: erik
To:
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gov
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: Proposed End to Network Neutrality
Commissioners:

Over past 20+ years I have had the great fortune to make my living building both applications and the “plumbing” on
the Internet and what has become the World Wide Web. I have seen first hand how innovation works in this industry.
The disruption that takes the entire network by storm one day becomes the de facto standard the next. 

I am deeply concerned about the recent proposed rule changes regarding the neutrality of network providers. Allowing
last-mile providers to charge for “premium” access to their subscribers will cause two separate, deleterious effects: It
will harm innovation, and it will widen the digital divide in this country.

First, no one can predict where the storms of disruption will form. ISPs are trying to maintain a delicate balance
providing the best service to their customers. Disruptions, by definition wreck that status quo. Allowing the ISPs to pick
 winners (at best, and giving priority to their own offerings at worst) gives a huge advantage to entrenched incumbents.
It would be disastrous to the innovation that has been driving one of the shining stars in our economy of late, and one
that has been sorely needed.

This is doubly disastrous for the majority of Americans for whom their ISP is a virtual monopoly. They cannot vote
with their feet and move to a provider more willing to allow the disruptive traffic the innovative service requires. They
are stuck with whatever their ISP deigns to offer.

Second, allowing ISPs to double-dip and charge both subscribers and content/service providers for the privilege of
connecting will exacerbate the digital divide in this country, and will mean that only the relatively wealthy consumers
will be able to afford a decent Internet experience. It will also further widen the divide between the US and the rest of
the developed world, where we already pay more for much slower connectivity.

You have the power to change all of this. For these reasons and more, I urge you to reclassify broadband internet as a
telecommunications service, and keep access equitable for everyone.

Thank you for your time.

Erik Ogan
San Francisco, CA

/cc:
Diane Feinstein
Barbara Boxer
Nancy Pelosi

------------------------------ Email 7,584 ------------------------------

From: knmcnamara
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kelley McNamara
338 S Fremont St
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San Mateo, CA 94401
US

------------------------------ Email 7,585 ------------------------------

From: jldeano
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

James Dean

------------------------------ Email 7,586 ------------------------------

From: paxtonbt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

This is just another case of big business buying legislation.

Paxton Belcher-Timme
124 timme Dr.
Guilford, VT 05301

------------------------------ Email 7,587 ------------------------------

From: orgilpount17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: Feedback on the plans for net neutrality.
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

As president Obama said in his 2008 speach,

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."
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- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>

Sincerely, a concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 7,588 ------------------------------

From: whealyiv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: The Internet is a Utility
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

William Aloysius Healy IV

------------------------------ Email 7,589 ------------------------------

From: byrd.danny
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Please keep the internet as Type II communication.  Who I am talking to, where I am getting my data and what I am
doing is not the business of my ISP.  The telephone company does not have permission or access to my telephone calls,
nor should they and neither should ISPs.

Giving the ISPs the power to choose who gets what and to tier the internet will stifle innovation and prevent a free
access marketplace.  The rich will thrive and the poor will not be able to compete.  This is not freedom.  This is not
America....well it isn't what America is supposed to be.

Please help keep America what it should be...the land of the free and NOT the land of The Rich Rule.

Danny Byrd
1270 Shimmering Glen
Henderson, NV 89014
US

------------------------------ Email 7,590 ------------------------------

From: brad.broussard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brad Broussard

------------------------------ Email 7,591 ------------------------------

From: dejected jedi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Javier Delgado
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1525 Pullman Dr #3
El Paso, TX 79936
US

------------------------------ Email 7,592 ------------------------------

From: jmray0218
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:46
Subject: Internet neutrality
To whom it may concern:

I wanted to voice my opinions about the importance of Internet neutrality. The Internet service providers of this country
are foaming at the mouth to be able to charge content providers for traffic, but that's absurd. The ISPs are providing a
service to the consumer, not the content providers. It is assured that the content providers have to have their own ISPs in
 order to reach the consumers, so they are already paying for their end of the infrastructure, as are we, the consumer, by
purchasing Internet service in our homes.

Why should the ISPs of which we pay our money to connect to the internet throttle or restrict our traffic. We should be
able to request whatever traffic we desire, and furthermore, should be able to do so from any provider we deem fit as
that is what our service pays for. Why should they be able to restrict our traffic unless our content providers pay them?
That is unfair, both to the content providers who already pay to get their content to the Internet, as well as the consumers
 who expect a level of service from their ISP.

If you do not side with the consumer, you are not in fact working for the people, but working for the corporate entities in
 this nation with a vested interest in watching Internet neutrality dissolve. I must ask that you do the right thing. These
companies are making money hand over fist as the few ISPs we have in this nation are an oligopoly. They continue to
raise our rates without providing a higher level of service, and that, in my opinion is criminal. To allow them to profit
yet again by extorting our content providers into paying them to serve us, they are further extorting their consumer base,
 as we will be forced to absorb the costs incurred by the content providers.

Again, please do not side with the few who stand to gain. Instead, consider the needs of the millions of Americans who
already pay a large percentage of their income to these Internet service providers.

Sincerely,

James Ray

------------------------------ Email 7,593 ------------------------------

From: mattldanish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I fortunate to be a part of a
family that were early adopters of the internet and the world wide web. As such I have seen the internet and expand into
a beautiful free and open place. I truly wish to see my children appreciate the same internet that I had. I believe that
proposed legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.
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Sincerely,

Matthew Danish

------------------------------ Email 7,594 ------------------------------

From: mattldanish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:46
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I fortunate to be a part of a
family that were early adopters of the internet and the world wide web. As such I have seen the internet and expand into
a beautiful free and open place. I truly wish to see my children appreciate the same internet that I had. I believe that
proposed legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Sincerely,

Matthew Danish

------------------------------ Email 7,595 ------------------------------

From: blakealuna
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:46
Subject: The internet should be open. Do not let corporations decide who  gets preference.
Seriously. Beyond ridiculous that this is even close to happening. The rest of the world knows it is complete bullshit,
and America knows it is complete bullshit.

Do something about it. Do not let the lawyers play the long game. You will be setting a dangerous precedent by
producing shitty rules that don't actually protect the consumer.

Seriously. How is this even a conversation?

Blake Luna

------------------------------ Email 7,596 ------------------------------

From: peterjfoley
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 13:47
Subject: Net Neutrality Comment
Tom Wheeler, new FCC Chair is still a career cable and wireless industry lobbyist. He has proposed net neutrality rules
that would gut net neutrality, strangle availability of content, and result in higher costs for American consumers.

Wheeler's proposal to permit a "fast lane" allowing carriers to hike fees on websites in order to get priority in reaching
customers would mean everyone would pay more to use those sites – as if we aren't already being forced to do so.

Moreover, the FCC under Wheeler would hand control of the internet to telecoms that grew huge through monopoly
status granted by the government. Companies such as Verizon and Comcast would have unfettered power to decide
what information reaches people like me, in what order and at what speed. That means, in effect, the power to control
what content and information I can access. That's simply un-American.

I demand that the FCC go back to square one: REGULATE THE INTERNET AS A UTILITY. That's what Europe has
done, and interestingly, Europe's prices are lower and broadband access is far superior.

I do not accept Tom Wheeler's complaint that he's misunderstood. I understand perfectly well what he's up to: He's a
wolf in sheep's clothing, positioned to destroy an open internet.

I reject the proposed FCC rules on net neutrality and open internet. Go back to square one: REGULATE THE
INTERNET AS A UTILITY!

Peter Foley
Oakland, NJ 07436

------------------------------ Email 7,597 ------------------------------

From: erikhoag
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:47
Subject: Keep internet open
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
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service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 7,598 ------------------------------

From: wsmpc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:47
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative to convey that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain
unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
Geoff Hillers

------------------------------ Email 7,599 ------------------------------

From: sheri
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sheri Minix
PO BOX 810
Descanso, CA 91916
US

------------------------------ Email 7,600 ------------------------------

From: trevor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:47
Subject: Don't abandon net neutrality!!
Hi,

As a small business owner who operates solely online, I cannot understand why the FCC would be creating rules so
favorable to the broadband industry at the expense of consumers. Almost everywhere in America, there is only 1 or 2
options for broadband. In my area, there is only one viable option -- the cable company.

Remember how Comcast was "not upgrading" their infrastructure and Netflix was slow for every Comcast customer for
months until Netflix gave up and paid Comcast? What recourse did Comcast's customers have? None!! There is no way
for us to protest how our ISP treats us. We must have Internet access, and yet we have only one real choice for
broadband.

We either need more competition in the marketplace, or we need more regulation on ISP's so they can't violate net
neutrality. Please stop taking a soft approach.

I'm a Republican, and while I don't agree with all the decisions the FCC has made, you really need to step up your game
and get serious about net neutrality. This is unacceptable.

Trevor Gehman
Design By Graphite, LLC

mailto
PH: 850.341.2188
FAX: 877.404.0685

------------------------------ Email 7,601 ------------------------------

From: progresswe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Marilyn Schnal
2114 se caruthers # 7
Portland, OR 97214

------------------------------ Email 7,602 ------------------------------

From: hunimoon13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Melissa Morgan
9511 N Lombard St
Portland, OR 97203
US

------------------------------ Email 7,603 ------------------------------

From: argyll spartan3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

johnathan Campbell
108 Greystone Blvd
Oxford, MS 38655

------------------------------ Email 7,604 ------------------------------

From: begnocm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:48
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
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Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen, Matthew Begnoche.

------------------------------ Email 7,605 ------------------------------

From: celmquist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:48
Subject:

Sent from Windows Mail

An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality

   To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
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 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,606 ------------------------------

From: robwh77
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:48
Subject: Net Neutrality is about more than revenue streams
I love this country enough to believe that the people and markets should determine most business/regulatory decisions.
Which is why the reaction to this proposal should be taken very seriously. I understand that this is  a complex issue and
that your average citizen can't know all of the details but this speaks to something more fundamental than those details.

Imagine if in the past the city or county restricted certain efficient roads for news paper delivery based on a newspapers
willingness to pay some fee.  Could this not be seen as exploitative and infringing on our rights to have equal
opportunity to news outlets?  Well we've given telecomm companies control over the roads that our most vital
information and connection to the world at large so this is now the reality for our digital life.

I see news of developing countries coming up with true net neutrality proposals and it hurts me to watch the nation that
invented this technology, and that is a champion of freedom and opportunity, develop laws that our ancestors right up to
 our grandparents would decry as being un-American (not from the revenue generating eyes of the large corporations,
but from each of us whom make up this country).

Our country is seen as a puppet of the businesses and individuals with the most money and influence over politics.   Lets
 not prove this by allowing profitability to take away the spirit of this country so that telecomm executives can get
bonuses that continue to exacerbate the inequality in this country.

Please help me keep loving the United States of America by being governed by the people.  The people are not happy.

Sincerely,
Robert Hernandez
Tax Paying and Law Abiding Citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,607 ------------------------------

From: quocpham.h
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:49
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,608 ------------------------------

From: bonnie.sizer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:49
Subject: Keep the internet free and even!
I implore everyone at the FCC to do their best to keep net neutrality in place. The internet belongs to the people, not big
corporations.

The last thing our country needs is even more aspects of becoming an oligarchy.

-Bonnie Sizer

Sent from my Android phone device thing... it goes ding when there's stuff

"Don't believe in yourself
Don't deceive with belief
Knowledge comes with death's release."
-David Bowie, Quicksand

------------------------------ Email 7,609 ------------------------------

From: jodi.music
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jodi Music
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------------------------------ Email 7,610 ------------------------------

From: weeguitarlad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Charlie Abbott

IE

------------------------------ Email 7,611 ------------------------------

From: logan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Net neutrality
To Whom it may concern:
I am opposed to any 'fast lane' online. I support an even playing field for al users of the Internet.
Sincerely,
Logan

------------------------------ Email 7,612 ------------------------------

From: kmrozar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Net Neutrality

Hello,

I am a concerned citizen who is deeply in favor of declaring the internet as a Title II telecommunication.  Net neutrality
is vital to the survival and prosperity of the internet.  Small businesses and start-ups will suffer when they are not able to
 pay the fees to have their web presence match that of bigger corporations.  Relinquishing net neutrality will contribute
to monopolies in different ways.  Relinquishing net neutrality will be catastrophic.

I support Title II.

Best,

Kalynna Rozar

------------------------------ Email 7,613 ------------------------------

From: e wakefield
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
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I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,
Evan Wakefield

------------------------------ Email 7,614 ------------------------------

From: woodentoe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Broadband Regulation Concern
I am a US citizen and I would like to voice my support for broadband to be considered as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

------------------------------ Email 7,615 ------------------------------

From: barcafootball55
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and student whose future job and prosperity relies on the internet, it is imperative that broadband
access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under
the Communications Act.
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Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,616 ------------------------------

From: ms.amber.schroeder
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
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A concerned citizen,

Amber Schroeder

------------------------------ Email 7,617 ------------------------------

From: gratefulbe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
J Noble

------------------------------ Email 7,618 ------------------------------

From: graywolfman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Broadband Access Title II
To Whom it May Concern,

I believe the Internet should be open and fair. Classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."
Basically, I read this as "this is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in --
you are hired to move the information, not mess with it." I support Title II. Otherwise, the carriers can mess with the
traffic and we're only debating the details of how much they can mess with it, aka charging companies for different
qualities of access. I believe this Title II is the right, and only, way to classify broadband access. We've already had
enough snooping, we don't need any restrictions causing start-ups and competitors to other companies being killed
before they have a chance.

Thank you,

Brett Hallahan
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Denver, Co 80231

------------------------------ Email 7,619 ------------------------------

From: rigallow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:50
Subject: Net neutrality
As an american citizen i have to express my disapointment and outrage with the proposed changes to standing policy
regarding internet speeds and the provision for isp's to charge more for faster delivery of content. I have read the policy
in full and despite the protests posted on the fcc website I am not at all in agreement that these policies are good for the
consumer or the world in general. This is not the direction we should be going in at all.

rohan

------------------------------ Email 7,620 ------------------------------

From: valentichm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Meghan Valentich
219 Great Smokey Dr.
Pittsburgh, PA 1523
US

------------------------------ Email 7,621 ------------------------------

From: savpolact1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cecile Adams

------------------------------ Email 7,622 ------------------------------

From: jam m16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject:
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 7,623 ------------------------------

From: glwestcott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Messing with net neutrality in my opinion is a terrible idea. Please don't open the door to this. In the long run, freedom
of the internet is likely to prove to be one of the greatest boons  to mankind that has ever been our species fortune to
obtain. The idea that corporate powers could begin to control and limit access to those with deep pockets seems to me to
 be obscene and terribly short sighted.

Gary Westcott

------------------------------ Email 7,624 ------------------------------

From: adewolk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject: America Means Opportunity For Everyone
To Whom It May Concern,

I'm writing to implore you to keep Net Neutrality a central part of your policy.

I realize the landscape of how Technology companies interact with the resources available is shifting rapidly, and as our
 governing body you are trying to regulate a moving legislative target. It's a hard job, but one which you were chosen to
do on behalf of the American People.

Today, this American is writing to ask you to consider the long view by keeping Net Neutrality a central part of our
Internet. A paid "fast lane", by definition, benefits those who have the ability to pay more. Bigger companies, with
larger resources, will be able to take advantage of that lane a great deal more than smaller ones. Increased service for
bigger companies gives them an advantage over smaller startups, making it harder for smaller sites to succeed.

That everyone has a fair chance to succeed is the founding creed of this country. It's a central tenant of our founding--
the beating heart of our entrepreneurial spirit. Without that level playing field, we stamp out the fire that guides us as a
Nation.
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I know many would argue that it's not fair to have companies like Netflix drain the resources of internet providers, to get
 a free ride when these bandwidth providers have to pay. I would like to point out that this is a short-term view. The
Netflix bandwidth demand, is like many tech companies current success, is a recent phenomenon. In the long view of
the internet, it's a footnote, not the dominant trend.

To legislate around our current day is disastrous. After all, companies such as Netflix, like Yahoo! or AOL before
Google, will surely be challenged by a successor. That challenger will offer a better service that will woo customers,
driving forward innovation. It's success will also eat away at Netflix's bandwidth demand as customers switch. The tech
industry will self regulate as it drives innovation forward--just as it always has.

Netflix's current day bandwidth usage will read as no more than a spike in the long view of history. The solution to
regulating these current day behemoths is to
facilitate the success of competition. That means providing equal service.

Please don't see the forest for the trees by thinking today's trends will stretch forever.
Please don't betray the American Dream by adding a "Fast Lane" to the internet.

The American people need you, now more than ever, on their side.

Sincerely,

Antonio De Wolk

------------------------------ Email 7,625 ------------------------------

From: mbryce711
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

mary rae
259 s. randolph #160
brea, CA 92821
US

------------------------------ Email 7,626 ------------------------------

From: raisemail2000-divert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We expect action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.
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Raymond Zahra
1555 Horseshoe Dr.
Florissant, MO 63033
US

------------------------------ Email 7,627 ------------------------------

From: dgwaltney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Marilyn Walker
6400 Bethel Church Rd
None
Gibsonville, NC 27249

------------------------------ Email 7,628 ------------------------------

From: josh.reasoner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:52
Subject: Net neutrality
My name is Josh Reasoner and I would like to let it be known that I wish to have ISP's classified as Title II
Telecommunications Services.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,629 ------------------------------

From: michellewookie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

michelle wright
4073 brooksdale drive
franklinton, NC 27525
US
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------------------------------ Email 7,630 ------------------------------

From: jordan.w.taylor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello,

I believe adamantly that so-called net neutrality is of utmost importance to the freedoms we enjoy in this country.
Broadband access should be classified as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

Thank you for your time.  Do what is right.

Best,
Jordan

------------------------------ Email 7,631 ------------------------------

From: cmosullivan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Connor O'Sullivan

Jacksonville, NC 28546

------------------------------ Email 7,632 ------------------------------

From: triarchic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: Net Neutrality and the Open Internet
To the FCC Commissioner, Tom Wheeler

I support changing the internet to a Title II telecommunications service. You the FCC are currently considering a change
 to Net Neutrality.  If the internet is no longer neutral then companies can stifle the ideas and products/services of a
smaller startup or competition.  I support changing the internet to a Title II telecommunications service.

As a soldier in the US Army, I am not serving and fighting for my countries freedom to have a portion of that freedom
lost.  My fellow comrades that have died in service to this country would be appalled to hear the internet they grew up
with and loved is on the verge of being lost to corporate greed.  Freedom is the most important thing and I hope you
support it just as myself and tens of thousands of other military members.
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I would like an response to this email.

Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 7,633 ------------------------------

From: pdoug
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: Proposed rules do not protect net neutrality.
FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler

Giving already uncompetitive internet service providers another means to
extract rent undermines the choices of internet users. Despite your
protests to the contrary, it is not preserving net neutrality. The
American public cannot afford an army of advocates to voice and fight
for their interests. That is your duty now. More and more we have come
to rely on the internet for commerce, communication and information. It
is a vital part of our modern lives. The internet is a utility and
should be regulated as such.

Paul Douglas

------------------------------ Email 7,634 ------------------------------

From: walktherain27
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: Open Internet
To whom it may concern,

My name is Megan, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. Just about
every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging companies for providing data
as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
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this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Megan

------------------------------ Email 7,635 ------------------------------

From: i cyrus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: Open Letter to FCC - Net Neutrality and Title II Change
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Cyrus Irani

------------------------------ Email 7,636 ------------------------------

From: vernhebert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: Pro Net Neutrality
I've heard about your recent ideas to allow paid "fast lanes" on the internet, and to be frank, it's a terrible idea.  I could
sit here and let you know all the various reasons it's a terrible idea, such as stifling innovation, but I won't.  You're going
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 to receive thousands, hundreds of thousands, and perhaps even more emails letting you know that it's just a terrible
idea.  I'll keep this short.

Preserve net neutrality.  The rest of the developed world is heading that direction.  They understand the importance and
value of an open internet.  We don't allow FedEx to purchase their own lanes on roads for their trucks.  We shouldn't
allow, or force, companies like Netflix, Hulu, and the companies they will inspire to to do the same.

Vernon Hebert
Voter

------------------------------ Email 7,637 ------------------------------

From: theo.a.law
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: Concerning the upcoming Net Neutrality Discussion
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   It is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   Theodore AW Law

------------------------------ Email 7,638 ------------------------------

From: splunkrock
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:53
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
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I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a telecommuter who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Sean Plunkett

------------------------------ Email 7,639 ------------------------------

From: jmmartinelli
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Martinelli
516 17th Ave SE
Olympia, WA 98501
US

------------------------------ Email 7,640 ------------------------------

From: playdough06
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:54
Subject: Internet Freedom
Don't fuck this up for everyone. The internet doesn't need to be changed to favor the oligarchical system that has gained
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traction throughout the US.

Jordan Shugart

------------------------------ Email 7,641 ------------------------------

From: cburke9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:54
Subject: Keep the internet open, don't let ISPs have control over it.
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Colin G. Burke

------------------------------ Email 7,642 ------------------------------

From: stevenpammyers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Steven Myers
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75-5873 Walua RD A202
Kailua Kona, HI 96740
US

------------------------------ Email 7,643 ------------------------------

From: sappingfield
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'd be in favor of internet providers being able to charge for traffic to and from certain destinations under one condition:

1: If Americans had a choice in broadband internet BEFORE the change occurs. I'm not talking about being able to
choose between cable and DSL, both of which want to restrict traffic, I'm talking about six or eight 30MBPS+ providers
 in every area, so we can count on one that doesn't abuse their position. This way customers could migrate to a different
provider if their company starts degrading services they care about.

The thing is: if that was the case, the big internet providers would never try this in the first place, because people would
leave them in droves. If a company policy depends on no consumer alternatives for its success, what does that tell you?

That said, I know this email box is intended to give the illusion of consumer involvement, and that the decision has
already been bought and paid for. I can only hope someday our congress and national regulatory bodies will answer to
voters and consumers before the companies that line their pockets.

Thanks for your time,
Eliot Sappingfield,
Nixa, MO

------------------------------ Email 7,644 ------------------------------

From: art.vzqz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jorge A Vazquez
11378 Quintana
El Paso, TX 79936

------------------------------ Email 7,645 ------------------------------

From: aimeechan.polekoff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Aimee Polekoff
506 W. Lawn Ave
Lansdale, PA 19446
US

------------------------------ Email 7,646 ------------------------------

From: odie.private
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

simone pinero
279 el cerro loop trailer 4
los lunas, NM 87031
US

------------------------------ Email 7,647 ------------------------------

From: brianjmallia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brian Mallia

 60647

------------------------------ Email 7,648 ------------------------------

From: geoff.battlecry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: No
This plan will allow isp's to charge premiums for certain websites to provide better access for their subscribers (i.e.
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Netflix, hulu) and subsequently drown out any websites that cannot afford to pay the fees. This will not only hurt the
consumers that these websites rely on but also any new companies branching out to the medium of the internet. Also
this puts far to much power into the hands of the isp's (i.e. Time Warner, Comcast) allowing them to effectively censor
and/or deprive their customers of content they find unfavorable to their goals and interests. I am vehemently opposed to
this plan.

Geoffrey Ballard
United States National
24

------------------------------ Email 7,649 ------------------------------

From: fred
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: Keep the Internet free
I support net neutrality.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

------------------------------ Email 7,650 ------------------------------

From: trevor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: Protect net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Trevor Gehman, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a fast lane in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. Just about
every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for Internet access. Charging companies for providing data as
well is short-sighted, indefensible and ultimately dangerous. It place us consumers as products that are being sold to the
highest bidder.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.
Really, allowing a fast lane would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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Sincerely,

Trevor Gehman
mailto:

____________________________

 <http://files.getclearstream.com/email/signature.png>
www.getclearstream.com<http://www.getclearstream.com/>

------------------------------ Email 7,651 ------------------------------

From: gregareas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gregory W. German
1130 30 St
Port Townsend, WA 98368
US

------------------------------ Email 7,652 ------------------------------

From: nettopia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Please keep the internet free and open. We do not need cede any more power and control to corporate entities. The
internet should be a egalitarian place and be treated like a utility. It should be available to all without influence from
moneyed parties who wish to control the stream of information. Ending net neutrality could hamstring our nation and
our people's access to services and information for generations. The long term economic risks are far too great. Please
do not end net neutrality.
Sincerely,
Matthew Netto
Fullerton, CA

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

------------------------------ Email 7,653 ------------------------------

From: themacphage
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.
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This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

--

Austin Jackson

------------------------------ Email 7,654 ------------------------------

From: zen76
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:56
Subject: No Open Internet Order!
The FCC has been treating ISPs like common carriers long enough!  I call upon the commission to reclassify broadband
as 'telecommunications' under Title II of the Communications Act, making ISPs officially common carriers, and giving
the FCC the authority to enforce net neutrality.

I know with the utmost assuredness that the overwhelming majority of comments you receive will be against new "fast
lane" rules.  If the FCC goes through with these rules, it will be a slap in the face to the public, and a gift to
corporations.

Do what is right for the public, not for ISPs bottom line.

------------------------------ Email 7,655 ------------------------------
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Travis Fischer

------------------------------ Email 7,657 ------------------------------

From: crystalmonkey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:56
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his daily activities via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' goes against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and it
instead promotes the idea that those with the gold make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act. For a long time computer communications were through phone lines with actual
 phone calls - I don't see why the technology getting faster/better changes the underlying idea that they only act as
common carriers.

Thank you very much for your time.
-Paul Moore

------------------------------ Email 7,658 ------------------------------

From: chris.salazar44
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:57
Subject: Fast lane allegations
To whom it may concern,

The allegations that you are considering allowing a "fast lane" on the open utility of the internet is deeply unsettling. As
a concerned citizen who is deeply invested in the future of a neutral an open internet, I feel as though I must urge you to
classify ISPs as a Title II Telecommunications Service under the Communications Act. Anything else will be paramount
 to a betrayal of the public will and will not be tolerated.
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Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Christian Salazar

------------------------------ Email 7,659 ------------------------------

From: nancyee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nancy Ellingham
9106 Fortuna Drive, Apt. 4201
Mercer Island, WA 98040
US

------------------------------ Email 7,660 ------------------------------

From: saw2239
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr Commissioner.

I am strongly opposed to the current FCC position that the internet does not need to be neutral. Seeing as every single
member of your committee comes from one of the organizations you are tasked with regulating, I can see why our
opinion differs.

You are going down a dangerous path and there's an important saying to keep in mind; don't fuck with the people who
make your food.

Shawn

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,661 ------------------------------

From: esg900
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:57
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

   Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
 the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

   It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
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streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

   Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

   Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

   As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from
implementing this disastrous policy.

   Thank you very much for your time

------------------------------ Email 7,662 ------------------------------

From: neonight
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:57
Subject: Message Regarding Chairman Wheeler's Net Neutrality Plan and an  Open Internet
To Whom it May Concern:

My name is Tyler Phelps. I am aged 26 and, for as long as I can remember, I've been listening to multiple generations
despair when speaking about America's future. These reminiscences vary over several topics, of course, yet they all
follow the same, general motif: "X used to be better before Y (happened)."

In December of 1997, my mother and step-father purchased our first internet-capable computer at a Sam's Club for the
sum of $999 pre-tax. Within the week, we subscribed to dial-up internet access with our local telecom. I'm incredibly
lucky to have had access to the internet at the age of ten. Although we could only connect at around 28.8 Kbps and the
modem would lose connection multiple times an hour, this access to the internet may have had the single-largest impact
on my life. No longer did I need to flip through a partially complete, decades-old encyclopedia set to gather information.
 Our textbooks at school became largely irrelevant, as I could research social studies with up-to-date information, rather
than sort through dusty pages about the USSR. Information people had spent their entire lives searching for were
available to me within moments.

We had this dial-up service from 1997-2005. Living in rural Illinois, we've only had one telecom to choose from for as
long as I have been alive. In 2005, using dial-up to access the internet could be equated to using ink and a quill to make
a photocopy. Websites became enriched with streaming media, higher resolution images, and other bandwidth-intensive
content. Because our dial-up disconnected so often, it seemed as if numerous hurdles had been put in place to block us
from the content we desired so dearly. We had been trying to get DSL access for years, but our telecom kept informing
us that we lived too far from the company to get broadband access.

Fed up, my parents spent an obscene amount of money to get satellite internet access. Although it was certainly faster to
 download files, the latency made it impossible to utilize VOIP or any other services regarding non-consistent data. In
addition, the company we had satellite access from enforced a laughably low data cap (3 GB/month). It wasn't until my
step-father spoke to an engineer at the local telecom when they decided to try and give us DSL access. Warned
numerous times that it "probably wouldn't work," the DSL was activated and we finally had real broadband access. It is
now 2014 and my parents still only have access to 2 Mbps DSL.

For decades now, telecoms across the country have been given subsidies to increase infrastructure. While infrastructure
has certainly been developed in metropolitan areas, the vast majority of America remains untouched. These telecoms
would rather move money around to give executives higher bonuses than use the money as it was intended: for
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development. While multiple European and Asian countries continue to lead the way in giving fast, reliable access to
data to their citizens, America is left in the dust.

I recently worked for the largest internet service provider in America as a tier two technician, which meant I typically
dealt with network configurations, among other things. I could remotely access customers' computers in order to fix
their issues, even on our now-awful 2 Mbps DSL. I wound up leaving the job, as I could not morally work for a
company that continued to nickel-and-dime their customers. Often, customers would be charged $79.95 for a simple
gateway (modem/router in one piece of hardware) reset, which took all of three minutes and very rarely was an issue
caused by the customer. This company is now set to merge with the second-largest ISP in the country.

Telecoms are already legally allowed to charge their customers based on usage. Most ISPs have bandwidth caps, some
higher than others. What telecom companies cannot currently do, however, is charge their customers based on the
content they are accessing. To the ISP, one gigabyte of data is one gigabyte of data, regardless of whether it is video,
audio, text, or anything else. If Chairman Wheeler's plan commences, this will no longer hold true. Lack of competition
has clearly had an adverse effect on internet access in the United States. I see no issue in allowing a content producer to
deliver content to their clients, as long as the company cannot increase prices or throttle bandwidth based on
competitors' content. I understand Netflix uses around 40% of all bandwidth in the US during peak hours, but
disregarding net neutrality is simply going to allow these huge telecoms to get rid of their competition and further
monopolize the industry. It wasn't until Google began to develop fiber optic services that many of these telecoms had
even considered further developing infrastructure.

If human eyes are reading this and it doesn't wind up unread, as the cynic in me believes, I implore you to carefully
consider all options presented in the coming months. I assure you, even if net neutrality remains intact, telecoms'
lobbyists will continue to throw money into politics so that their monopolies remain secure. We must not allow this to
happen. Anti-trust laws were enacted to keep companies from killing off competition, but there are obviously flaws in
the system. Without trying to sound too dramatic, the FCC is the last bastion for an open internet. I should like to tell
younger generations, in years' time, that our internet access is one of the many things that makes America the greatest
country in the world.

Thank you for your time and careful consideration.

Sincerely,
Tyler Phelps

TP

------------------------------ Email 7,663 ------------------------------

From: apragmaticplace
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:57
Subject: Telecommunications
Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already

------------------------------ Email 7,664 ------------------------------

From: slpin.bonee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

christophe bonnet

FX

------------------------------ Email 7,665 ------------------------------

From: derekdernbach
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:58
Subject: Net Neurality
It is impossible for you to seriously believe that a "Fast lane," on the internet is good for small businesses.

Impossible.

Unless you think a startup has funds to burn (they have none.  I don't mean they don't have funds to burn, I mean most
barely have funds at all.) then a fast lane is an unfair business advantage that will be used by the haves, to squish the
have-nots.

This is anti-capitalistic, this is anti-competitive, this is flat out un-American.

The people in charge need to not just step back on this policy, they need to step out of the FCC.  They're bought and
paid for.

------------------------------ Email 7,666 ------------------------------

From: flowbot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:58
Subject: Net Neutrality is a MUST
-----BEGIN PGP SIGNED MESSAGE-----
Hash: SHA1

Please reconsider your decision to offer corporations the
opportunity to circumvent net neutrality.

thank you
-----BEGIN PGP SIGNATURE-----
Charset: UTF8
Version: Hush 3.0
Note: This signature can

------------------------------ Email 7,667 ------------------------------

From: matt.dondelinger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:58
Subject: No Fast Lanes
Hello,

I am writing you to voice my concern over the proposed idea of "Fast Lanes" for internet content providers and to ask
that you make a new "Net Neutrality" law.
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I think these "fast lanes" will hurt competition between companies and it will also hurt consumers' ability to choose. By
allowing certain groups to buy "fast lane" access this giving the internet up to whoever has the biggest wallet. If some
smaller company doesn't have enough money to buy the premium bandwidth, then it will have minimal views and
probably go out of business. While larger, more established content providers, will have no reason to keep consumer
costs down or improve on their current products.

I feel that "Net Neutrality" should be the law of the land for the internet. Everyone who is providing content on the web
should be on an equal playing field. This fosters competition between companies and in the end will provide better
products at a lower cost for consumers.

I hope the FCC will reconsider the proposed "fast lane" idea and focus more on rewriting the "Net Neutrality" laws.

Thank you.

Matt Dondelinger

------------------------------ Email 7,668 ------------------------------

From: bchang 2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:58
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Thank you for creating this email inbox to allow the public to voice our opinion on the issue of net neutrality.

As an avid user of the internet, for both professional and entertainment purposes, I believe it's important that the ISP's
do not shape the traffic in any way. Prioritizing traffic for certain entity is exactly the same as downgrading for others,
as the internet is not an unlimited resource. Shaping traffic based on profit negates "neutrality". The US is already
behind many less developed countries in terms of broadband access, I feel we do not need yet another hinderance solely
for the benefit of corporate entities.

I'd like to voice my opinion that Internet access should be considered an utility, and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Telecommunications act.

Thank you,
Ben Chang

------------------------------ Email 7,669 ------------------------------

From: win
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

 Chairman Wheeler

I want a democratic media, no closed pay for internet. I want net neutrality.

Alvaro Guevara
524 N Forgeus Ave
#2
Tucson, AZ 85716
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US

------------------------------ Email 7,670 ------------------------------

From: win
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

 Chairman Wheeler

I want a democratic media, no closed pay for internet. I want net neutrality.

Alvaro Guevara
524 N Forgeus Ave
#2
Tucson, AZ 85716
US

------------------------------ Email 7,671 ------------------------------

From: gcrompton0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Don't tread on me.

Greg Crompton
3850 Columbia Pike
Arlington, VA 22204

------------------------------ Email 7,672 ------------------------------

From: gabedm385
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Net Neutrality and the Reclassification of ISPs
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to voice my thoughts on the current and foolish idea to allow internet ISPs to charge other companies to
provide service.  The dismantling of a neutral internet would have dire consequences for the public and the economy in
ways that the FCC has not considered.  Net Neutrality is not something that is just a good idea but is vital to the future
of this country as an economic leader.
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Net Neutrality forces ISPs to treat every byte of data that they transfer across their network just like every other byte of
data.  While this seems like a hassle for the ISPs it is a vital part of the free market.  Because of the lack of choices for
internet providers there is nothing that consumers can do to counterbalance the desires of providers to make a quick
buck at the expense of others but it goes deeper than that.  Suddenly ISPs will be able to dictate what information people
 are allowed to see.  Let's say that the CEO of Comcast decides that only Republican websites or Democrat websites
may be viewed?  What if Google refuses to pay for premium access to its customers and access slows to a crawl?  I pay
over $100 a month for the speeds that I have in order to access the content that I want to access.  This is a lot of money
and because there is only one provider in my town that even gets close to the speeds I need I have no choice.  I can't
vote with my wallet.

Net Neutrality must be protected and ISPs need to be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.  They are
telecommunications companies now.  They provide that function.  It only makes sense for them to be classified as such.

Thank you for your time.

G. Wagner

------------------------------ Email 7,673 ------------------------------

From: jandsangell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Scott Angell

------------------------------ Email 7,674 ------------------------------

From: rckbike
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

 net neutrality.

Robert Kuhn

NV 89706

------------------------------ Email 7,675 ------------------------------

From: elliotshawkins
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Feedback on the FCC's Net Neutrality Plans
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a professional whose career depends upon and is directly impacted by the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 7,676 ------------------------------

From: svstory
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,
The internet is the last source of daily news that the public can, in theory, access for free and develop their own
opinions.  Without this access we are left to obtain our information from TV and radio that is mostly owned by "Big
Media" conglomerates who make decisions about what we can see based on what they believe.

The only hope for us as a democracy is to keep the internet part of the commons and therefore, open access to all.   It
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really is the crux of the saying "knowledge is power".  If we lose that power we will become nothing more than the
oligarchy that we are very quickly becoming.  You can reverse that trend by keeping that information available to all.
Please preserve net neutrality!  Thank you.

Sincerely,
Vanessa M. Story

------------------------------ Email 7,677 ------------------------------

From: wyattp1397
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 13:59
Subject: anti net neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,678 ------------------------------

From: abconnor62
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Arthur Connor

------------------------------ Email 7,679 ------------------------------

From: martin.klingensmith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: A comment for net neutrality
I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that,
at least refrain from implementing any "fast lane" provisions.
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Martin Klingensmith

------------------------------ Email 7,680 ------------------------------

From: trujake
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net
neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a 'fast lane' in
which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet
broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the
lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in
general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not
promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for those who
are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive
commercial atmosphere for enterprising citizens to lift
themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic
woes. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go
against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of
censorship and instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make
the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and
transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an open forum at a
town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of
his or her own accord, but the right of every citizen to participate
within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings
to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein, a corporate
entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to
free speech, assembly, free press, and petition for government address
of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Jacob D. Adamo
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The real man smiles in trouble, gathers strength from distress, and
grows brave by reflection. - Thomas Paine.

------------------------------ Email 7,681 ------------------------------

From: gcrompton0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Greg Crompton
3850 Columbia Pike
Arlington, VA 22204

------------------------------ Email 7,682 ------------------------------

From: brandon.broersma
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'll keep it short and simple:

ISP's should be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 7,683 ------------------------------

From: frank
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Saravut Sopapunta

CA 91401

------------------------------ Email 7,684 ------------------------------
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From: andy0 0black
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andy Wolff

 05468

------------------------------ Email 7,685 ------------------------------

From: andrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: Reclassify broadband
Reclassify broadband and make it a utility. Please defend me as a citizen and make my right to information, education,
communication and recreation permanently safe from for-profit corporations. Make the United States an example for
true freedom for its citizens, not for the highest corporate bidder.

-Andrew Deem
Laguna Hills, CA
—
Sent from myPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,686 ------------------------------

From: kurtmintz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:00
Subject: Hello... about your net neutrality.
I'm not going to say i know a great deal about it. I'm not an economist. I have a degree in biology, I'm an average
citizen, serve in the national guard, and am concerned with net neutrality from what i do know about it. Giving ISPs the
right to charge services such as netflix bandwith fees, or whatever they are called, is a terrible idea. This is not the
premise of the free market economy. If netflix was to fail because it was a terrible company, because it charged too
much, because it had terrible content, Then fine let it fail. The failure of that company should not be in the hands of
another corporation, but the american people. Also it sets a precedent saying that its okay for content providers to be
punished for being successful. Their infrastructure is already in place, and from what i read on reddit, they are not
improving it any so they are just in my opinion being dicks about it.

Also on a side note, is there any way we can get content providers or ISPs to screen ads for spam, malware. I dont like
advertising to being with, but if it were actually relevant and i could trust the link i may be more inclined to use it. The
american people are getting fleeced every day with scams online because the ads are not being screened. That or make it
 so that if there is an ad on the page you have the companies say "This ad was not screened and may be a scam." No one
wants their viewers to see that so they would begin to screen on their own.
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TL;DR Net Neutrality good. ISP greed BAD. Screening ads GOOD, scammers BAD.

Thanks for your time

Respectfully,
SSgt. Kurt Mintz
164th AW MM/PA
Memphis TN

------------------------------ Email 7,687 ------------------------------

From: ooterness
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:01
Subject: RECLASSIFY BROADBAND AS A TITLE II TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE
Recently, the FCC proposed a draft of new rules for Internet Service Providers, which would allow them to discriminate
 against connections to specific websites.

This is completely unacceptable.  Like many Americans, families in my community have only one choice for a
broadband connection to the Internet: the cable company.  Simply put, we are all hostage to their profiteering monopoly.
  Time and time again, they have abused this position of power, attempting to charge ever-higher tolls for connecting
online companies with their customers.

It's past time to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as a Title II telecommunications service.

-Alex Utter

------------------------------ Email 7,688 ------------------------------

From: mzelusky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:01
Subject: Open Internet
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access. As a concerned citizen,
it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act. Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another
does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it
promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--
from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of
an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules. The
 internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon. A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these
town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit
a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and petition for government address of grievances by limiting
broadband access. As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
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If I may draw an analogy, this is like setting the interstate highway
speed limit at 20 miles per hour, except for wealthy people and
corporations willing and able to pay a million dollar surcharge for the
privilege of driving however fast they like. I fundamentally disagree
with this notion, and ask you to reconsider your position. In fact, I
would urge you to go further in the opposite direction, and legally
recognize the internet as a utility. That is already how the population
of our country thinks of it and treats it, and it is time that our laws
caught up with our beliefs, rather than undermining them.

Sincerely,
Lucas Tarr

------------------------------ Email 7,691 ------------------------------

From: ted.mulholland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:01
Subject: Establish true Net Neutrality as FCC policy
True Net Neutrality is needed to secure our nation's future. Nations that establish Net Neutrality are going to be the most
 fertile for innovation into the future.

Net Neutrality is Freedom. Net Neutrality is Opportunity. Net Neutrality is AMERICAN!

Please make true Net Neutrality FCC policy with NO EXCEPTIONS! Do not allow any rules that might encourage ISPs
 to stifle innovation, including those currently proposed. True Net Neutrality is the BEST option and the only option that
 we the people of America will support.

- Theodore J. Mulholland

------------------------------ Email 7,692 ------------------------------

From: josaiahthomas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

josaiah naylor

------------------------------ Email 7,693 ------------------------------

From: gabedm385
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:02
Subject: Net Neutrality and the Reclassification of ISPs
To whom it may concern,
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I am writing to voice my thoughts on the current and foolish idea to allow internet ISPs to charge other companies to
provide service.  The dismantling of a neutral internet would have dire consequences for the public and the economy in
ways that the FCC has not considered.  Net Neutrality is not something that is just a good idea but is vital to the future
of this country as an economic leader.

Net Neutrality forces ISPs to treat every byte of data that they transfer across their network just like every other byte of
data.  While this seems like a hassle for the ISPs it is a vital part of the free market.  Because of the lack of choices for
internet providers there is nothing that consumers can do to counterbalance the desires of providers to make a quick
buck at the expense of others but it goes deeper than that.  Suddenly ISPs will be able to dictate what information people
 are allowed to see.  Let's say that the CEO of Comcast decides that only Republican websites or Democrat websites
may be viewed?  What if Google refuses to pay for premium access to its customers and access slows to a crawl?  I pay
over $100 a month for the speeds that I have in order to access the content that I want to access.  This is a lot of money
and because there is only one provider in my town that even gets close to the speeds I need I have no choice.  I can't
vote with my wallet.

Net Neutrality must be protected and ISPs need to be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.  They are
telecommunications companies now.  They provide that function.  It only makes sense for them to be classified as such.

Thank you for your time.

G. Wagner

------------------------------ Email 7,694 ------------------------------

From: ken
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:02
Subject: Open Internet
It has become time to classify Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers. The possibilities for abuse are just too great
otherwise. Failure to do so will cripple the future economic well being
of the United States, stifle innovation, and limit the freedom of
consumers to choose the content they desire.

Kenneth P. Stox
53 59th Street 
Downers Grove, Illinois 60516

------------------------------ Email 7,695 ------------------------------

From: fzimbardi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The loss of net equality is an extension of the Roberts Court Citizens' United decision, where the wealthy have the
advantage merely because of their wealth, and our country becomes more and more an oligarchy/plutocracy.  The
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American people will not allow this.  Get off your high horse, Wheeler, and get in touch with reality.

Frank Zimbardi
844 Hole in the Wall Rd.
Solon, ME 04979
US

------------------------------ Email 7,696 ------------------------------

From: lairju1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:03
Subject: Traffic Prioritization for Internet Service Providers
Hello,
I work in a highly broadband--intensive sector of the internet services sector, namely, cloud-based backup software, and
 I am writing to express my concern regarding the FCC's new internet regulations proposal. First off, the concept of a
"fast-lane" is misnamed, as it does not involve internet service providers relegating prioritized traffic to faster
infrastructure. Rather, it involves them actively throttling traffic from non-prioritized web services. This, of course, will
lead to the slowing of internet-based services that are unwilling or unable to pay for "fast lane" treatment, an outcome
that will harm both the technology sector and the consumer. The technology sector will be harmed by this, as companies
 will either have to pay or risk being slowed, a disadvantage that could kill many startups that can't afford payment
before they get off the ground, and, as such, will stifle the innovation brought by to the sector by such startups.
Furthermore, this will harm consumers, as services that opt to pay rather than be slowed will often pass the costs off to
the consumer, resulting in higher bills.

I realize that internet service providers deserve to be compensated for the service that they are providing, but the
consumer is the one paying that compensation and, as the price of broadband has only decreased in recent years and the
price of internet, in many places, has gone up, it is only logical to conclude that this is not a necessity for internet
service providers, and will be used by internet service providers to maximize short-term quarterly profits without regard
for the long-term damage such practices will cause. Indeed, if the United States continues on its current trajectory with
regards to policy regarding technology, we may well end up losing our edge as the foremost innovator in the field of
technology: our internet speeds are already far behind those of countries with comparable levels of development of
GDPs, the majority of America does not have access to competition in terms of internet service providers, our
intellectual property system is a mess, and US-based technology companies have lost quite a bit of trust on the
international level recently due to the NSA revelations, a fact that I can speak to personally, as I saw the effect it had on
the company I work for.

I am hoping that these are all just growing pains, and that the US will be able to move past them, but as I see the
stagnation in internet service provider infrastructure upgrades that has been present for the last decade and the recent
changes in policy with regard to internet service providers, I begin to fear that we may end up completely stagnant.
Indeed, before this year, I'd never considered leaving the US to work somewhere else, despite my dual-citizen status, but
 as I look at the path the US is headed down with regards to technology, I worry that, if unchanged, this trajectory may
permanently damage our comparative standing in terms of technological innovation to the point where I may need to
move in order to continue working in the same sector.

With this in mind, I urge you to reconsider this decision. I realize that one American may not be able to do much to
change your mind, but as a citizen, I consider it my duty to try, not just to protect my job, but to try to protect the future
economic stability and leadership role of the United States of America in the global scene.

Thank you for reading this,
Julian Laird-Raylor

------------------------------ Email 7,697 ------------------------------
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From: atticushim3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:05
Subject: Keep The Internet Neutral!
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,698 ------------------------------

From: ronen4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ronen Hartfeld

------------------------------ Email 7,699 ------------------------------

From: kusinwolf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Dorrycott
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3333 Oakwell Ct Apt 937
San Antonio, TX 78218

------------------------------ Email 7,700 ------------------------------

From: jamesroberthayden
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:05
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality!
To Whom it May Concern,

My name is James Hayden, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to what is commonly
referred to as Net Neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for a faster internet connection is not a good idea.
  It would seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New streaming
video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the wherewithal to
pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

The internet has become a intrinsic part of modern society, and the reality is that many customers do not have a choice
between different ISPs based on their location.  Allowing these companies to restrict and/or favor content at their
discretion by manipulating bandwidth is simply unacceptable if we hope to continue using the internet as a means of
free speech, innovation and job creation.  Following the appeals court decision, the Federal Communications
Commission has the power to stop Internet providers from selling bandwidth to the highest bidder.  Reclassify
broadband Internet access as a Title II telecommunications service and preserve net neutrality before it's too late.

Sincerely,

James Hayden

------------------------------ Email 7,701 ------------------------------

From: eap9qc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:05
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
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 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Eric Pinkham

------------------------------ Email 7,702 ------------------------------

From: thedasachi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Darren Jones

 23707

------------------------------ Email 7,703 ------------------------------

From: smcobb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandra Cobb

------------------------------ Email 7,704 ------------------------------

From: ghousto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:06
Subject: Proposed FCC Policy Changes to Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Gray Houston and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

Gray Houston

Advancement Committee-University Choir
College of Science
Computer Science Major
Purdue University
Class of 2017

------------------------------ Email 7,705 ------------------------------

From: paul.wengerter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Paul Wengerter and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.
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Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality.  Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral.  Any inclusion of restrictions or
requirements of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934.  From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

Paul Wengerter

sent from my communicator

------------------------------ Email 7,706 ------------------------------

From: struct dj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
DJ Messervey

------------------------------ Email 7,707 ------------------------------
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Keilbach

------------------------------ Email 7,711 ------------------------------

From: dbqdawg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Darryl Bailey
9303 w Berkeley
Phoenix, AZ 85037

------------------------------ Email 7,712 ------------------------------

From: r.bluntz00
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:07
Subject: Keep The Internet Open!!!!!
Classify ISP’s as Title II telecommunications services and be done with it already.

------------------------------ Email 7,713 ------------------------------

From: drew.e.culver
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:07
Subject: Net Nuetrality
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I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net
neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a 'fast lane' in
which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet
broadband access.
It is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in
general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act. Internet
access in today's homes is used as a utility, and should be legally
regarded as such.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not
promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for those who
are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive
commercial atmosphere for enterprising citizens to lift
themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic
woes. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go
against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of
censorship and instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make
the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and
transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an open forum at a
town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of
his or her own accord, but the right of every citizen to participate
within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings
to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein, a corporate
entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to
free speech, assembly, free press, and petition for government address
of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,
Drew Culver

------------------------------ Email 7,714 ------------------------------

From: richara9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:08
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

------------------------------ Email 7,715 ------------------------------

From: jtrepo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

joel tambling
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310 madison grove place
cary, NC 27519
UM

------------------------------ Email 7,716 ------------------------------

From: jessicabutterhorn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:08
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services.
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Sincerely,
Mrs Butterhorn

------------------------------ Email 7,717 ------------------------------

From: dciliske
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:08
Subject: On the issue of Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Dan Ciliske and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start as they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet Service
Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time, Dan Ciliske

------------------------------ Email 7,718 ------------------------------

From: bob1951
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Congdon

com

------------------------------ Email 7,719 ------------------------------

From: ge.buell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:09
Subject: Open internet
I do not agree with the need to Allow isp to charge for preferred treatment/access.  If you do allow only the big guys
will survive.

Glen Buell North Richland Hills Texas

------------------------------ Email 7,720 ------------------------------

From: hazelaw5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Hazel Witte
3330 NE Trudi Ct
Bremerton, WA 98310
US

------------------------------ Email 7,721 ------------------------------

From: trn1f89
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 14:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,722 ------------------------------

From: samuel.mcnamara
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sam McNamara

 52240

------------------------------ Email 7,723 ------------------------------

From: vance.ba
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:10
Subject: A Brief E-Mail on the Importance of Net Neutrality
To begin, I am not a particularly knowledgeable person in the field of law and/or how laws affect one's interaction with
the internet therein. I am merely someone who partakes in the use of the internet for my own betterment through
education and entertainment. Hearing that the FCC intends to thwart net neutrality through new regulations that would
allow so-called 'special lanes' to those companies who pay more was a severe disappointment since the FCC has avoided
 allowing such preferential treatment in the past.

I realize positions within the FCC have changed over the past couple years and this has certainly contributed to the
change in the FCC's policies just as change in leadership almost always affects the policies of any other company.
However, the policies the new powers-that-be have proposed are comparable to 'separate but equal' policies that have
existed in other institutes in the past. Certainly, the policies are not as dramatic as those policies which birthed the term,
but they are highly suspect.

Despite the inherent fallacy of the 'slippery slope', actions such as these - those that begin under seemingly reasonable
circumstances and despite the best of intentions - seem to spiral down into unreasonable and unfair treatment of certain
persons and, in this case, certain companies which interact with those persons. In recent weeks, the U.S. has come under
 fire from its own citizens and citizens of other countries for its government bearing resemblance to an oligarchy rather
than a democracy. It is not difficult to assume that those in power of large corporations, including the FCC, are
contributing to this oligarchy - whether it be directly or indirectly. Policies that do away with net neutrality allow for the
 further infiltration of those with more money to the detriment of those with less.
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Countries far removed from the U.S., such as Kenya, have already accepted that internet access is not a luxury anymore.
 People from the rural farm to the big city deserve the best internet connection they can get without restrictions to their
access. The internet is a powerful tool and should not be harnessed by any one corporation over another for any reason
whatsoever.

I can only hope the FCC powers-that-be see the error of their ways and revert to their former stance of YES on net
neutrality.

Sincerely,

B. Vance

------------------------------ Email 7,724 ------------------------------

From: cooliomoded
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:10
Subject: Thank You!
I appreciate that the FCC, along with every single other organized body within our government can be sold out to the
highest bidder! Thank you so much for being a part of this treasonous corruption that will eventually break our country
and it's people!

------------------------------ Email 7,725 ------------------------------

From: mkrupp2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Martin Krupp
24 Ann Court
Tinton Falls, NJ 07724
US

------------------------------ Email 7,726 ------------------------------

From: leonvansteen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. We want the long term benefits to all society from net neutrality as as social good not the short-term,
private profits available from the elimination of net neutrality.

Leon Van Steen



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

154 Dwight St
San Francisco, CA 94134
US

------------------------------ Email 7,727 ------------------------------

From: cancerquota
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joshua Jones
1801 Dahlia Dr.
Nashville, TN 37210
US

------------------------------ Email 7,728 ------------------------------

From: mstreek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin McKenna

 68116

------------------------------ Email 7,729 ------------------------------

From: chrisdcombs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:11
Subject:
Dear FCC,

My name is Chris Combs and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.
It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
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Subject: Open letter concerning Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing this e-mail to bring attention to the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the
decision to enact a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, student, and a employee of a small but growing business who found their start up funding
through the internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century's equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that same
school of thought, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly,
free press, and petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Josef Saltz

------------------------------ Email 7,733 ------------------------------

From: temion
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:11
Subject: As a small business owner, net neutrality is critical to my/our  future.
If you look back, there was a time when Myspace was the biggest social website in the world. For a plethora of reasons,
users flocked to a new competitor: Facebook. For years now, facebook has been top dog, but times are shifting again.
Today, Twitter looks to be the big new thing, and in 5-6 years, something else might take over.

Without net neutrality, companies like Comcast could throttle new competition while speeding up websites that pay the
toll. Now think what would have happened if 10 years ago there was no net nuetrality and Myspace was paying the toll.
Would users have flocked to Facebook if Comcast made it painfully slow? Probably not!

This is bad for business. This is bad for competition. Cable companies are dinosaurs whose business models do not
match modern day business (in regards to channel selection) and they are lobbying hard to bring the internet inline with
their archaic practices. The future requires a free and and level playing field. Without net neutrality you are letting the
old and rich stifle the prospects of the young and ambitious.

Don't let the american dream die.
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Sincerely,

George Lubinski

------------------------------ Email 7,734 ------------------------------

From: ewaananen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:11
Subject: On the Subject of Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Regarding the issue of net neutrality, if you have any respect for the continued advancement of this country (and of ALL
 mankind) -- and not just the vested interests of a handful of corporations and people -- then I urge you to classify all
Internet/broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service.  There is a popular saying that goes, "The needs of
the many outweigh the needs of the few."  Regulations regarding the Internet are no different: it is essential that ISPs be
classified as common carriers that are responsible only for providing the service that delivers information -- not for
controlling what that information says, whether it's made accessible, or limiting speeds of receiving said information
(regardless of whether you feel that these things should be allowed in a "commercially reasonable" fashion).  Failing to
classify broadband access as Title II would allow the floodgates of favoritism to open up and give providers a means to
selectively choose which content receives the strongest signals and the fastest speeds.  This is such a contradiction of the
 original principles that the Internet was founded on that I am shocked that the FCC would even consider an alternative
to a completely neutral web.  So I ask that you not let corporate interests control the future of the Internet.  It is one of
the last public services to remain truly open and unfettered and it's importance as the bastion of 21st century information
 depends on it staying that way.

Please... keep the Internet a free and equal service, rather than rig the game for the highest bidder.  Be remembered for
protecting the rights of the people from bias and discrimination, as outlined in your very own mission statement.

Be remembered for doing the right thing.

Sincerely,
Erik Waananen

------------------------------ Email 7,735 ------------------------------

From: doing.science
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC,

What we have here is a conflict of interest clusterf$&@ the likes of which I've never seen. The regulatory agency
designed to protect the general public from dangerous monopoly is headed by a person with clear vested interests in
increasing corporate profits for telecom companies. The telecom companies also provide cable television services, the
primary competitors of which are bandwidth-heavy internet services such as Netflix or YouTube.

The American public already has absolutely no confidence in all regulatory agencies, but relative freedom of the
internet -- which even at its current state is tenuous at best -- is the only thing going for entrepreneurship and innovation
in the United States right now.

In closing, what's wrong with you people? Are you insane?
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Greg W.

------------------------------ Email 7,736 ------------------------------

From: stevusmichaels
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:12
Subject: Keep the internet open. No fast lane for content providers
To the FCC and Mr. Wheeler,

An open internet, one that maintains network neutrality, has no fast lane. I cannot understand how such a proposal is
being considered. As a consumer and US citizen, the FCC can serve me best if it classifies broadband internet access as
a Title II telecommunications service. Under this classification, the FCC can ensure all internet traffic is treated equal.
That means no fast lane and no agreements to prioritize web traffic for money or other exchange.

I could go on about the various reasons an open internet is better for the consumer and the US economy. Various
consumer advocacy groups have already done this. If you want to know what is best for the consumer, for start ups, for
innovation, listen to what those groups are saying. If you want to do what is best for Comcast and Verizon, then listen to
 them.

Regards,

Steven McDermott

------------------------------ Email 7,737 ------------------------------

From: iquigley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:12
Subject: Please classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Sincerely,
Ian Quigley

------------------------------ Email 7,738 ------------------------------

From: nelsonfy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patrick Nelson
HCR 2 B0x 9506
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Keaau, HI 96749
US

------------------------------ Email 7,739 ------------------------------

From: gnomos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: New Net neutrality laws.
Good afternoon. I am writing to express disappointment that the new laws being considered would support the "pay for
priority" system that is being bandied about. The ISP companies in the USA already double dip profits from content
providers as well as customers, and have shown a tremendous disregard for consumer interest. I will not support any
such legislation, unless you also include some sort of mandate that ISP prices be more in line with the rest of the world
for the service rendered. Comcast for example has outrageous pricing for relatively poor service, but is my only choice
unless I want even more expensive, slower, and less reliable service from AT&T.

Lets see companies like Verizon being reigned in first for taking federal subsidies to build a faster network, then not
build it and is actively trying to get out of it, before the consumers get hit yet again for corporate profit.

Julian tacher.

------------------------------ Email 7,740 ------------------------------

From: stormgremlin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Martin Pierce
4225 us route 224
convoy, OH 45832

------------------------------ Email 7,741 ------------------------------

From: vraiamour7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Aundreia Seward
303 S 5th St #5
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Klamath Falls, OR 97601
US

------------------------------ Email 7,742 ------------------------------

From: dom.cederstrom
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dominic Cederstrom-Bailey

Boulder, CO 33326
US

------------------------------ Email 7,743 ------------------------------

From: blcollier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: Proposed changes to Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and independent contractor who conducts much of his business operations via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
Brian Collier
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------------------------------ Email 7,744 ------------------------------

From: simtinger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: An open letter regarding net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a student who conducts the lions share of his leisure time and research via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a **Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.**

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Tim Singer

------------------------------ Email 7,745 ------------------------------

From: samshmoe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
The internet has been, ever since it’s creation, a place of innovation and freedom.
Allowing the open internet to be closed by the greed and controlling tendencies of the cable companies is the final nail
in the coffin of the creativity of the 21st century. ISPs need to be classified as Title II Telecommunication Services, and
if you, as an extension of the the land of the free intend to keep doing your job for the people, do as well.

------------------------------ Email 7,746 ------------------------------

From: rpshep
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:13
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Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Thank you for opening this up for discussion. I have very strong reservations about the end of net neutrality. Allowing
for "fast lane" plans will likely mean that websites that cannot pay will have their speeds throttled. This will inhibit new
startups on the internet, of course. Those who cannot pay to have access to the fast lane will have trouble getting a
foothold.

But I'm even more concerned as an academic. My primary area of study is digital literacies. I'm concerned that the "fast
lane" model will mean that platforms in which people openly discuss and debate may be harmed. One of the great
strengths of the internet is that it allows for an open forum for public discussion. Granted, not all of that discussion is
great, but the point is that allowing that discussion allows for new ideas to get into the world and grow. This is what I
love about the internet.

I sincerely hope that you consider a strong commitment to net neutrality. The internet is a great place, and I really hope
that it's allowed to stay the free and open platform that it is. Thank you for your time.

Ryan Shepherd
Tempe, AZ

------------------------------ Email 7,747 ------------------------------

From: j g.kron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

G Kron
PO Box 697
Conklin, NY 13748
US

------------------------------ Email 7,748 ------------------------------

From: fuck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tony Annen
1234 nunya
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American Falls, ID 83211

------------------------------ Email 7,749 ------------------------------

From: hmclure
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

I use several newspaper archives and other online historical documents, videos, and audio files for my research and
class preparation. I am very concerned that ending Net Neutrality will slow or even block my access to these critical
resources.

Helen McLure

------------------------------ Email 7,750 ------------------------------

From: ohnohsitsjohn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,751 ------------------------------
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From: gavinwsewell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gavin Sewell

------------------------------ Email 7,752 ------------------------------

From: southporkx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality—in particular, the decision to enact a
"fast lane" in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster Internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access—and Internet access in general—remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
Prioritizing one type of Internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a "fast
lane" for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves—and subsequently the nation—from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization
of Internet traffic and enacting a "fast lane" go against the principles of an open and free Internet devoid of censorship,
and instead promote the idea that those with the gold make the rules.
The Internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,
Michael Gismondi
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------------------------------ Email 7,753 ------------------------------

From: krivdamatt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: I would like to keep the internet open
I think ISPs should be classified as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

------------------------------ Email 7,754 ------------------------------

From: wallthing
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Don't mess with the internet...
Leave your greed out of my browsing.

------------------------------ Email 7,755 ------------------------------

From: originalbrowncoat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ross Byers
1637 38th St.
Des Moines, IA 50310
US

------------------------------ Email 7,756 ------------------------------

From: stephanie.savas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
A tiered internet set up will only serve to stifle innovation and information. Anything less than true net neutrality will be
 a great disservice to the American People.

------------------------------ Email 7,757 ------------------------------

From: cjhan17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Title II Telecommunications
To whom it may concern,

My name is CJ Hanrahan and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.
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Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality.  Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral.  Any inclusion of restrictions or
requirements of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934.  From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

CJ Hanrahan

------------------------------ Email 7,758 ------------------------------

From: nicknielsen2000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

It would be a nice change of pace if the government actually acted in the interests of the people, rather than the interests
of the corporations this time around.
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Nicholas Nielsen
6824 Kirkwood Ct
Boise, ID 83709

------------------------------ Email 7,759 ------------------------------

From: benjo6685
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ben Johnson
3101 Shoreline Dr.
Apt 1313
Austin, TX 78728

------------------------------ Email 7,760 ------------------------------

From: odrawilliam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

odra william

------------------------------ Email 7,761 ------------------------------

From: proba te dignum
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Chris Beason

MS 39759

------------------------------ Email 7,762 ------------------------------

From: mjacobs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Megan Jacobs

------------------------------ Email 7,763 ------------------------------

From: vinayh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:16
Subject: Classify ISPs as Title II
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

   Thank you,

   Vinay Hiremath

    <http://www.umich.edu/assets/email-logo.png>

------------------------------ Email 7,764 ------------------------------

From: btoohey2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:16
Subject: The FCC is Destroying the Internet
I am deeply troubled by the apparent disregard for myself and my fellow
citizens of this nation concerning our online future. By allowing ISP's
to double dip, charging both the consumer for our bandwidth, and
internet content/service creators for some sort of "fast lane", you will
create an online environment which guarantees only the wealthiest, most
entrenched corporations will be able to deliver information in the
fastest, highest quality possible. The FCC appears to be operated by
corrupt industry hacks.

William Toohey

------------------------------ Email 7,765 ------------------------------
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From: sonofthewave
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:16
Subject: Net-Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 7,766 ------------------------------

From: frank.h.fields
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Frank Fields
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Santa Monica, CA 90403

------------------------------ Email 7,767 ------------------------------

From: destinys1stmate
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Frank Wissler
695 Hillcrest Trl.
Spring Branch, TX 78070
US

------------------------------ Email 7,768 ------------------------------

From: dylan.matianski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:17
Subject:
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 7,769 ------------------------------

From: hickokchris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:17
Subject: Net neutrality
classify internet traffic as a title II telecommunications service

------------------------------ Email 7,770 ------------------------------

From: dillonrobinson5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
I do not agree with what you are trying to push on the people of America. I want ISP's classified as "Tittle II
Telecommunication Services".

------------------------------ Email 7,771 ------------------------------

From: chris.fistonich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:17
Subject: Open Internet Comment
I want Internet Service Providers classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Please.

I beg of you.

------------------------------ Email 7,772 ------------------------------

From: jamesdevito
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Devito

------------------------------ Email 7,773 ------------------------------

From: raymondthelton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:18
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Subject: Net Neutrality is important
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,774 ------------------------------

From: miladghazvini
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:18
Subject: Classify ISP’s as Title II
To whom it may concern,

I can't even believe that the issue of net neutrality is even up for debate in the U.S. and now every day we're taking
regressive steps ensuring that the profit margins of ISPs grow even larger at the expense of everyone else.  I'm writing
this email with great pessimism that ordinary citizens even have a shred of influence when it comes to influencing
government policy but here it goes again: Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already.

Sincerely disappointed,

Milad Ghazvini

------------------------------ Email 7,775 ------------------------------

From: dustinberry83
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dustin Berry
3215 Washington Street
Vancouver, WA 98660

------------------------------ Email 7,776 ------------------------------

From: lp22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:19
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
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To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality, in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access. It is imperative that
broadband access, and internet access in general, remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves, and subsequently the nation, from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you for your time,
Leonardo Pugliese III

------------------------------ Email 7,777 ------------------------------

From: stevenham02
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:19
Subject: Opinion on pending Net Neutrality proposal
To Whom It May Concern,

I have learned that the FCC is accepting early comments on the as yet unreleased proposal to change Net Neutrality
rules to allow for preferential treatment for some content providers.  As an IT professional with a strong background in
development and internet-based product development, I believe that any change to rules that give some providers a
better footing in the marketplace than others would go against everything the internet is about; freedom, diversity, and
fairness.

A move like this could result in a marketplace where the next Google, Facebook, or Netflix might not be able to
compete and could close their doors in the first year or two of business.  Start-ups and smart web-based offerings are a
major source of revenue in the United States and are most likely the only reason that the economic client for the past 10
difficult years has not been worse than it is.  According to the Startup Outlook 2013 Report
(http://www.svb.com/pdf/startup-outlook-2013-full-report/) "[n]ine in 10 startups are hiring" and "High-growth startups
have an outsized long-term impact on the U.S. economy, generating revenues equal to an estimated 21 percent of U.S.
GDP and creating roughly 11 percent of all U.S. private sector jobs".  These companies have only been able to compete
and many times become successful because they exist in a free marketplace that is fair to all companies, not just some
that have deeper pockets.
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I am interested in learning more about this proposal as it becomes available but I hope that your organization carefully
thinks through any changes of this nature.

Regards,

Steven Hamilton

------------------------------ Email 7,778 ------------------------------

From: sdumblauskas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:19
Subject: RE: Net Neutrality/Telcom Act of 1934
I wish to express my concern about the publicly proposed changes to the handling of Net Neutrality and how it would be
 enforced onto in place and future ISPs.

As someone who has moved away from watching cable/satellite TV due to its ever decreasing value in both content
provided (i.e. the number of channels on a level of service) and the quality of content produced versus the constant price
 increases, I rely on the open internet to access media I find entertaining (whether that be video games, YouTube,
NetFlix, etc.). To give the ISPs power to pick and choose what websites may be available to a person, and for how
much, I feel like there would be an inherent ability for the in situ ISPs to price out their competition or any threats to
their bottom line.

An example would be how Netflix presents an asymmetric threat to most of the major networks via it's offering of
unique and wide stretching library of programming in a portable and time-friendly viewing format. As opposed to trying
 to compete on level playing field, Comcast/Xfinity (a part of NBC.. who is a content producer) has tried to make
Netflix unprofitable by throttling the available bandwidth and charging 'tolls' to Netflix. This is not only a form of
extortion (as once those 'tolls' were paid the performance of Netflix over Comcast was increased) but also a form of
double dipping, as a consumer already pays Comcast to provide the internet at acceptable speeds as well as
infrastructure upgrades for the ever-increasing role the internet plays in everyone's lives.

To give ISPs the ability to grant preferential treatment to content providers would be nothing more than censorship by
economic caste. ISPs would then have the ability to control what the populace can see, what they are told to hold
valuable, and how to communicate. Especially in regards to Comcast/NBC, there is a real threat for them to leverage
their content production and content contracts to make it unreasonably expensive to want to see content that would rival
theirs. Competition in areas could simply be squashed by pricing out content owned by NBC to Qwest/Cox/municipal
fiber.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.
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Thank you for your time,
Scott Dumblauskas

------------------------------ Email 7,779 ------------------------------

From: charvzimm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

charles Zimmermann

 77090

------------------------------ Email 7,780 ------------------------------

From: dbeardman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

D. Beardman
66 Franklin Boulevard
Pontiac, MI 48341
US

------------------------------ Email 7,781 ------------------------------

From: leemsaunders
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:20
Subject: Please keep net neutrality
Hello,

I am a concerned citizen who very much urges you to keep Net Neutrality. I believe it would be damaging to the internet
 and innovation, and thus the economy, if a new pay-to-play system is introduced. Thank you.

Lee

Sent from my iPhone
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------------------------------ Email 7,782 ------------------------------

From: cagadotar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Allowing corporations to control the flow of information is a dangerous path. Keep the internet a free source of
information, news and entertainment.

------------------------------ Email 7,783 ------------------------------

From: dawilso9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Regards,

David Wilson

------------------------------ Email 7,784 ------------------------------

From: elars34
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Erik Larson
49 Eagle Ridge
Lebanon, NH 03766
US

------------------------------ Email 7,785 ------------------------------

From: venecasper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:20
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
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Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,
Sally Venechuk

------------------------------ Email 7,786 ------------------------------

From: rickulous
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
The American people want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.  Also, the revolving door between
lobbyists, corporate administration and government work must be reformed.

------------------------------ Email 7,787 ------------------------------

From: cacti147
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:21
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Patrik Malone

------------------------------ Email 7,788 ------------------------------

From: jessicalarsen07
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:21
Subject: Promote True Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is a utility through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   Jessy Larsen

------------------------------ Email 7,789 ------------------------------

From: jonthomm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Please restore net neutrality. Please make internet a Title II
Telecommunications Service. At this very moment the FCC Commissioner
is behaving like the cable company lobbyist that he was. He needs to
start working for the American People. Do not create "fast lanes" on
the internet. This will only create more problems and the American
People are the ones that will get hurt. Tell the ISPs to suck it up
and maybe take some of the money from their top brass to pay for
things that US Government ALREADY GAVE THEM MONEY FOR THAT THEY DIDN'T
SPEND IT ON.

Jon Thomm

------------------------------ Email 7,790 ------------------------------

From: mikevan40
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mike Vanlandingham

------------------------------ Email 7,791 ------------------------------

From: qlogix
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:21
Subject: Open Internet Comments
To whom it may concern,

I am concerned about the proposed rules for an "open internet." I am concerned about the rules that would allow internet
 service providers to charge more to content providers for a "fast lane." Chairman Wheeler has stated that there would
be a "commercially unreasonable" test to prevent abuse of the new rules. There is no way to implement a "fast lane"
without having it be commercially unreasonable. Established forces in the market would be able to outmanuver non-
established forces, leading to a select few content providers -- as seen in the broadband provider marketplace. You
cannot establish a "fast lane" without having a "slow lane" -- it is a zero sum game.

Furthermore, broadband providers have already proven many times they do not act in the "commercially reasonable"
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interest of their subscribers. This has been demonstrated numerous times in very recent history. Broadband providers
claim they are not able to offer more service as their networks are at capacity. They charge their subscribers for service
that is metered and capped in such a way that prevents their subscribers from fully utilizing the service they pay for.
However, when the service known as "Google Fiber"enters a market with gigabit internet for the same price of of
established providers slower service, the established providers are able to instantly offer five to ten times the speeds they
 were originally offering for the same price -- all without the usage caps they were previously employing. How is it that
a long established provider that claimed to be at capacity is suddenly able to offer five to tens times the capacity simply
because a new player enters a market? The answer is simple: Competition leads to vastly superior consumer experience.
Consumers are attracted to Google's straight forward service that does not offer varying degrees of experience based on
upstream network agreements or charge consumers more when they exceed an arbitrary usage amount.

Allowing providers to charge more for a "fast lane" is contrary to the interest of consumers. Established providers have
already shown they do not act in the interest of consumers. Due to the limited number of providers in the United States
consumers have very limited options when it comes to broadband service.

This limited competition has led to the United States being ranked 35th out of 148 countries in internet bandwidth
(source: world economic forum -- see end of message). This is unacceptable for the world's only remaining "super
power." The nation that founded the internet, arguably the greatest innovation in centuries, should be first in the world.
We should be so far ahead of other countries that every nation in the world looks to the United States as the utlimate
model of a modern internet connected society.

Please, craft rules that treat all internet traffic equally -- regardless of how much each side of the connection has paid.

Mike Thompson

Sources,
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_GlobalCompetitivenessReport_2013-14.pdf

http://www.nytimes.com/2013/12/30/technology/us-struggling-to-keep-pace-in-broadband-service.html?_r=0

------------------------------ Email 7,792 ------------------------------

From: bizdeveloper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:21
Subject: Commissioner Wheeler's proposed plan
Any proposal which allows ISPs to differentially price data streams is absolutely unacceptable.  This issue is a key one
for our household, and you can expect use to spend time and resources, reaching out to our local media and
congresspeople.

The appearance of cronyism at the FCC is frankly appalling.

Duncan Haberly
San Francisco, CA

------------------------------ Email 7,793 ------------------------------

From: exofal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:21
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality.
Dear FCC,
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I'm trying very hard to compose this in without becoming upset, yet what your planning is upsetting. Implementing a
way for companies to create "Fastlane" traffic is extremely disturbing and is setting a standard against the every day
American. We do not want, nor need "fastlane" traffic. What we want and need is for the FCC to control internet
companies and keep them neutral. Why? Because as numbers have shown via Netflix & Comcast/Verizon companies
are willing to hinder their customers in order to extort fees from other companies and their own customers.

This is a gross precedent and could prove harmful to the future of both the personal and business sides of the internet if
allowed to proceed. I doubt you'll take my word for it, but hopefully you'll listen to the multitudes who ask you to just
reinstate net neutrality and make it into codified law.

Sincerely,

An internet user.

------------------------------ Email 7,794 ------------------------------

From: ryanegan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:22
Subject: Rescind your recent proposal and protect Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access
(myself included). So long have I suffered at the hands of the Comcast monopoly. This isn't capitalism, this is a
dictatorship. The FCC has a history of repeatedly failing to promote competition for this critical service.
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4) Internet Service should be regulated as a common carrier "telecommunications service" (since that's exactly what it
is). We should not allow American ingenuity to be hijacked by special interest groups. The companies that operate these
 networks must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic
transmitted over the network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator
should be compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and
what can be access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long
distance service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Kind Regards,

Ryan Egan

148 Calumet Street, APT. 1

Boston, MA, 02120

617-272-5048

------------------------------ Email 7,795 ------------------------------

From: tony.kaehny
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:22
Subject: Please classify broadband access as a Title II telecomm. service
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the Federal Communication Commission's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in
particular, the decision to enact a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet
broadband access.
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As a concerned citizen and student who conducts the lions share of his academic research via the internet, it is
imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules. There is far too much of this attitude present in our country's
laws already.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you,

Tony Kaehny

------------------------------ Email 7,796 ------------------------------

From: knugent1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Keegan Nugent

 32303

------------------------------ Email 7,797 ------------------------------
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From: greenep1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:22
Subject: Proposed changes to net neutrality

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act, and to treating and regulating internet services as utilities.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Peter Greene

Houston, Texas

------------------------------ Email 7,798 ------------------------------

From: ryjaques
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:22
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
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As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. Just about
every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service. Charging companies for providing data
as well is short-sighted and indefensible.  The USPS does not operate in this way - a person pays to send information
through the mail, but not receive it. Why should  ISPs be allowed to charge for both sending and receiving?

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
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A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,799 ------------------------------

From: za3smith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:23
Subject: Your lawyers worked for Comcast?
So the lawyers you have working on your side have worked for Comcast and Verizon in recent times? Are you kidding
me? This is absolute corruption. The fact that it could even get to this point shows how poisoned our political system is.
Do NOT accept a Tiered Internet concept. It stifles innovation, jobs, and adds cost to the consumer. The fact that you
even let it get this far is appalling.

------------------------------ Email 7,800 ------------------------------

From: jdsallenger51
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Stop being so corrupt. We know that you represent and are paid by Comcast.

John Sallenger
5742 Thompson Chapel Church Road
Wilson, NC 27896
US

------------------------------ Email 7,801 ------------------------------

From: dallen4191
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
dennis allen
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------------------------------ Email 7,802 ------------------------------

From: apdm7sm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

T&N Gartner
30 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10011
US

------------------------------ Email 7,803 ------------------------------

From: scott.r.meyer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality!!!

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Scott Meyer

IA 50321

------------------------------ Email 7,804 ------------------------------

From: sinotized2013
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:23
Subject: Net Neutrality
This letter is directed to the acting Directory of the FCC

Please allow me introduce myself.  My name is Teri Bidwell and I am the
author of Hackproofing Your Identity.  I was an early adopter of
personal computing and the internet, and was one of the first people to
be connected online through a university, back when connecting from home
meant using SLIP on a Unix server and a vt100 terminal at home; when
searching for internet files for download meant using Archie and ftp,
and network security meant manually editing an /etc/passwd file.
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In short, I've been around the internet for quite awhile.

I was a system administrator in the 90's when the internet was first
beginning to take shape, when personal computers first were becoming
popular, when the first web browser was written.  As administrators we
had an unspoken code of ethics.  That code was handed down from admin to
admin, and included such timeless gems as "do not read someone's email
when you are helping them fix their email" and "do not copy software
even though you can".  This code of ethics is what gave rise to
OpenBSD's security policies and Google's famous "Do No Harm" motto.

As the internet became more commercialized, people like me witnessed an
increase in control the corporate world has been  placing on what was
initially created to be an uncontrolled communication space. Back then,
the entire internet consisted of connections between universities aided
by T1 lines through Sprint and other telcos. Over time big companies
have bought out small companies and expanded into cable television. At
no time in history has corporate attempt at control of the internet been
more apparent than now. Recent attempts by the cable industry are thinly
veiled attempts to shape the internet into what it envisions as
profitable for itself, based on models it used to dominate the
television industry.

We have seen big cable companies taking over the internet world
systematically,  such that in almost all major cities, one's only choice
for ISP is either the local cable company, which will provide 20+mbps
broadband;  or an inferior selection from 1) the phone company DSL,
which provides slow 1.5mbps connections for the vast majority of
customers, 2) satellite dish, if you are lucky enough not to live in a
valley, have line of site, and don't mind their slow 1.5 mbps speeds, 3)
mobile 4G, which has unreasonably low data caps such as 2gb per month (a
single hour's streaming video can exceed that size).

This is the world internet customers throughout America live in. Cable
companies originally made deals with cities that included non-compete
clauses so the cities could be wired for cable tv.  It was never
intended that those same cable companies would then be able to utilize
their monopoly positions to muscle in on the internet industry as well.
Now, most major cities find themselves in a situation where the only
major ISP that provides sufficient bandwidth to view streaming video
holds a contract that says no other company can come in to compete in
that city.   As a result, the people have no viable competition for
streaming video except the one cable ISP that services their city.

 From a customer's point of view, this is a TV-Internet monopoly.  A
small handful of cable tv companies (comcast, time warner, charter, cox,
etc) are behaving no less predatorily than Rockefeller's Standard Oil.
And make no mistake, the people feel the actions of these companies are
predatory.

  Until now, this situation was made somewhat tolerable by the fact net
neutrality rules ensured every ISP must permit every website the same
priority to cross its lines.  So the high prices being paid for
broadband fast enough to stream video has been something the average
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viewer begrudgingly pays.

What we have seen politically, however, is a refusal of these ISP's to
live up to their commitments:  they have failed to expand into rural
areas, they have refused to upgrade peering servers to keep up with
increasing traffic needing access to the last mile, and they have
colluded to divide up the national internet space so as never to compete
with one another.  Verizon has actively campaigned in the northeast that
its 4G offerings should be sufficient to get out of its commitment to
install fiber throughout the whole state, as it originally contracted to
do.  No mention is made of Verizon's low data caps, making it entirely
NOT equivalent competition as compared to hardwired cable ISP bandwidth
and data caps (or lack thereof).

This isn't a good economic situation for America.  This push by big
cable to control the internet is more than just about tv rights, it is
about today's information distribution system and communication system
rolled up into one.   It is the only viable method of communication left
for many people who no longer can afford to purchase cable tv and can
only barely pay for basic internet. People rely upon the internet to do
their jobs, jobs that involve streaming video.  The internet is a
utility, a commodity, something everyone must have to live.  America
cannot afford to have a company like Comcast or Time Warner merge
together to have a combined control over 60% of the internet's streaming
video capability.

You have hinted you would permit big cable ISP's to inspect traffic and
place selected traffic onto fast lanes to ensure their delivery to the
end customer on the last mile.  But the people are not stupid.  For
every winner there must be losers, if the cable ISP's refuse to upgrade
their networks.  Their plan is to pit the haves against the have nots,
not to expand their networks to allow the combined capacities of both.
As in the past, the result will be they will weasel out of their
commitments, pocket the profits, and maintain monopoly status to extort
tolls out of the biggest internet content providers at the expense of
the ordinary consumer.

The have nots will be small innovative startups who want to make a new
business online, but find that connections to their website result in a
long duration spinning pointer cursor instead of a prompt display of
their main page.

The have nots will be the people who cannot afford cable tv, and so must
rely on the internet for local video news, severe weather alerts and
other emergency information in video form, but those information sources
are so slow they are unviewable due to the fact the local tv station has
insufficient money to pay the additional extortion tolls demanded by
big cable to keep those important information sources on the fast lane.

The have nots will be people who attempt in good faith to participate in
the free market by taking their business elsewhere, except there is no
elsewhere on which they can stream tv other than paying the same cable
ISP that demands 1/10 of their monthly income as a tithe to keep tv and
ISP service going.  One need only look at economic data to see easily
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that the number of jobless and working poor able to afford cable tv and
internet is increasing at an alarming rate.  Those people will
increasingly depend on low cost internet to keep informed of political
discourse and news that affects their daily lives, on websites that may
or may not be able to pay the cable company the toll it demands.

The have nots will be people who cancelled cable because it was too
expensive, and now must decide whether or not to cancell the internet
because they are being charged $100 a month by Comcast/TimeWarner for
basic internet access, and their cost for Netflix, Hulu, Youtube, Vimeo,
or other OTT streaming service has become too high due to the tolls
Comcast/TimeWarner as extorted from content providers (who passed costs
to the consumer), rather than spending its immense profits on expanding
network capacity.

The result will be that ISPs will make reduce strain on capacity by
reducing the number of websites carried to the end consumer.  They will
make the determination on our behalf which websites should be in the
fast lanes, and which the consumer should not be permitted to see.
With 100% Net Neutrality, the people

------------------------------ Email 7,805 ------------------------------

From: ponchito131
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:23
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
I'm paying over 100$ for  15 , a connection that supposedly should watch high quality streams, and it used, but since
January I've been not able to even watch a YouTube video above 480p.

------------------------------ Email 7,806 ------------------------------

From: carla.wong
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Carla Wong

------------------------------ Email 7,807 ------------------------------

From: bkamm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Barbara Kamm

NY 10028
US

------------------------------ Email 7,808 ------------------------------

From: karl.floersch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:24
Subject: The Necessity of Net Neutrality - Please don't give it up
Hello FCC and others,
I am Karl Floersch (http://www.karlfloersch.com/), a 20 year old Stony Brook University student studying Computer
Science.  I have a great grasp of what the internet is, how it is structured, and it’s importance, and I can say with
complete certainty that the recent actions by the FCC and ISPs have the potential to be devastating to the most
influential information technology ever created.
The ISPs are completely out of control and to not be certain of that can only be caused by willful ignorance.  Whether or
 not ISPs are demonstrating monopolistic tendencies is not up for debate.  They are.  They are creating competing
services to Netflix (http://time.com/72349/att-netflix-hulu-rival/) while at the same time they are allowed to directly
degrade the performance of their competitor (http://consumerist.com/2014/02/23/netflix-agrees-to-pay-comcast-to-end-
slowdown/).  To not take action against this kind of behavior will lead to more exploitation of  United States citizens,
such as myself, and will be extremely harmful to the nation as a whole.  I don’t believe the FCC is working to help
America until I see strong and specific regulations placed on ISPs.  Until then, you guys are a part of the problem.

You recently suggested an “internet fast lane” which doesn’t make the least bit of sense.  Here is a short essay written
by Wendell of Tek Syndicate explaining the flaws in that approach.

Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.
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Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htmhttp://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810
_002683.html

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.
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Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these rea

------------------------------ Email 7,809 ------------------------------

From: cshanecassell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Either make the internet become Title II status or introduce a constitutional amendment to protect a free and open
internet.

--
Chris Cassell

------------------------------ Email 7,810 ------------------------------

From: aruddell415
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:25
Subject: Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,811 ------------------------------

From: steemosan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:25
Subject: Why Net Neutrality matters to me
The internet is the greatest thing humans have created thus far. It represents the unhindered and massively available
exchange of information. In years to come we will be able to look back and properly quantify the huge jumps in human
advancement thanks to the internet. Now the FCC is allowing itself to be manipulated and bullied by large corporations
who seek to charge for this information in a fashion that will make them the biggest buck. This isn't about remaining
viable companies or financing a crumbling infrastructure; this is pure and unadulterated corporate greed.

Imagine a world where when you buy a car, you drive slower going to certain places. You really enjoy going to the
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Movie Theater? Well you better leave early because your car will only go 1/10th of it's potential speed when your
driving there and on top of that, no matter how early you leave to get there you're still going to miss half the movie,
ruining its overall quality. Want to go to a competitors dealership to see what they offer? Well you'll better leave early,
your car will drive as slow as possible on your way, to where you can't see what they offer.

This is what the Trust of Time Warner and Comcast seek to do to the internet. They seek to restrict the exchange of
information so that they make as much money as possible. They want to shove the noose of throttling in the face of
Websites such as Netflix, or anywhere else that they stand to make money from, and demand that the pay them
"protection" from the noose. It is plain out extortion, There is no other way to see it. You will be giving giant
corporations the right to limit the travel and transmission of information as they see fit. You are selling a portion of the
United State's citizen's right to free speech and selling it to a private entity.

This is unforgivable. There is no situation in which selling our freedom is "commercially reasonable." Please review
your commitment to Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,
Thomas Steven Hughes

------------------------------ Email 7,812 ------------------------------

From: c.n.otterness
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

cheston otterness

 55418

------------------------------ Email 7,813 ------------------------------

From: aaronramc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:26
Subject: Free Internet like Free Market
The internet is an open marketplace when it's open and free. Allow no one to set limits or make favorites. I want the
internet to remain as free and open as when it started.

-Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,814 ------------------------------

From: edwinsantiagojr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:26
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

e santiago

 14217

------------------------------ Email 7,815 ------------------------------

From: dthomp92
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:26
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,816 ------------------------------

From: davidivanpiccioni
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:26
Subject: Don't dick us around
Keep net neutrality as your highest axiom. This capitalist shit which you are perpetuating is the ruin of us all. You think
you can fuck up most of the planet and then live in a bubble. You would feel trapped and want to go out. Do justice to
this sham of a Democracy country or bury yourselves in 6 feet of dandilions. Pull some courage from man/woman, God
or Satan but act in a way your possibly poor descendants would remember you well. Please reply

No internet discrimination

No blocking

No speeding up

 keep real journalism free (not corporate)

David Ivan Piccioni

------------------------------ Email 7,817 ------------------------------

From: jesspj2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
peter samson

------------------------------ Email 7,818 ------------------------------

From: andylynes87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please for the love of all things good,  do not abandon Net Neutrality. The Internet being open is what has made it what
it is today. I make my living off of the Internet and getting rid of net neutrality would muscle out small business
Americans like me. Additionally, it would keep great companies of the future from getting the fair chance that had made
 America and the Internet what it is today. Please listen. Keep the Internet neutral.
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Andrew Lynes
Boise, Idaho

------------------------------ Email 7,819 ------------------------------

From: ratmcd32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:26
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Charlie Doud, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Charlie Doud

------------------------------ Email 7,820 ------------------------------

From: gmelker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The entire country is being turned over to corporate domination, led by the Koch Brothers.  The Internet is the last
bastion of democracy and it must be protected from them. Don't give into to the voices of inequality!

Geri Mellgren-Kerwin
1210 N Clybourn Avenue
1210 North Clybourn Avenue, Burbank, CA 91505
Burbank, CA 91505
US

------------------------------ Email 7,821 ------------------------------

From: colin.zablocki
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:27
Subject: In regards to net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

As a tech entrepreneur with a degree in Computer Science who has been involved in numerous start-up ventures, it is
my informed opinion that broadband access (and internet access in general) must remain unfettered, be considered a
utility, and be classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic over another does not promote net neutrality. Creating a "fast lane" for those who
 are able to pay a steeper price is inherently noncompetitive. It would create a discriminatory "pay to play" environment
where only those with large existing capital reserves would be able to compete in the historically innovative industry
that, ironically, gave birth to the internet itself.

If America, its economy, and its industry are to be at all competitive in the 21st century, the FCC must promote a level,
open, and free commercial atmosphere that ensures all citizens and companies have equal access to the internet and its
resources.

Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a "fast lane" go against the inherent principles upon which the internet was
created. Such prioritization of traffic also jeopardizes the fundamental notions of freedom that our nation was founded
on. Such an arrangement would promote not only censorship and discrimination, but would also make the United States
a fast follower to oppressive nations such as Russia and China -- nations that are socially and economically dominated
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by an exclusive and elite class of oligarchs and plutocrats.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates is of his or her own accord, but the right of every
 citizen to participate should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, entrepreneur, and technology expert, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as
 a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Sincerely,

Colin Zablocki

------------------------------ Email 7,822 ------------------------------

From: jsktrio
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Sara Reilly

------------------------------ Email 7,823 ------------------------------

From: hattersmith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:27
Subject: Please Protect broad band for the 99 percent, not Comcast and  others, who is getting paid off?
You have a very important job and RESPONSIBILITY to all of us to keep the internet open to all, all small upstarts,
speed for people, NO FAST LANES exclusively for Comcast /Warner(hope it does not go through, just less
competition).

You MUST TRY HARDER TO DO THE RIGHT THING AND do not cave for the big guys, what will happen to this
wonderful thing for most Americans?  Only bad stuff.  I myself hate the internet, do not trust or use it unless absolutely
necessary; every inch of it gets taken over by the bad guys, but this I see is going too far; I know I speak for thousands
of Americans who will suffer from a decision which gives big industry the green light, to the detriment of the rest of us.

NET NEUTRALITY FOR ALL OF US...so little do we have in the way of dollars to fight all the pressing monied
issues today; we are sinking under oppression from corporate america from every direct:  food, agriculture; election
money, healthcare, every day another situation, like people in prison for no real reason or innocent, a mere drug offense,
 I hardly hear any good news anymore and if I were younger I would look for another place in the world to live which
cared about its people more than America.  A big fence along the Mecican border will not keep people out....we fight for
 the wrong issues constantly, where our money goes...DO NOT MAKE US PAY FOR ACCESS TO THE INTERNET,
leaving us holding the bag as usual, this is totally unfair.

You WORK FOR US.  I want net neutrality and you have the power to make this so.

rita smith, a citizen activist in Wisconsin

------------------------------ Email 7,824 ------------------------------

From: steemosan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:27
Subject: Why Net Neutrality is important to me
The internet is the greatest thing humans have created thus far. It represents the unhindered and massively available
exchange of information. In years to come we will be able to look back and properly quantify the huge jumps in human
advancement thanks to the internet. Now the FCC is allowing itself to be manipulated and bullied by large corporations
who seek to charge for this information in a fashion that will make them the biggest buck. This isn't about remaining
viable companies or financing a crumbling infrastructure; this is pure and unadulterated corporate greed.

Imagine a world where when you buy a car, you drive slower going to certain places. You really enjoy going to the
Movie Theater? Well you better leave early because your car will only go 1/10th of it's potential speed when your
driving there and on top of that, no matter how early you leave to get there you're still going to miss half the movie,
ruining its overall quality. Want to go to a competitors dealership to see what they offer? Well you'll better leave early,
your car will drive as slow as possible on your way, to where you can't see what they offer.

This is what the Trust of Time Warner and Comcast seek to do to the internet. They seek to restrict the exchange of
information so that they make as much money as possible. They want to shove the noose of throttling in the face of
Websites such as Netflix, or anywhere else that they stand to make money from, and demand that the pay them
"protection" from the noose. It is plain out extortion, There is no other way to see it. You will be giving giant
corporations the right to limit the travel and transmission of information as they see fit. You are selling a portion of the
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United State's citizen's right to free speech and selling it to a private entity.

This is unforgivable. There is no situation in which selling our freedom is "commercially reasonable." Please review
your commitment to Net Neutrality.

Sincerely,
Thomas Steven Hughes

------------------------------ Email 7,825 ------------------------------

From: talking.to.sheryl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:27
Subject: net neutrality
An Internet-age equivalent of the First Amendment—a guarantee of equal treatment for all content, as opposed to
special rights to speed and quality of service for the powerful business and political elites that can buy an advantage.

------------------------------ Email 7,826 ------------------------------

From: zgeiger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:27
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a graduate student researcher who depends greatly on internet in the conduct of my work, it
is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen in California,

-Zachary Geiger
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------------------------------ Email 7,827 ------------------------------

From: sharrylachman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:28
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sharon Lachman

------------------------------ Email 7,828 ------------------------------

From: dwg06d
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Griffin

Austin, TX 78746

------------------------------ Email 7,829 ------------------------------

From: devinself
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:28
Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,
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I am writing to you today as a twenty-year internet user from Kansas City in order to express broad and deep concerns
that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to provide so
called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htmhttp://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810
_002683.html
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The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide the service. It is also
 likely that these communications compani

------------------------------ Email 7,830 ------------------------------

From: jsfontaine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:28
Subject: Proposed Internet Fastlane
The Fastlane proposal that allows Internet service providers to charge a premium to Internet services is bad policy.  I
urge the FCC reject this new proposed rule and instead develop rules that are more aligned with consumer interests.
ISP's should be common carriers focused on generating direct revenues from thier customers.

Internet Service Providers should not be allowed to decide what their users access online.  Not should they be allowed to
 give preferential treatment to specific content providers.
Millions of consumers such as myself  pay our money to ISP's for broadband Internet connections.  The idea that ISP's
will now change the terms of this agreement to include"Fastlane" content is absurd.  These utilities are making huge
profits, the model is working.  American innovation shouldn't be sacrificed to send even more absurd amounts of money
 to these providers of a basic utilities.
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The model of cable tv where operators work with a few content creators to control consumer content and choice is not
one we should allow to take root in the broadband Internet market.   Particularly when consumers have roundly rejected
this model by dropping their cable subscriptions and buying content directly from the likes of Apple, Netflix and Hulu.

John Fontaine
3514 8th st S
Arlington, VA 22204

------------------------------ Email 7,831 ------------------------------

From: klipa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,832 ------------------------------

From: raffman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:29
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern

I would like to stress the importance of Net Neutrality in today's internet and how that will affect the future of the
technology.  I believe that the proposed legislation by the FCC would only work to damage the current state of the free
internet.

I strongly support classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II telecommunications Services and believe that it is
imperative for this to happen in order to keep net neutrality.

Rafael Sanmiguel - US Citizen
12950 NW 5th Street
Pembroke Pines, FL  33028

------------------------------ Email 7,833 ------------------------------

From: judie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Judie Hoerppner

------------------------------ Email 7,834 ------------------------------

From: calebmartiny
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:29
Subject: Do the right thing
Make ISPs follow telecom regulations assuring equal access. Make sure more than 1 or 2 ISPs are accessible in any
given market. I shouldn't have to be tied to a single provider and constant rate increases (Cox in my area). By having
Netflix or other products charged extra for access means I get price gouged twice.

Free the tech economy from the shackles of corporate greed.

------------------------------ Email 7,835 ------------------------------

From: scuba
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

The internet should be as free as public roads! Don't make it a toll road.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Powell
6992 Blackhawk Pl
Colorado Springs, CO 80919
US

------------------------------ Email 7,836 ------------------------------

From: kyle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:30
Subject: RECLASSIFY INTERNET PROVIDERS AS COMMON CARRIERS.
FIGHT FOR THE 99% AND RECLASSIFY INTERNET PROVIDERS AS COMMON CARRIERS. THIS LIFE IS A
FRAGMENT IN TIME SPACE, FIGHT FOR THE PEOPLE NO CORPORATIONS. THANK YOU

------------------------------ Email 7,837 ------------------------------
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From: aaronschooley85work
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Aaron Schooley and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

Aaron Schooley

------------------------------ Email 7,838 ------------------------------

From: twmarks
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tom Marks

 32839

------------------------------ Email 7,839 ------------------------------

From: tyson.dunham
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:30
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Subject: Net neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,840 ------------------------------

From: greggbydesign
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:30
Subject: Open internet
I would like the internet classified as a Title II Telecommunication Service. The internet should be considered a
common carrier.

------------------------------ Email 7,841 ------------------------------

From: evanthefox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Might I also add that on a personal note, I am hoping to get into internet entertainment (monetized Youtube videos), and
 would appreciate it if you would stop attempting to curtail the internet's usability while I do so.

Evan Pawloski
1383 Puritan Road
Portage, PA 15946

------------------------------ Email 7,842 ------------------------------

From: david.winn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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David Winn
446 Old County Rd
Pacifica, CA 94044

------------------------------ Email 7,843 ------------------------------

From: bharani51
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
William Stahl

------------------------------ Email 7,844 ------------------------------

From: sean.kearfott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:32
Subject: ISP's should be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
ISP's should be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

------------------------------ Email 7,845 ------------------------------

From: caba610
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Caleb Uribarri
3701 paisley ln
El paso, TX 79928

------------------------------ Email 7,846 ------------------------------

From: dsc 1977
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Davina Curran

------------------------------ Email 7,847 ------------------------------

From: dsuppan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Suppan
2837 Century Blvd
Boulder, CO 80304
US

------------------------------ Email 7,848 ------------------------------

From: nickscott86
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 14:33
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Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a deeply concerned citizen and technology expert. I have an acute understanding of the
current situation with the proposed "internet fast lane" rules and I am aware of the technical and circumstantial details
around the recent Netflix/Comcast event.

I must say that I was not expecting this from your office at this time; the proposed rules do not make sense and do not
follow the FCC charter. In 2009 the FCC drafted similar rules because of the events surrounding Comcast and
Comcast’s arbitrary throttling of peer-to-peer traffic; in that case the FCC lost their case when the DC district court
ruled that Comcast is classified as an "information service." Recently, the FCC finished writing the "Open Internet"
rules and once again the FCC was sued by Verizon. The FCC lost their case once again – in both of these cases the court
 urged the FCC to reclassify these ISPs as a Title II communications company if the office of the FCC was serious about
 drafting rules that these companies must follow.

I’m aware that Title II has some stringent rules and that these rules may not all be applicable to internet service
providers like Verizon, AT&T and Comcast. However, I would remind you that the FCC has the power of forbearance;
the office can choose what rules will be imposed. Were these internet service providers classified as
"telecommunications services", as the FCC has been encouraged to do by these two court cases, then it does not have to
enforce all the rules under Title II.

Certainly I have been surprised by these proposed "internet fast lane" rules; they were entirely unexpected at this time. I
do not see how they are substantially different than the rules put forth in the previous two failed court cases. Also, I
would not expect to entertain such a proposal unless and until the FCC reclassifies these ISPs as telecommunications
companies under Title II.

In point of fact, Comcast has already negotiated a "fast lane" deal with Netflix. However, Comcast is selling service
tiers to customers that specify a speed (e.g. 50 megabits per second) and a byte cap (250 gigabytes, as specified in the
terms-of-service). As a customer of Comcast, I may elect to use some or all of the capacity I have been allocated on
Netflix services.

I am confident that should the FCC investigate the particulars of Comcast’s activities in this case, they would have an
open-and-shut antitrust case. To use a telephone analogy, this is no different than a cellular telephone provider charging
a call recipient "extra" to "help prevent the call from being dropped."

This is exactly the same type of abusive conduct that the FCC tried to deal with in the court cases in 2009 and again
with Verizon more recently.

Please, halt what is being done with these "internet fast lane" rules, and simply reclassify internet service providers as
Telecommunications companies under Title II of the 1996 telecommunications act. It is a faster, simpler, and more
effective way to accomplish your goals.

Sincerely,
Nick Scott

------------------------------ Email 7,849 ------------------------------

From: gerradp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:33
Subject: Please save NET NEUTRALITY
The internet is a powerful force for democracy and quality of life. Please, do not let that be ruined by removing net
neutrality.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Companies will run roughshod over our rights if you let them. Thanks for your consideration.

Gerrad Petersen
Minneapolis, MN

------------------------------ Email 7,850 ------------------------------

From: bobbytucker182
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:33
Subject: Net neutrality
I want ISP's classified as title II telecommunications services.

------------------------------ Email 7,851 ------------------------------

From: 3dtrent
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:33
Subject: Classify ISPs as Title ii Telecommunications Services
In order to keep the internet alive and as prosperous as it is today, internet service providers need to be kept neutral in
their delivery of content. The ONLY way to ensure this is to classify internet service providers as title ii
telecommunications services. It's long overdue, and it's the right course of action for our internet and our future.

-Michael Trent
Mount Pleasant, MI

------------------------------ Email 7,852 ------------------------------

From: oddjob 458
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Randall Priddy

 76116

------------------------------ Email 7,853 ------------------------------

From: austincoile04
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin Coile
217 Eldorado Dr
Tuscola, IL 61953

------------------------------ Email 7,854 ------------------------------

From: mend2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Anthony Mendoza
2702 Thomasville ave
Henderson, NV 89052

------------------------------ Email 7,855 ------------------------------

From: aclwitt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Asa Witt

 12484

------------------------------ Email 7,856 ------------------------------
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From: bowdre
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bowdre Banks

 70808

------------------------------ Email 7,857 ------------------------------

From: robertherrickjr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:34
Subject: KEEP THE INTERNET FREE!!!
Please don't make the Internet a marketplace for the highest bidder. Enough of our lives are corrupted by money already,
 let us keep our internet.

Robert, Paula, Trey, and Madison Herrick

------------------------------ Email 7,858 ------------------------------

From: sinjino
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:34
Subject:
In regards to Tom Wheeler's recent Open Internet Rule proposal

I recently read through his blog post (http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules), and it is
 either filled with blatant lies, or he is simply wrong.

He claims that "The Notice does not change the underlying goals of transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no
unreasonable discrimination among users established by the 2010 Rule". Yet, upon looking into specifically that rule, it
says very clearly, that his exact proposition for ISPs to establish deals with third-parties to grant priority treatment is
terrible for innovation, competition, and users. Specifically, it says:

"For a number of reasons, including those discussed above in Part II.B, a commercial arrangement between a broadband
 provider and a third party to directly or indirectly favor some traffic over other traffic in the broadband Internet access
service connection to a subscriber of the broadband provider (i.e., “pay for priority”) would raise significant cause for
concern." (FCC, 2010, Sec. 76)

which continues on to detail some risks, such as the ones I listed. You can read that for yourself, so I am not wasting
your time with a large copied chunk of text. But I don't need to cite the FCC's own rule for you to understand why this is
 terrible.
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I implore you, please classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. I, along with the vast majority
of the population, support this classification. It needs to be done to ensure future innovation and competition, and to
prevent users from being exploited.

We already have little or no choice in our ISP, as they are essentially regional monopolies. They now get to determine
what we pay for, and how we use the most valuable resource to us currently., and they exploit this regularly. Please do
not let them exploit us further.

You can choose the future of this nation. Do not take this lightly.

Best regards,

Sinjin Oleszczuk

------------------------------ Email 7,859 ------------------------------

From: unkempt14
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mohammed Chowdhury
39-27 65th Place
Woodside, NY 11377

------------------------------ Email 7,860 ------------------------------

From: sirsnafu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:35
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
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promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Devon Belgard

------------------------------ Email 7,861 ------------------------------

From: dnesbitt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
DALE Nesbitt

------------------------------ Email 7,862 ------------------------------

From: pogue23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:35
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,
I urge you to please abandon your current plans to revise the FCC rules regarding net neutrality. The internet must
remain an open an unhindered system where all traffic is facilitated equally.there should be no "fast lanes" for superior
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interests.

Keep the internet free for all mankind

Thank you,

Dan Healy
Albany, N.Y.

------------------------------ Email 7,863 ------------------------------

From: stiguy924
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:35
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,
Bryan Jackson

------------------------------ Email 7,864 ------------------------------

From: jbonealmighty
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jay clawson
1184 e shore dr
2
Ithaca, NY 14850
US
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------------------------------ Email 7,865 ------------------------------

From: cdfornal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Net neutrality opinion - misleading advertising
Example:

ISP is advertising 25/25 Mbps for 250GB of internet access for $xx.xx/month. Then ISP decides to throttle certain
traffic to 2.5 max - how is this now 25/25 service?

Also service in the US is insanely slow and expensive compared to other countries: http://m.bbc.com/news/magazine-
24528383

ISPs should be classified as utilities.

Regards,

Chester Fornal

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,866 ------------------------------

From: bbrody
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brenda Brody
194 Sam Hill Rd
Guilford, CT 06437
US

------------------------------ Email 7,867 ------------------------------

From: t d stanford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
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As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,868 ------------------------------

From: joejohnston8
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Net neutrality
The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’v got barriers
to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on this
podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say what
I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality.
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--
Joe Johnston
www.joejohnstonphotography.com<http://www.joejohnstonphotography.com>
805.471.5862

------------------------------ Email 7,869 ------------------------------

From: gstark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Attn Tom Wheeler
Dear Mr Wheeler,

Please don't place yourself in the history books as the politician that crushed the internet.

Regards,

Gary Stark

Anaheim, CA

------------------------------ Email 7,870 ------------------------------

From: jakob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Stop what youre doing!
You guys need to stop this nonsense! What youre proposing will shatter
the very basic rules of the internet, not only in USA, but the entire
world. Stop what ever youre doing, the internet is not youre property!

--
På forhånd tak! -- Thanks in advance!

Venlig hilsen -- Best regards

Jakob P. Pedersen

------------------------------ Email 7,871 ------------------------------

From: snuffer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tony Menechella
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1431 Stage Coach Rd
Frankfort, KY 40601
US

------------------------------ Email 7,872 ------------------------------

From: leeto489
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

The political class over the past 40 some years--including yourself--is the class together with the oligarchy that
destroyed the country and with it the world.  Every day brings us new developments in your sell out and your incredible
lack of empathy and surfeit of greed.   There is no excuse for you as human beings. Costs are skyrocketing because of
your greed and that of the corporations.  Jobs have disappeared and more will disappear.  What is it you expect us to do?
  You are refusing to face the fact of climate change and what this means in loss of flora, fauna, health of soil, unlivable
temperatures or other climate havoc.  You just sit there and shovel it all into the hands of the rich.  The ACA is nothing
but shit, it's everything for the corporations no matter how harmful to the common good.  We need a revolution.
Trouble is there are so  many white haters and imbeciles in the country, will it do any good?

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Theo Merkle
18301 Georgia Avenue
Olney, MD 20832

------------------------------ Email 7,873 ------------------------------

From: ewoolhouse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Elizabeth Woolhouse
84 Coolidge Rd
Worcester, MA 01602
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------------------------------ Email 7,874 ------------------------------

From: ryan.wheeler12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:37
Subject:
EVERYONE HATES THE 1% STOP CATERING TO THEM AND PLEASE RECLASSIFY INTERNET
PROVIDERS AS COMMON CARRIERS

------------------------------ Email 7,875 ------------------------------

From: chris9.bacon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:37
Subject: Who gets to define "commercially reasonable"?
The definition of "commercially reasonable" is the biggest problem. Comcast has been "commercially unreasonable" for
 years and has completely gotten away with it. I don't believe that the FCC or any other government agency can or will
control Comcast, Verizon, or any of the other monopolies.

I have no trust whatsoever in the FCC. It's run by telecommunications lobbyists whose only goal is to make the
telecommunications industry and themselves richer.

Chris Baon

------------------------------ Email 7,876 ------------------------------

From: milesnm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Miles Moench

 68123

------------------------------ Email 7,877 ------------------------------

From: deansprings1988
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:37
Subject: Do what's right.
You sicken me.

Did you read that?
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Read it again.

I'm not saying this with hate.

I'm saddened by how much you let

Big companies pay you off.

I'm 25. I live in LA and I'm from NY.

I'm not close minded.

But you are.

When the federal court ruled in favor

Of big telecoms

Making sure that the internet was

Not a common carrier

I felt some relief when I saw what

The overseer of the FCC said.

Now, you go back on your word.

DONT.

You're a government agency.

We the people tell you what to do.

NOT corporations.

And no, CORP'S are not people.

People work their.

And the big ones will always survive.

Don't treat the internet this way.

You have set rules up that work

Only in a perfect world.

Our world is not perfect.

Bribes will be paid.

Infractions will be looked the other



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Way.

Advantage will be taken.

Even as the FCC you at the molecular

Level are individual people.

You as well will feel the pain

Once you clock out and go home.

Your bills will go up.

Ironic.

A decision that effects everyone

Negatively is still yet considered

And treated like its only some.

Grow a back bone.

Do what's right.

You're pathetic and the man running

This institution should feel

EMBARRASSED.

Make it so. Fight for us. Don't put

On a show. We can tell.

Fight for us.

You win the things you want...

So start wanting .

-Dean

------------------------------ Email 7,878 ------------------------------

From: pacrivellaro
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Peter Crivellaro
927A Vance Ave
Coraopolis, PA 15108

------------------------------ Email 7,879 ------------------------------

From: wizkids123
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality
Dr. FCC Staffer,
It is obvious that what you are doing is fundamentally wrong. The internet is a free and open platform for ideas and
innovation. By allowing ISPs to charge companies like netflix or Google for an internet "fastlane", you are going to ruin
 the internet forever. Not only that, but Net Neutrality is dead, meaning that Verizon could just stop allowing a cite to be
 seen by their members. The FCC needs to rewrite net neutrality, and restore the internet to what it is supposed to be.

Jordan Davis
Oregon

------------------------------ Email 7,880 ------------------------------

From: zachsmith90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
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As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Zach

------------------------------ Email 7,881 ------------------------------

From: adam.greivell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Adam Greivell

 21742

------------------------------ Email 7,882 ------------------------------

From: cec254
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Colin Crilley
33 Glenn Dr
Brick, NJ 08723

------------------------------ Email 7,883 ------------------------------

From: im
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin Chang
929 Massachusetts Ave
4B
Cambridge, MA 02139

------------------------------ Email 7,884 ------------------------------

From: magic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ken Green

------------------------------ Email 7,885 ------------------------------

From: seanallice
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
Subject: Net Neutrality: Title 2 Telecommunications
To Whom It May Concern:

I am concerned American citizen that does not like the FCCs new rules, or should I say lack of rules for Net Neutrality.
To even call it Net Neutrality is a pathetic joke.

I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title 2 Telecommunications Service and let the FCC send message to
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all ISPs that the Internet is like a telephone call between the people involved, not something they are to get involved in.
ISPs are hired to move the information between parties, not interfere with it.

With the newly proposed rules it is clear that the FCC is not working in the best interest for the American people, but in
the best interest of American corporations and that is not acceptable in any way.

Thank you for your time and do the right thing. The future of the Internet is in dire jeopardy and it is up to you to make
the correct moral decision and reclassify broadband access as a Title 2 Telecommunications Service.

Sincerely,
Sean Allice
Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 7,886 ------------------------------

From: battahm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
I have a quick simple message: I want internet service providers classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Best Regards,
-Mo Battah, concerned American

------------------------------ Email 7,887 ------------------------------

From: bharnett1825
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:39
Subject: Give me net neutrality!
Hello,

Keep the internet open and equal for everyone and do what is needed
for our future and the future of the Internet.  The internet will
drive the economy more and more in the future.  It cannot be used as a
method to pick winners and losers based on who has cash and who
doesn't.

Classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services now!

Sincerely,

Brian Harnett

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,888 ------------------------------

From: matthewhoendorf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:39
Subject: On Net Neutrality
To whomever it may concern,
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The changes proposed by Chairman Wheeler and the Commission are a disgrace to the American people. You have
clearly lost touch with the fact that you are supposed to be protecting the people, rather than the ISPs and lobbyists that
stuff your pockets full.

To make companies pay for priority bandwidth and make users pay for what and how fast they may access certain
services goes completely against all that the internet has stood for for the past three decades.

We need to progress, create laws that encourage innovation, and protect the user/consumer. The new proposal does the
opposite, destroying the fabric of the web, discouraging innovation, curiosity and learning through the restriction of
access as chosen by the ISP.

I don't want my children 10 years down the line asking me what it was like to have access to any information,
unrestricted at the tip of my fingers and why the government that was founded of the people, by the people, and for the
people took that right away.

Sincerely,
A discouraged voter

------------------------------ Email 7,889 ------------------------------

From: dbutterfield
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:39
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Donal Butterfield

------------------------------ Email 7,890 ------------------------------

From: kevintcox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
An open, equal network is what has empowered the internet's success. The legislation proposed by the FCC is clearly at
odds with the natural state of the internet.

The internet community has vociferously pushed back on every attempt against net neutrality, and this is no different.
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As of the late 2000s, these affronts to equality seem to come more than once a year, and now the FCC is backed by ex-
telecom executives. This situation is repulsive.

Citizens won't strongly stand up to many things, but you're messing with communications and entertainment. This is the
last straw.

Do not erode net neutrality. Make ISPs Title II telecommunications services. If you want the success of the internet to
continue, this is the natural course.

Kevin Cox
Oakland, CA

------------------------------ Email 7,891 ------------------------------

From: algerhardt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:40
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Allen Gerhardt

------------------------------ Email 7,892 ------------------------------

From: rjd9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:40
Subject: Net Neutrality Concerns
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
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enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promotes the idea that only those with money, make the rules.

   The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate equally within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should never have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press,
and petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Raymond Dosono

------------------------------ Email 7,893 ------------------------------

From: bala550
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

bala shan

Chicago, IN 46034
US

------------------------------ Email 7,894 ------------------------------

From: textoravis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joan Burds
19979 Cave Rd
Ste. Genevieve, MO 6636709062
US

------------------------------ Email 7,895 ------------------------------

From: garnet_dragon88
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Horeth
23661 Water Tower Drive
Brownville, NY 13615

------------------------------ Email 7,896 ------------------------------

From: oddjob 458
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:40
Subject: Net Neutrality

Dear FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler,

    I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality. Without Net
Neutrality, start up businesses will have a hard time due to being restricted to lower speeds. Sites that operate on the
good will of the community like Wikipedia wont be able to afford the charges for higher speeds.

    I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
 is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

Sincerely,

Randall Priddy

------------------------------ Email 7,897 ------------------------------

From: mohhandb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:41
Subject: Concerned American
Hello, I have a quick message. I want internet service providers to be classed as Title II Common Carriers under the
Communications Act of 1934. Thank You.

Best Regards,
-Mo Battah, Concerned American

------------------------------ Email 7,898 ------------------------------
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From: ron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
I was shocked to hear FCC chairman (and former cable & telecom lobbyist) Tom Wheeler say that he wants the FCC to
destroy net neutrality.

The internet being equal and open has been one of the defining aspects much of the innovation and success of the past
20 years.  Chairman Tom Wheeler's ill-conceived and misguided proposal will hinder access & creativity, and herald a
loss to all but the biggest/richest groups (it is also is a potential conflict of interest, seeing Tom Wheelers ties as a
lobbyist to the very groups to benefit from this terrible move).

The FCC needs to immediately reverse its course, stand up for the people rather than corporations and defend Net
Neutrality from this type of crony, revolving door, back room deal.

FCC: PLEASE DO YOUR JOB AND MAINTAIN NET NEUTRALITY FOR THE PEOPLE OF AMERICA.

Thank you.

R o n   S a n d a h l

Seattle, WA 98102

------------------------------ Email 7,899 ------------------------------

From: snezewort
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:42
Subject: Net neutrality
I oppose your proposed rules allowing ISPS to charge content providers for bandwidth.  This will choke off the ability
of the people to communicate over the Internet and leave with with a desert of content provided solely by large,
powerful corporations.

Reclassify ISPS as common carriers and preserve the open Internet.  It belongs to all of us.  We built it.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,900 ------------------------------

From: contact
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:42
Subject: The new proposed Net Neutrality rules are completely unacceptable

Hello,

I am writing to express my outrage at the FCC's new proposed net neutrality rules. Instead of ensuring an open Internet
these rules will, in time, give an advantage to large companies to the detriment of small companies and of innovation.
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Not to mention that they will also hurt free speech.

This proposal is so blatantly against what FCC should stand for that I would go as far as to say that commissioner Tom
Wheeler should step down.

This is completely unacceptable. The only reasonable solution to keep the Internet open and fair is to classify Internet
Providers as "Common Carriers".

Thank you,
Ovidiu Dan

------------------------------ Email 7,901 ------------------------------

From: marthawdb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Martha W D Bushnell

------------------------------ Email 7,902 ------------------------------

From: c.huson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I'm writing to voice my opinion about the FCC's current proposal against net neutrality. To allow anything but total
equality when it comes to internet traffic is to limit freedom of speech, democracy, innovation, and the livelihood of
peoples.

I would implore the FCC to reconsider this proposal and instead classify ISPs as common carriers so they may be
regulated by the FCC.

Thank you for your time,
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Carlisle Huson

------------------------------ Email 7,903 ------------------------------

From: jessrev87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Internet neutrality
Please side with the consumer on the issue of net neutrality. By allowing ISPs to charge content providers to reach the
consumer, Internet service costs will increase for individual consumers. This discriminates against the poorest in our
country who already struggle to afford the cost of Internet, making it even more difficult to rise out of poverty and into
the middle and upper class. Children from poor families, whose quality of education is largely dependent on Internet
access will suffer the most.

In conclusion, I urge you to err on the side of the consumer and preserve net neutrality.

Thank you,
Jessica Millea

------------------------------ Email 7,904 ------------------------------

From: pafaragher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Patricia Faragher
446 S. Cloverdale Ave
Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90036

------------------------------ Email 7,905 ------------------------------

From: adam.sanders
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Net Neutrality and Throttling
Hello, and thank you for taking the time to consider the public opinion on this subject.

From what I have seen, half of the original idea of net neutrality has already gone out the window. When data carriers
and ISPs are allowed to limit data speeds to customers in a non-transparent fashion, they've already bypassed the idea of
 net neutrality. When consumers are already paying high tolls to be on the internet (which in this day and age, is almost
required) it is completely irresponsible to then expect consumers to be indirectly paying to even get the content to
themselves. Here is an example: (in this first section, we maintain net-neutrality) I pay my ISP $50 a month, Netflix
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pays their ISP $A a month for their connection (where A is the rate Netflix pays for their upload speed.) and I pay my
$8 a month to Netflix, per their current pricing. (Now lets assume Netflix has to pay an EXTRA toll as a content
provider.) I pay my ISP $50 a month, Netflix pays their ISP $A + $B a month, where B is the added toll. I now have to
pay Netflix $8 + ($B divided by the Netflix's new, lowered number of subscribers) Which may be anywhere between
$8, if the tolls are low -- which is unreasonable given the purpose of these tolls -- and $15-$20 a month.

This example uses Netflix as the content provider, but and other content providers that don't operate solely on
Advertisements would also suffer. For instance Pandora Radio and (I may be wrong) Spotify.

Another example of a content provider could be myself, as I am a composer. In the future I plan to create and distribute
entertainment content in the form of music. Based on what I have seen, this could cause me to have to pay fees in
addition to any server fees and basic connection fees that I would need to be paying. A freelance or self employed
composer simply cannot afford to have to pay tolls as if they were a standard content provider. I myself don't see any
way that this could be fairly compensated for. Here a few options that I don't think would deal with the problem: 1.
Every content provider pays the same price. This would kill smaller content providers. 2. Every content provider pays a
% of their earnings to their ISP. An ISP is not a Government institution with the authority to tax people, nor does the
FCC have the authority to impose taxes. 3. Each content provider pays extra based on their data usage. This has many
problems due to the fact that I might only pay Netflix $8 a month, but I can pull $30 worth of data from them,
effectively hurting a service I enjoy. Also, this would cause any small content provider to die if linked to by a website
such as Reddit (mostly due to the pay-by-click nature of adspace).

I hope this email has been enlightening, and I hope you enjoyed reading it.

--) Adam Sanders, TX

TL;DR: The Government of the United States of America is an institution that draws all of its power from the
cooperation and support of its constituency. If our Government acts against our best interest, we can only assume it is
corrupt, and replace it. I really hope this decision is made wisely, because as a young man in Texas, I don't want to be
anywhere near this state if there is an uprising.

------------------------------ Email 7,906 ------------------------------

From: mthowrey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality; in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and student who conducts the majority of operations via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access, and internet access in general, remain unfettered and classified as a Title II Telecommunication
Service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality, nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price, nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
citizens to life themselves, and subsequently the nation, from the rips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet traffic
and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship, and instead promote
 the idea that those with the gold make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted; it is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town hall meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
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right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend; in that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen's right to free speech, assembly, free press and petition for
 Government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications
Service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 7,907 ------------------------------

From: jackson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Net neutrality
Please keep the Internet free from Corporate Greed.  Keep Net Neutrality in place.

Jackson Hawk

------------------------------ Email 7,908 ------------------------------

From: nalve
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nitesh Alve
122 Brandywine Rd
Malvern, PA 19355

------------------------------ Email 7,909 ------------------------------

From: davidgvi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Gregoire

 32738

------------------------------ Email 7,910 ------------------------------

From: applique.quilt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Net neutrality
I think the current plans for net neutrality are a very bad idea.

If one company can pay for *faster* speed, that means the rest are consigned to slower speeds for not complying.
It makes it seem as though paying for the faster speed is similar to a ransom or bribery or kickback for special
treatment.

It also means that other companies who haven’t paid this kickback can have their internet access slowed
down or disrupted.  The whole thing turns into a shell game.  What’s next?  The cable companies get to
charge individual households for faster or slower speeds?  That creates very much of a tiered system.
It’s no longer enough to pay for access.  The cable and internet companies already hold enough power and
sway over television and internet access, whether it’s to individuals or companies.  This makes it even more
unfair.  These are already among the most profitable companies in the United States (not including banksters).
We don’t need to encourage even more greed and favoritism.

Thank you
Caroline Morse
Sandown NH

------------------------------ Email 7,911 ------------------------------

From: webb34
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: In regards to Tom Wheeler's recent Open Internet Rule proposal
I recently read through his blog post (http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-s-open-internet-rules), and it is
 either filled with blatant lies, or he is simply wrong.

He claims that "The Notice does not change the underlying goals of transparency, no blocking of lawful content, and no
unreasonable discrimination among users established by the 2010 Rule". Yet, upon looking into specifically that rule, it
says very clearly, that his exact proposition for ISPs to establish deals with third-parties to grant priority treatment is
terrible for innovation, competition, and users. Specifically, it says:

"For a number of reasons, including those discussed above in Part II.B, a commercial arrangement between a broadband
 provider and a third party to directly or indirectly favor some traffic over other traffic in the broadband Internet access
service connection to a subscriber of the broadband provider (i.e., “pay for priority”) would raise significant cause for
concern." (FCC, 2010, Sec. 76)
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which continues on to detail some risks, such as the ones I listed. You can read that for yourself, so I am not wasting
your time with a large copied chunk of text. But I don't need to cite the FCC's own rule for you to understand why this is
 terrible.

I implore you, please classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service. I, along with the vast majority
of the population, support this classification. It needs to be done to ensure future innovation and competition, and to
prevent users from being exploited.

We already have little or no choice in our ISP, as they are essentially regional monopolies. They now get to determine
what we pay for, and how we use the most valuable resource to us currently., and they exploit this regularly. Please do
not let them exploit us further.

You can choose the future of this nation. Do not take this lightly.

Best regards,

Chris NeJame

------------------------------ Email 7,912 ------------------------------

From: savpolact1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cecile Adams
406 South Eastland
Iredell, TX 76649
US

------------------------------ Email 7,913 ------------------------------

From: symonema
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Symone Ma
University Avenue
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Cedar Falls, IA 50613
US

------------------------------ Email 7,914 ------------------------------

From: richard.lamoureux
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Richard Lamoureux

 33616

------------------------------ Email 7,915 ------------------------------

From: danherbert89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:44
Subject: Please, no fast lanes for the internet
To whomever reads these messages:

I'm a completely amateur blogger, but I'm spurred on by the experiences of friends and family who have embraced the
internet as an open platform for the exchange of ideas.  Several have begun making money through advertising and
sponsorships, and this is only possible because their sites attract so many visitors that associating them is considered
monetarily valuable.

That perceived value is based on a huge number of factors, but they all come down to the ability to attract and retain
visitors.  While I understand that there is a lot of rhetoric flying around that installing paid "fast lanes" for internet traffic
 won't slow down existing traffic, this simply cannot be the case, given the current state of data infrastructure.  Even if it
 were possible, getting the consumer base used to a level of service and speed that no one at the amateur tier can hope to
 compete with will still injure the thousands upon thousands of people who rely on blogs and online retail to make their
living.

It's time to recognize the infrastructure over which our country's data runs as a utility.  It's a highway, and should be
maintained like a highway.  It's a pipeline to our homes, and should be maintained in the public interest as such.  It's a
power cable, it's an educational facility, it's nothing less than the primary means of our people communicating with one
another, exchanging ideas and love and knowledge.

Let big companies compete in the ways already available to them - let them afford better support, better services, better
products, better research, better development.  Don't let them buy a better road to their door at the expense of everyone
else.  They've tilted the scales far enough already without the FCC abetting them further.

Yours,
Dan Herbert
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------------------------------ Email 7,916 ------------------------------

From: phillip.baker.j
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:44
Subject: Internet as a Title II telecommunication service
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   I believe as a concerned citizen it is imperative that broadband access and internet access in general remain unfettered
and classified as a Title II telecommunications service.

   Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of
Net Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or
requirements of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

   It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

   If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

   I do not support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

   Thank you for your time,

------------------------------ Email 7,917 ------------------------------

From: shaunerdman552
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shaun Erdman

MI 49409

------------------------------ Email 7,918 ------------------------------
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From: anakinman83
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Reichert
8920 W Burleigh St
Milwaukee, WI 53222
US

------------------------------ Email 7,919 ------------------------------

From: ccroberts
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:45
Subject: True net neutrality
Hello,

My name is Christopher Roberts. I am a computational scientist. I have been disheartened by the recent news that a "fast
 lane" is being allowed by the FCC. The fact that tiering of the internet is potentially becoming a reality goes against
what has made the internet such a blossoming part of our culture and economy for the past decade. A legal "fast lane"
would stifle competition and only maintain the status quo.

I beg you to legally classify internet service providers (ISPs) as Title II Telecommunications Services. An open, even
playing field is how the internet should stay. There should not be privileged portions of the internet.

Thank you,

--
Christopher C. Roberts
Ph.D. Candidate
Department of Chemistry
University of California Riverside

------------------------------ Email 7,920 ------------------------------

From: ahastings
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Aaron Hastings
23 Macintosh Drive
Turner, ME 04282
US
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------------------------------ Email 7,921 ------------------------------

From: ahansensmith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:45
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality

Dear Commissioner Wheeler,
Please retain net neutrality. Please consider ISPs as common carriers.
Thank you,
Andy Hansen-Smith
3335 E. Kerckhoff Ave<x-apple-data-detectors://0>
Fresno, CA 93702<x-apple-data-detectors://0>
Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 7,922 ------------------------------

From: judithclaramura
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Judith Mura
13-784 Pohoiki Rd
Pahoa, HI 96778
US

------------------------------ Email 7,923 ------------------------------

From: sonnyfaz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:45
Subject: Classify Broadband Access as a Title 2 Telecommunications Service
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access. As a concerned citizen
who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and
internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act. Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor
does creating a 'fast lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial
atmosphere for enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes.
Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of
censorship and instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules. This practice is also anti-competitive,
making it easier for large corporations to get ahead because they can pay for faster content delivery to the companies.
New startups would face even higher barriers to entry, stifling innovation for the benefit of giving broadband companies
 even more money.
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The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,

Thomas Fazio
Software Engineer
Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,924 ------------------------------

From: noblueprints
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Galbraith
2682 Calmwater Drive
Little Elm, TX 75068
US

------------------------------ Email 7,925 ------------------------------

From: ghsaraceni
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:46
Subject: In respose to the currently proposed rules
The Internet has transformed life as we know it.
It has enabled new forms of communication, art, and business to survive and thrive.
What was first a military project, then a research toy for universities, is now a utility, a necessity as much as electricity.
It is time to acknowledge that fact and stop treating the Internet like a plaything, because it isn't. Not any more.
It is the lifeblood of multiple industries, companies, and people.
My best friend makes his living via the Internet, selling his music and keeping people entertained and interested in him
with posts and streams.
Now, imagine a world where he had to pay every ISP money to get enough bandwidth to do these things. I'm pretty sure
 it would kill him.
Please, protect the rights of the citizenry and strike down the currently proposed rules in favor of ones that ensure that
all data gets equal treatment on the Internet.
If not for me, or the faceless masses, do it for one guy struggling to make rent.
Please.

------------------------------ Email 7,926 ------------------------------

From: hkobor
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 14:46
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Hans Kobor and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,927 ------------------------------

From: leif.cook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:46
Subject: Please Protect Net Neutrality
I am writing in support of net neutrality.  I believe that proposed legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to
damage the current state of net neutrality.  I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II
Telecommunications Services and believe it is imperative for this to happen to keep net neutrality stable.  Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,928 ------------------------------

From: leif.cook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:46
Subject: Please Protect Net Neutrality
I am writing in support of net neutrality.  I believe that proposed legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to
damage the current state of net neutrality.  I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II
Telecommunications Services and believe it is imperative for this to happen to keep net neutrality stable.  Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,929 ------------------------------

From: nowacki724
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:46
Subject: Feedback on Net Neutrality Proposal
The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got barriers
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 to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on this
podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say what
I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality.

This is not the rant of some angry internet dweller, but rather the words of our President.

As a citizen of this country, I urge you to reconsider your recent proposal regarding net neutrality.

Sincerely,
Todd Nowacki

------------------------------ Email 7,930 ------------------------------

From: sky318
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:46
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern:

This email is a reply the request for feedback concerning the Net Neutrality plans. Before I share my views, I'd like to
tell you a little about myself.

I'm a naturalized American citizen, moving here with my parents when I was only a child. My parents came here to this
country, like many immigrants, for a better life and we've been very fortunate. Don't get me wrong, things are still tough
 for us but we've overcame obstacles together as a family and because of that, opportunities arose that would've have
been possible if we didn't move here.

I grew up under the American public school system and I was always taught that our country fought for the ideals of
freedom, liberty, and equality for all. Its one of the reasons what made the United States so great in the first place.
Needless to say, fighting for such ideals is easier said than done. As the saying goes, freedom isn't free so as our soldiers
 are fighting overseas, I do have expectations that our government should be doing everything they can to fight for
people's rights and to stand strong for what the very ideals that this country was founded upon.

Time after time again the people has spoken against the censorship of the internet, but sure enough there seems to be
another bill or a money-backed proposition that does the complete opposite which not only restricts free speech over the
 internet but threatens our constitutional rights as well. From SOPA to TPP, it seems as if the government doesn't care
about the people anymore and its becoming distressing. As a government-appointed body, I always believed when a
decision I didn't agree with was passed, it was because the issue was complicated and somehow it was for our benefit.
That isn't the case anymore.

Please, fight for the American people's rights and promote net neutrality.

I realize there are people who might disagree but to me, the Constitution isn't just a piece of paper. The ideals that is
promoted by the Constitution goes deeper than what could ever be written. With that said, even though our founding
fathers couldn't foresee the birth of the internet, that doesn't make the Constitution less viable to the people of United
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States. As an American citizen, I'm not going to give up on democracy and the Constitution that founded this country
and I expect the same from you too. Thank you for reading my email and I wish you a blessed day.

Sincerely,

Daun Kim

------------------------------ Email 7,931 ------------------------------

From: marksled
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Sled

NY 14454

------------------------------ Email 7,932 ------------------------------

From: sdalati
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

suzanne dalati
1723 shannon valley
houston, TX 77077
US

------------------------------ Email 7,933 ------------------------------

From: pbllngs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:47
Subject: An open letter regarding net neutrality
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To whom it may concern,

   My name is Paul Billings and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

   Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of
Net Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or
requirements of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

   It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the ability to pay Internet Service
Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

   If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

   I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please
refrain from implementing this policy.

   I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

   Thank you for your time, Paul Billings

------------------------------ Email 7,934 ------------------------------

From: cprbrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
P Yolland

------------------------------ Email 7,935 ------------------------------

From: nicholasgator
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:47
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Subject: Net Neutrality in the USA!
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. My ISPs should be providing my content, NOT dictating
what that content is. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Concerned citizen of the United States.

------------------------------ Email 7,936 ------------------------------

From: rmgustaf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
A core principle of the internet is equality. Tiered systems of speed based on a pay-to-play scheme is anti-democratic,
anti-consumer, and anti-entrepreneurial.

Turn ISPs into common carriers like the railroads instead.

Ryan Gustafson

----

"I love deadlines. I like the whooshing sound they make as they fly by."
- Douglas Adams

------------------------------ Email 7,937 ------------------------------

From: tibs.chris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:48
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality alive and healthy

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chris Thibodeau

Amherst, MA 01002

------------------------------ Email 7,938 ------------------------------

From: herb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

herb ferrette

CA 94111

------------------------------ Email 7,939 ------------------------------

From: broadbridgejv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jon Broadbridge
103 w. high bluff dr.
hampstead, NC 28443

------------------------------ Email 7,940 ------------------------------

From: ncgould
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nathan Gould
87 Woodstone Rd.
Denville, NJ 07866

------------------------------ Email 7,941 ------------------------------

From: form engine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:49
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Subject: Talented and Unsigned Acts -11
Hey, unsigned Artists currently wanted: http://instagram.com/talent_wanted___

jay.

------------------------------ Email 7,942 ------------------------------

From: apnorton1000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Anthony Norton
1521 East 8th Street#16
Davis, CA 95616
US

------------------------------ Email 7,943 ------------------------------

From: nchilders89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nicholas Childers
1451 quail woods rd
Gastonia, NC 28054
US

------------------------------ Email 7,944 ------------------------------

From: joeybirger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Classify ISPs as common carriers.

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 7,945 ------------------------------

From: joeybirger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Classify ISPs as common carriers.

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 7,946 ------------------------------

From: andkinser
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:50
Subject: Tile II Telecommunications Service

Dear Sir or Madam:

You are undoubtedly aware of studies showing that the United States lags the developed world in the speed and price of
internet access. (See New America Foundation, "Cost of
Connectivity"http://oti.newamerica.net/publications/policy/the_cost_of_connectivity_2013).

Greater competition or greater regulation would be two possible solutions to this poor performance, but the current FCC
 approach to internet governance provides neither, occupying a middle ground where ISP oligopolies (and in some
markets, effective monopolies) are allowed to take advantage of tax subsidies and grants of public right-of-way, but are
not held to account for the quality or cost of the services they provide. Absent meaningful regulation to accompany this
public support, those, and only those, companies who lobby for and receive government subsidization have grown,
leading to a dearth of consumer choice.

At the same time, ISP's advertise, and U.S. consumers already pay for "unlimited", "high-speed" internet. To repeat,
high-speed access is already being paid for by the taxpayer, both at point of sale and through historical subsidization and
 use of public right of way. Even though we are paying more for poorer service compared to other developed countries,
the FCC now seems to be proposing, through an Orwellian-named "Open Internet" rule, to allow ISP's to lay an
additional toll on high-speed content delivery.

The cost of this toll will clearly be passed along to the consumer. But to what end? The proposal certainly won't spur
innovation - if anything, it will prevent startup companies from competing on the same footing as entrenched content
providers (some of which will benefit directly from the rent being authorized). Nor are any of these corporations in need
 of further financial subsidization to expand access (Comcast profit, for example, was up 28% to 1.7 Billion in 2013).

The simplest explanation is that lobbyists and former employees of the companies the FCC is supposed to be regulating
have been allowed to unduly influence policy making, whether through revolving door appointments or through overt
lobbying. This is not acceptable.

Instead of allowing this corporate capture of policy making to continue, the staff of the FCC should do its duty to the
public and classify ISP's as Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act. There is no excuse for
the cowardice being demonstrated. These are common carriers in every sense of the word, and should be regulated as
such.

Suffice it to say that I am very much opposed to the proposed rule. Please serve the people of the United States.

Andrew Kinser

------------------------------ Email 7,947 ------------------------------
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From: lllninjalll
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:51
Subject:
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality. I am in strong support
of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is imperative for this to
happen to keep Net Neutrality stable.

------------------------------ Email 7,948 ------------------------------

From: chaddustaaa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

daniel o'connor
365 washington street #12
norwood, MA 02062
US

------------------------------ Email 7,949 ------------------------------

From: altha.kiko.244
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:51
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' which would allow internet service providers to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a professional who completes all my work via internet access, it is imperative to me and
millions of other Americans that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

To me, the Internet is a public utility and a fundamental human right. I align with the UN's view that continued access to
 a free internet will continue to serve humankind as a valuable and imperative tool for the foreseeable future. Enabling
corporate entities -- with private interests vested in their own annual profitability -- to make decisions over content and
information access over the internet does not serve American citizens. Allowing prioritized service directly interferes
with the freedom the internet provides and thus undermines the freedom of American citizens.

The FCC is among the multiple government entities which needs to ask the hard question "Who are we serving in our
decision-making process -- corporations or American citizens?"

If the decision is made to allow ISPs to make those decisions, then the answer is already clear.
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I am among the countless people who believe I still have a voice to speak up against undue censorship, information
restriction and other freedom-suppressing actions. I can do this now because net neutrality gives me that opportunity.
When this control is shifted to corporate interests, this type of freedom will never be the priority again.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As an American citizen, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 7,950 ------------------------------

From: jason.j.theis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:51
Subject: Open Internet Comments
Hello Mr. Wheeler,

I want to preface this email by saying that we are all Americans. That is the foremost unifying aspect of any
participating in this discussion. We are Americans. As such, we should be promoting our ideals in regards to American
society. What does that mean? Being a world leader in policy.

We are at a point right now, and I think it's extremely naive to suggest otherwise, where corporate interests rule the land.
 Since you have worked as a lobbyist in the past, I am sure that you have a greater understanding of corporate interests
in the American telecommunications industry that the vast majority of people in this country.

Here is what I want the FCC to do:

Ensure that the internet stays objectively open; eliminate the possibility of American corporate interests from digging
into the consumer's pocket. I want an open internet that I can access any material I want without additional charges for
delivery. I want a government that protects consumers from cutthroat business practices that seek to maximize profits. I
want a government that promotes an industry that values innovation, customer experience, and American values over
making a couple extra bucks.

We have an industry right now that owns nearly the entire telecommunications infrastructure in this country. I have
access to two potential service providers in my area: Verizon and Comcast. What does this mean? When the FCC adopts
 a position in which it supports expanding corporate interests, I end up footing the bill. Your constituents end up footing
the bill and it's outrageous that these practices are being more and more solidified with the passing of time.

We are American yet we lag behind in telecommunications infrastructure, pricing, and public policy. These are issues
that must be addressed in order for the US to maintain its relevance.

I look forward to seeing how the open internet debate unravels. I hope that it serves American interests rather than the
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interests the big telecom players.

Respectfully,

Jason Theis

------------------------------ Email 7,951 ------------------------------

From: edray2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:51
Subject: ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

   Ed Ray

   Beloit, WI

------------------------------ Email 7,952 ------------------------------

From: chris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chris Kukla
1148 Heartland Dr
Yorkville, IL 60560

------------------------------ Email 7,953 ------------------------------

From: kjpwll
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:52
Subject: Please classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services
Please classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services.
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Save net neutrality.

Thanks.

Kayleigh Powell

------------------------------ Email 7,954 ------------------------------

From: dmcarroll99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donna Carroll
1119 Little Spring Hill
Ocoee, FL 34761
US

------------------------------ Email 7,955 ------------------------------

From: mediamaven
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Winkler
3360 E. Hatcher Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85028

------------------------------ Email 7,956 ------------------------------

From: naghmi1028
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Amir Naghmi
965 sutter st
909
San Francisco, CA 94109

------------------------------ Email 7,957 ------------------------------

From: vgomezav2010
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:53
Subject: Regarding our net neutrality

To whom it may concern, my name is Victor Gomez, I am a citizen of the United States of America and I wish to
express that I want ISP's to be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services this needs to be done it is the right thing
to do.

------------------------------ Email 7,958 ------------------------------

From: mike48
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mike Vesker

 L4J2N4

------------------------------ Email 7,959 ------------------------------

From: mimibuick
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 14:53
Subject: discrimination is bad, should be classified as common carriers !!!
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Good day,

I am writing to state my displeasure of the current rules that are being debated by the FCC. I believe they should be
tossed and the internet companies should be classified as common carriers.

I use the internet for weather, to see if the Fed Gov is closed, safety warning, recalls, etc... all the things TV use to be is
what the internet is now just more powerful and useful.

Mr. Wheeler believes that discrimination, his word and usage, is not a bad thing. The same thing was said by those that
tried to defend separate but equal. We all know it would never be equal, and it will not work for the internet either.

Thank you,
J.M.Williams

------------------------------ Email 7,960 ------------------------------

From: yatch15
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joshua Galvez

 90731

------------------------------ Email 7,961 ------------------------------

From: mimibuick
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 14:53
Subject: discrimination is bad, should be classified as common carriers !!!
Good day,

I am writing to state my displeasure of the current rules that are being debated by the FCC. I believe they should be
tossed and the internet companies should be classified as common carriers.

I use the internet for weather, to see if the Fed Gov is closed, safety warning, recalls, etc... all the things TV use to be is
what the internet is now just more powerful and useful.

Mr. Wheeler believes that discrimination, his word and usage, is not a bad thing. The same thing was said by those that
tried to defend separate but equal. We all know it would never be equal, and it will not work for the internet either.
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Thank you,
J.M.Williams

------------------------------ Email 7,962 ------------------------------

From: noumanaijaz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:53
Subject: Important
classify ISP's as Title II telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 7,963 ------------------------------

From: felinehart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:53
Subject: please don't mess with net neutrality
Dear FCC members,

I am writing to ask that you not pass regulations proposed by Chairman Wheeler having to do with allowing ISPs to
give preferential treatment to content providers who can pay extra for 'faster lanes'. These rules will only have the effect
of preventing end users a decent internet experience by ensuring that those providers who cannot pay will have slower
speeds. The ultimate end can only be that small businesses and start ups will have their internet presence squashed by
corporations that have the clout to negotiate with ISPs and the capital to pay for increased bandwidth.

Please do the right thing by the American people and reject the rules proposed by the Chairman.

Regards,
Jennifer

Remember the 3 R's: Respect for self; Respect for others; and Responsibility for all your actions.

------------------------------ Email 7,964 ------------------------------

From: ctheologidy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:54
Subject: Dear FCC,
I spend a lot of my time reading about corruption, greed and injustice in all forms.

The abolishment of net neutrality is yet another case of corruption I have foreseen happening for a long time. To prevent
 this, please reclassify internet providers as common carriers.

For years I have heard rumors that the large cable and internet providers wanted

to dissect the internet, combine groups of websites into differently priced packages,
akin to how cable TV works.

The open internet we have now is what has allowed so many other large companies today
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like Google and Facebook to strive. As is common practice with big business, after

they have thoroughly taken advantage of the market niche which allowed them to grow,

they begin to legislate to make it more difficult and expensive for other upstarts to

grow enough to rival them in that market.

Many recent uprisings and revolutions against oppressive governments in the form

of Occupy Wallstreet and the Arab Spring rely on social network programs to spread
the word and organize. Slowing down and putting a pay wall on these services

is an affront to freedom of speech.

The death of net neutrality will make it easier for companies to influence the
narrative on certain issues, control which sites are being seen and make it easier
to spread any form of propaganda.

Please don't give my ISP the power to throttle any traffic from a server that isn't paying their protection money. Please
don't ruin one of the greatest inventions man has ever known.

------------------------------ Email 7,965 ------------------------------

From: andrewhartman0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:54
Subject: A comment against the net neutrality changes proposed by the FCC
To whom it may concern,

This email is in response to the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality, specifically,  the decision to enact a
"fast lane" in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a developer seeking to start a business who conducts a vast of his business operations via the
 internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Andrew Hartman
mailto:

 530.400.1438 (calls or texts)
 530.289.MECH (calls, texts, voicemail)

------------------------------ Email 7,966 ------------------------------

From: stevenviper1010
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:54
Subject: Stop lying to us!
You are supposed to protect us. But you lied.
You are supposed to fight for us. But you fight for Comcast.

We're getting sick of our goverment lying to us.
We're getting sick of unelected government beauracrats working not for
us, but for money.

We're getting sick of it and we will fight back.

Do what's right and fight for US
Or we will fight YOU.

Complacency in America won't last forever. When the angry mob comes down
on you, you'll regret it.

Do what is right. Do what is free.

I'm begging you.

------------------------------ Email 7,967 ------------------------------

From: wyattturp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net Neutrality is essential to our country. The only reason a free marketplace still exist in the United States is because of
 an open internet free of fees. Allowing the ISP's to charge a fee like a gatekeeper will only further weaken our chance
to prosper. I firmly believe that The FCC should classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services. This is the only
way to move forward. Anything else is a blatant disregard for consumers. Big business already controls this country and
 cannot be given yet another tool to cripple our lives.

------------------------------ Email 7,968 ------------------------------

From: gimholl
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 14:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Graham Hollister, Jr.
PO Box 218
Genoa, NV 89411
US

------------------------------ Email 7,969 ------------------------------

From: dea.southward
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:55
Subject: Thoughts on open internet
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 7,970 ------------------------------

From: benbr84
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

ben Brown

 76060

------------------------------ Email 7,971 ------------------------------

From: w1103703
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:55
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

This email is in response to the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality, specifically,  the decision to enact a
"fast lane" in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

As a concerned citizen and a developer seeking to start a business who conducts a vast of his business operations via the
 internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
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   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   William Snyder

   Tucson, Arizona.

------------------------------ Email 7,973 ------------------------------

From: bjumholtz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:56
Subject: Net neutrality
The internet is not the place for picking winners and losers. I'd rather you crack down on companies like Verizon who
are selling customer browsing habits while gouging prices anyway. To create internet "fast lanes" for data when our
collective internet speed pales compared to other nations (admittedly, many of these are only the size of a single
American state) is irresponsible and unfair.

Infrastructure and overall speed should be the main concerns of the providers; not favoring companies like Netflix (who
already supply local cache servers to supplement provider nodes). There is just no way this is a good idea. I already pay
way too much for my paltry internet speed and I don't even benefit from many of these proposed "services" as I am not a
 subscriber to services that would take advantage of these new regulations.

If you're asking me, I vote NO: emphatically NO.

Sincerely,

Brian J. Umholtz

------------------------------ Email 7,974 ------------------------------

From: cinthec
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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marianne ross

------------------------------ Email 7,975 ------------------------------

From: illusionweaver
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:56
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,976 ------------------------------

From: ryan.henckel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Ryan Henckel
723 Riverside St
Portland, ME 04103

------------------------------ Email 7,977 ------------------------------

From: chris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:56
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
Hello,

I am writing as I believe in the open internet and ISP's should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services. The
 internet, and the availability of the information is provides is a basic human right and should be considered as such.

Thank you, I hope the right decision is made,

--

Chris Kukla
http://ChrisKukla.com

------------------------------ Email 7,978 ------------------------------

From: padchitaylor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:57
Subject: net neutrality
giving control of internet content to the telecoms will be yet another nail in the coffin of our republic.  please side with
the american people and work to keep an open, fair internet for all.
chad taylor

------------------------------ Email 7,979 ------------------------------

From: thewilliams1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:57
Subject: Please Preserve Net Nutrality
Please, I urge you to help restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying broadband as a
telecommunications service, which it is.

All telephone services now go over Broadband, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to declassify it as such.

-Brian Williams
Nanticoke Pennsylvania

------------------------------ Email 7,980 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:57
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Subject: Net neutrality.
Hello,
I am a web developer.

Net neutrality should stay for one simple reason:
If ISPs are allowed to charge hosting companies for transmission of their content, then those costs will be pushed on to
the user. The very same user who is already paying the ISP to receive content.

Therefore, if net neutrality is not maintained, the end users(companies and individuals alike) will have to pay twice for
any scrap of content.

In my opinion, the ISP's responsibility should be to it's customers, and therefore it's customers should pay them directly.
ANY form of charge for transmitting content across an ISP's network should be billed directly by the ISP to the user.

Thank you for your time,
Joshua Wilson
Nimorond.com

------------------------------ Email 7,981 ------------------------------

From: carynbruce90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Caryn Williams
727 Albert St
Englewood, OH 45322
US

------------------------------ Email 7,982 ------------------------------

From: alex.r.haller
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:57
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Dear Tom Wheeler and the FCC,

Please classify broadband access as Title II telecommunications.

Thank you,

Alex Haller
Hawaii Resident & US Citizen

------------------------------ Email 7,983 ------------------------------

From: kk6lgn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:57
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Subject: Do not break the internet.
If companies want to place content close to the consumer to optimize delivery, that's one thing, but not providing equal
peering to the rest of the network is *absurd*. It goes against everything the internet has been about since day one:
innovation and access for anyone or any company.

Do not do this.

Ardyn Majere.
KK6LGN.
FRN: 0023479132

------------------------------ Email 7,984 ------------------------------

From: brianrenner90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 7,985 ------------------------------

From: mail
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Save the Internet form big  companies
Dear FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler,

I just signed brian crosby's petition "FCC Chairman tom Wheeler: Save the Internet form big
companies<http://www.change.org/petitions/fcc-chairman-tom-wheeler-save-the-internet-form-big-
companies/responses/new?response=d64ba2c1624f&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>"
on Change.org.

Save the Internet form big companies

Sincerely,
Lois wolfe Talbott, Tennessee

  _____

There are now 14 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to brian crosby by
clicking here:
http://www.change.org/petitions/fcc-chairman-tom-wheeler-save-the-internet-form-big-companies/responses/new?
response=d64ba2c1624f<http://www.change.org/petitions/fcc-chairman-tom-wheeler-save-the-internet-form-big-
companies/responses/new?response=d64ba2c1624f&utm_source=target&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=fifty>
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 <http://api.mixpanel.com/track?
data=eyJldmVudCI6Im9wZW5fZW1haWwiLCJwcm9wZXJ0aWVzIjp7ImVtYWlsX25hbWUiOiJmaWZ0eSIsImlkIjoi
dXNlcl81NDk2Nzc2NCIsImNpdHkiOiJtb3JyaXN0b3duIiwic3RhdGUiOiJUTiIsInppcGNvZGUiOiIzNzgxMyIsImNvd
W50cnlfY29kZSI6IlVTIiwiaW5jb21wbGV0ZV9hZGRyZXNzIjpmYWxzZSwic2lnbnVwX2RhdGUiOiIyMDEzLTA2
LTI3IiwibG9naW5fY291bnQiOjE5LCJ0b3RhbF9hY3Rpb25zIjozLCJjb25uZWN0ZWRfdG9fZmFjZWJvb2s_Ijp0cnVl
LCJzaWdudXBfY29udGV4dCI6ImFjdGlvblBhcnRpY2lwYW50IiwiZGlzdGluY3RfaWQiOiJjMmU1MjAwMC1jMG
Y1LTAxMzAtMGI3OC0wMDIyMTk2NGRhYzgiLCJ0b2tlbiI6IjMwYWEyNmExZDZlOTNhZTE1OGRmYmRjMTZ
iNDkzMzEyIn19&ip=1&img=1>  <http://email.changemail.org/wf/open?upn=Yca7J0IwWiyvnccfVPFtAPXm-
2FM0hXO4JQyS3pFOh66PFcyi4Htfp4ygVdj1bNZtcTfzMu93qg9fSt1A0HKd6fQLzZD2LpAiFyOfVLhnwDVT1csgE
F6nXO-2FyFt3e6NejVVQoP-2BpfrEXVfyp5QjVFPHcwNcCep5KxcV4aSTvHx-
2FdCjUdzA32UFF43AqzwLrvX1DJO11V46v0p-2FPaj1YdbgWtWca-2BiaDdK7MGbPmCVqO-2FJeUdn-
2BK8jMXF5o2RcKZovQCSq-2B4EJ74pJ6BObkxCMhoieUcbdgeJaN09ATsNaD9FcbUr-2FgNd0QnfrsDUla-2BwR2>

------------------------------ Email 7,986 ------------------------------

From: don.lang
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donald Langlinais
2955 Moorhead Ave.
29TH
Boulder, CO 80305
US

------------------------------ Email 7,987 ------------------------------

From: jaredgrisham
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jared Grisham

Houston, TX 77056

------------------------------ Email 7,988 ------------------------------

From: rbonacorsi
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
I would like to see Internet Service Providers classified as Title II Telecommunication Services. Please. And maybe
make it permanent so we don't have to fight for a free and fair internet every couple months. Thanks!

Love
Ryan

------------------------------ Email 7,989 ------------------------------

From: kesimeb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality and Free and Open Information
It is vital that America stand by its democratic and capitalist principles and protect Net Neutrality for all citizens and
business both large and small.

Allowing big money to squash competition and free discourse will only result in driving the internet underground into
shadowy, unregulated terrorities.

Don't allow the internet to be bought, sold and controlled only by those with the largest purses. This country should
stand for more than that.

--

Kesime Bernard
http://kesimebernard.com
917.501.5465

------------------------------ Email 7,990 ------------------------------

From: aschreiner0702
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Angela Schreiner

Lexington, NC
US

------------------------------ Email 7,991 ------------------------------

From: tnactim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:58
Subject: Internet for the 1%
Dear FCC,



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I am not going to waste either one of our times by writing a long diatribe about how unethical our beautiful country has
become. Government is in the process of ruining our future, society, and freedom.

YOU KNOW IT IS WRONG TO LET 1% CONTINUE THEIR GREED. We need to reclassify Internet providers as
common carriers.

Now stop bending over for the big corporations and the big billionaires who line your pockets, and understand this YOU
 CAN STOP THE DESTRUCTION OF OUR FUTURE. It is up to YOU to change the destructive, draconian,
disgusting road we are traveling down, and save our country from this Oligarchy plunge into the Dark Ages.

Stop spying on your citizens. Stop controlling our freedom of information. Stop sending our tax money to kill children.
STOP THE TPP. STOP XL Pipeline.

Support renewable energy. Support freedom of speech. Support the backbone of this country, b/c there are MORE OF
US THAN YOU! And we would rather take care of our own, instead of letting our country kill and oppress others.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 7,992 ------------------------------

From: 16231
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Net neutrality
I want to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality by discriminating
against consumers and content providers and stifle American innovation on the internet. I am in strong support of
classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is imperative for this to
happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity of the situation.

Sam Musso

------------------------------ Email 7,993 ------------------------------

From: ye.alexander
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alex Ye
2352 12th Street
Oklahoma, OK V6P2E2
CA

------------------------------ Email 7,994 ------------------------------

From: andrew.ackermann
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Promote an Open, Equal Internet
Dear FCC,

This was originally addressed to the Chairman, but hearing that an email was setup specifically for this sort of comment,
 I felt it appropriate to resend.

As a small business owner, I owe the success of my business to the open internet in the US. Recent reports about plans
to permit ISPs to charge destinations for the privilege of serving up their content when customers already pay for that
very service are extremely concerning to me. The industry of which I am a part, video game development, is highly
reliant on a continued open and fair internet.

If the likes of Comcast and Time Warner Cable begin to push us smaller business to the side should we fail to pay up
would crush our competitiveness for the gains of the few, and would stifle future development of internet-based
companies which are showing a continual growth and likely ever greater importance in the global economy. The risk to
the US's global competitiveness in these markets surely outweighs any gains ISPs hope to reap.

I urge you to guarantee that ISPs may not favor content based on source or payment from that source.

Thank you for your time,
Andrew Ackermann

------------------------------ Email 7,995 ------------------------------

From: jbarrentine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
You're going to destroy the internet and piss all over the little guy because Tom Wheeler is in charge and only has the
interests of big business at heart. This is as disgusting as it gets in government. You people should be ashamed.

------------------------------ Email 7,996 ------------------------------

From: shoesonbackwards
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Net Neutrality.
Make net neutrality happen. I don't want to keep paying for terrible internet, and I most definitely don't want to be
charged even more for the same crap I have now. Get rid of data caps, too, while you're at it. We had unlimited data
before and it was never an issue, but now I have to pay a higher bill for less service?

------------------------------ Email 7,997 ------------------------------

From: long.katie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Katie Long

 95062

------------------------------ Email 7,998 ------------------------------

From: an.hartman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Stop the "fast lane" changes to net neutrality proposed by the FCC
To whom it may concern,

This email is in response to the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality, specifically,  the decision to enact a
"fast lane" in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006

As a concerned citizen and a developer seeking to start a buisiness in which most operations will be conducted via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

 Andrew Hartman

530.400.1438 (calls and texts)

------------------------------ Email 7,999 ------------------------------

From: clivingston
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 14:59
Subject: Classify internet access as Title II
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Chris Livingston

------------------------------ Email 8,000 ------------------------------

From: tylerjwilson90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:00
Subject: ISP Reclassification
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Save net neutrality! Protect consumers! Class ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,001 ------------------------------

From: rimarcik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:00
Subject: Internet 'fast' lane
Allowing a two-tiered internet is not in the best interests of the nation.

Among developed countries we have service that is both SLOWER and MORE COSTLY than almost all of the other
nations. A two-tiered system will be a huge disincentive for ISPs to upgrade their networks [especially the slow lane]
while at the same time creating an uneven playing field.

Please do not move the Wheeler proposal forward.

Tony Rimarcik
Minneapolis, MN

------------------------------ Email 8,002 ------------------------------

From: dsethw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:00
Subject: Regarding recent net neutrality rule change.

Do not allow Internet Service Providers (ISPs) to kill the open internet by throttling services.

We need ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services to safeguard our free exchange of ideas.

David Seth Wegner

4212 East 18th St.
Vancouver WA 98661
360-771-0917

------------------------------ Email 8,003 ------------------------------

From: danielsir13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Daniel Sir

CA 92677

------------------------------ Email 8,004 ------------------------------

From: ssillsuperior
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stephen Sill

 11752

------------------------------ Email 8,005 ------------------------------

From: glampkoo2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
1 - A free and open internet is the single greatest technology of our culture, and control should not be at the mercy of
corporations.
2 - A free and open internet stimulates competition.
3 - A free and open internet helps prevent unfair pricing practices.
4 - A free and open internetpromotes innovation.
5 - A free and open internetis more trustworthy and honest.
6 - A free and open internetdrives businesses.
7 - A free and open internetprotects the freedom of speech.

Without an open internet, big corporations would have tight control over how we access websites and services. Please
do your part to keep the internet a cornerstone of freedom and opportunity.

Read more at: http://www.theopeninter.net/

------------------------------ Email 8,006 ------------------------------

From: javiertrejp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

javier trejo

Escondido, CA 92027

------------------------------ Email 8,007 ------------------------------

From: flew2high
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:01
Subject: CODIFY NET NEUTRAILTY BY DECLARING ISPS AS COMMON CARRIERS.

------------------------------ Email 8,008 ------------------------------

From: lucas.groh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Lucas Groh

 97701

------------------------------ Email 8,009 ------------------------------

From: followerofchrist92
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 15:01
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please re-enact the rules and regulations to keep the internet an even playing field for every company. If we do not keep
the net neutral, this is stifle probably the largest area of growth in terms of jobs and production in the computer industry
and every industry.

-Michael Frederick

------------------------------ Email 8,010 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: kjbrigham
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:01
Subject: Reclassify Internet broadband providers as common carriers.
As grassroots organizations, consumer groups, civil rights organizations, innovative businesses,
technology experts and public interest advocates, we have a strong interest in the Federal
Communications Commission’s ongoing efforts to preserve the open Internet, promote universal
broadband access, and protect consumers in a concentrated marketplace. While each of us comes
to these issues from a different perspective, we are united in our belief that preserving the
Internet as a free and open platform is essential for democratic participation, commerce and
innovation.

Thanks
KJ brigham

------------------------------ Email 8,011 ------------------------------

From: ted.n.williams
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:02
Subject:
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

   Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,012 ------------------------------

From: travissabo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:02
Subject: Net Neutrality, common carrier.
All ISP providers should be classified Title II telecommunications carriers. They should be no different than a phone
company or any other utility.  Please stop catering to corporate interests and do the only logical thing, retain the freedom
 of speech the internet has provided.

Concerned citizen of Montana and the United States

William Travis Sabo

------------------------------ Email 8,013 ------------------------------

From: graham.nelson94
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern:
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I strongly believe that ISPs should be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. I believe that the proposed
legislation by the FCC would work only to damage the current state of Net Neutrality. In order to keep Net Neutrality
stable, it is extraordinarily important that ISPs be classified as I have suggested above. I hope you will understand the
gravity of the situation.

Graham Nelson

------------------------------ Email 8,014 ------------------------------

From: rachelbrinich
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 15:03
Subject:
I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service. I support net neutrality and I do
not want any companies telling me if I can access my desired website through their service.
Thanks for your time.

------------------------------ Email 8,015 ------------------------------

From: iansullivan911
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:03
Subject: Open internet
Please make some semblance of an effort to at least give the
appearance that our government represents the peoples' interests.

Thank you for your time,

Ian Sullivan

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,016 ------------------------------

From: swoodwind
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: No.
To Whom It May Concern,

Do you understand that the moment you let the telecomm industry start deciding what sites should pay more for
visibility, faster loading times and a web presence it is a problem? Promises to remain "transparent" mean nothing. The
moment that this becomes allowed, the internet starts to die.

How are we the public supposed to feel like you in your revolving door job of FCC chair people, telecom execs have
ANYTHING in mind except for the profits of the telecomm industry. The industry is A MONOPOLY who already is
making money hand over fist. But that is not enough for them, and since they buy you and the rest of Washington off, it
is not enough for you either. Did you know that it costs 1.9 CENTS to transmit A GB of data? How are the profit
margins on that not already ridiculous?
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 I am SO ANGRY and SO FRUSTRATED because I can't do anything. I have to sit back and watch while big money
talks and we are ignored. It doesn't matter, does it? Is anyone even going to read this? I don't know how the telecomm
monopoly is allowed. I don't know how it is even POSSIBLE that former telecomm execs run the FCC. You all must be
sociopaths, doing whatever you please and laughing at us while rolling in money.

I'd rather live in North Korea where I understood that I had no control, no say, no rights, no anything than live in a
country that pretends to listen to me while secretly shoving money into their pockets and doing whatever the big
businesses want them to.

I look forward to the day that there are riots on the street, upheaval and chaos. Maybe then you and the rest of the
government will open your eyes.

------------------------------ Email 8,017 ------------------------------

From: didjits13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Don Ederer
16760 3rd ave ne
Shoreline, WA 98155

------------------------------ Email 8,018 ------------------------------

From: soren446
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Nutrality

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
**Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.**

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
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traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

Even more so, the internet is a utility, and should be treated as such. How would people feel if they were allowed to
have running water, but were limited on how much they could have and the quality based on the brand of sinks they
have.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 8,019 ------------------------------

From: valtaylor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Valeria Taylor
150 Home Farm Rd.
Baker, NV 89311
US

------------------------------ Email 8,020 ------------------------------

From: alex
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: Net Neutrality is the cornerstone of the internet
Net neutrality is the cornerstone of the internet as we know it and as it was meant to be.  Taking the power to distribute
and consume content through the internet is an essential part of economic and social good.  Regulation of the individual
bits that come in and out of a specific internet connection will only encourage corporate greed and hurt American
citizens.

ISP's already have a strangle hold on the current state of the internet through local, state, and federal laws making it
difficult / near impossible to compete.  To give the power of 4-5 coprorations to say what and how things fly through the
 internet is unconstitutional.  Taking away the right of companies to distribute content has already taken it's toll on the
consumer.  Netflix comes to mind.
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I leave you with a quote from Lawrence Lessig, "This is the simple but brilliant "end-to-end" design of the Internet that
has made it such a powerful force for economic and social good: All of the intelligence and control is held by producers
and users, not the networks that connect them."

Keep net neutrality alive, please.

Thank you,

Alex Boyd

------------------------------ Email 8,021 ------------------------------

From: willclarkstaten
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Will Staten
10757 Oregon Avenue
Culver City, CA 90232

------------------------------ Email 8,022 ------------------------------

From: hickokchris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: RE: Net neutrality
How will you hold yourself publicly accountable? I'd like some reassurance this email won't be discarded and actually
means a damn.

On Apr 26, 2014 12:03 PM, "OpenInternet" < mailto:  wrote:

   Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

------------------------------ Email 8,023 ------------------------------

From: travis3335
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:04
Subject: Net neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality. I am in strong support
of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is imperative for this to
happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity of the situation.
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------------------------------ Email 8,024 ------------------------------

From: tiff-mariea
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tiffany-Marie Austin
19859 Kittridge St.
Winnetka, CA 91306
US

------------------------------ Email 8,025 ------------------------------

From: viajera.uribe18
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality. Do not take us backwards in the effort  to inform our citizenry.

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. We expect nothing less from this administration. Do not let destruction of net neutrality become part of
the Obama legacy. We did not elect him for this.

Sandra Uribe
4839 Wesleyan
San Antonio, TX 78249
US

------------------------------ Email 8,026 ------------------------------

From: phillipepelchat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Phillipe Pelchat
338 Somerset St. E
Ottawa, ON K1N 6W7
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------------------------------ Email 8,027 ------------------------------

From: randyism3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:06
Subject: Net neutrality
The internet was created via tax dollars.  Arpanet and its successors.  As such we the taxpayers own the internet.  The
consumers own the internet.  We should levy a tax and or fine against each entity that attempts to infringe on our access
to our creation.  I am good with fining Comcast or making them pay royalties to the US Treasury for utilization of
technology they did not create but nevertheless have monopolized.

Randy Ashby

------------------------------ Email 8,028 ------------------------------

From: adam.ierymenko
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:06
Subject: Network neutrality feedback
One simple comment:

You can't have it both ways.

The FCC, as well as state and local authorities, act to restrain competition in the ISP space by limiting the ability to
build last-mile networks and by overly restrictive and sub-optimal allocations of the RF spectrum. At the same time, the
FCC is now refusing to treat ISPs as common carriers and permitting them to use their partly state-enforced monopoly
power to restrain competition and impose monopoly rents.

There are two potential solutions:

(1) Declare ISPs to be common carriers and mandate network neutrality.

(2) Greatly reduce the barriers to entry. Make it far easier for new entrants to compete with incumbent ISPs. Reallocate
open areas of the RF spectrum liberally to permit new wireless options to compete with wired last-mile Internet.
Federally overrule state legislatures if needed, since the monopolists have used state legislatures even more effectively
than they've used the FCC to restrain trade. There are many legal avenues that could be pursued. For example: since
Internet traffic nearly always crosses state lines, state laws restricting competition at the carrier level may fall under
Federal trade jurisdiction and be vulnerable to Federal override.

In other words: either liberalize the market and throw open the doors to competition or deal with the regional
monopolies and national oligopolies that you have helped create. If they are to remain regional monopolies, declare
them common carriers and enforce network traffic neutrality.

This is an issue of national economic competitiveness at the global level, as allowing critical infrastructure to stagnate
(or even regress, as may result from these ISP "payola" models) threatens American dominance in the areas of computer
 and Internet innovation.

------------------------------ Email 8,029 ------------------------------

From: onlyopus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:06
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
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I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as aTitle
 II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,030 ------------------------------

From: cooperlasalle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carolyn Cooper
7175 Uber Street
Philadelphia, PA 19138
US

------------------------------ Email 8,031 ------------------------------

From: myersjj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:06
Subject: FCC and Net Neutrality
The FCC should immediately declare ISPs as common carriers so that complete net neutrality is really preserved. The
current proposal is antithetical to real net neutrality.
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Regards,
James J Myers

------------------------------ Email 8,032 ------------------------------

From: jeffsilverm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:06
Subject: Set the rules to support the little guys
If memory serves me, the FCC was created in 1934 to protect the public
interest.  Strong rules to protect network neutrality are in the public
interest.  Small companies that are starting up need network neutrality
to protect themselves from unfair business practices of well established
incumbents.  Those incumbents ultimately make the consumers pay for
their privileges by jacking up prices, which they can do because they
have crippled the small competitors who are not as wealthy.

I know that wealthy companies are essentially bribing you with lots of
attention from lobbyists.  It's up to you to be honest and above board
to protect the rights of consumers.

Survey after survey has shown that Americans pay more for internet
service, and the service is of lower quality, than other countries. The
big cable companies say that they need the money to pay for R&D.  That's
not what they tell their shareholders, and the results of the R&D
certainly do not trickle down to their customers.

Regulate the ISPs as common carriers.  Make rules that will withstand
inspection by judges.  You have lawyers on your staff - use them.

Sincerely yours,

Jeff Silverman

------------------------------ Email 8,033 ------------------------------

From: xaldibik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:06
Subject: The New Proposal for Internet Regulations
I am writing today to comment on the drafting of new rules governing the open internet.

As someone who uses the internet for both recreational use, and for commercial use, the notion of creating any
preferential treatment for any kind of traffic is utterly appalling.

The notion of allowing some companies to pay more money for faster speeds is incredibly biased toward benefiting
large, already established companies. We will see "normal" speeds drop to become barely usable, and only companies
that pay for the extra speed will be able to operate services.
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Rest assured that any allowance of a fast lane system will kill small businesses operating online that need any bandwidth
 throughput. Had a fast lane system been in place, companies such as Netflix, Steam, Youtube, Imgur, Flickr, Pintrest,
and many more huge names in the field of technology would never have been made. None of these companies could
have afforded the "fast lane" that ISPs would abuse, and they would have all been unable to operate.

The only people who would benefit from a fast lane are companies that already have the capital to pay ISPs for access to
 consumers (Who have already paid for the internet, I might add), meaning that only big companies would be able to
effectively use the internet.

I implore the FCC to declare ISPs a communications provider, and then reinstate the full rules of Internet Neutrality.
Any internet fast lane approach would be anti-consumer, and anti-small business.

Please don't kill the benefit of the internet. We are currently seeing a second age of enlightenment, and your decision in
this next year might kill that.

Sincerely,

Bryce Mahn

------------------------------ Email 8,034 ------------------------------

From: geoffreycalex
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:07
Subject: Telecommunications Services
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. My Data should not be throttled.

------------------------------ Email 8,035 ------------------------------

From: global.saish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:07
Subject: Raising an outcry on Net nuetrality - ISP’s classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
We want ISP’s classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,036 ------------------------------

From: sugarnuts04
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,037 ------------------------------
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From: jtnels2003
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joshua Nelson
232 Williams St APT 3
Apt 3
New London, CT 06320
US

------------------------------ Email 8,038 ------------------------------

From: srevir21
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rivers Fowler

US

------------------------------ Email 8,039 ------------------------------

From: itzhugh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
If cable providers are allowed to regulate network traffic in their own interest, they will do what's best for themselves
financially. That is not the best thing for consumers. This is largely due to the lack of competition in their markets. Net
neutrality must be kept. Internet providers need to be reclassified as common carriers.

I will be writing emails, placing phone calls, and pestering my representatives until this happens. Please don't fail the
people that depend on you to protect them.

Thank you,
Mike Wells

------------------------------ Email 8,040 ------------------------------

From: mykmlr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: ISP's without limits are Networks
When the ISP's gained monopoly control over the consumer access, either
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they became CLEC's or net access ended.
If you want to make hundreds of new regulated monopoly networks,
thousands of ABC's and NBC's, go ahead, but don't pretend that is an
interNET, for nets originate everywhere and end everywhere.

------------------------------ Email 8,041 ------------------------------

From: paturner2012
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Pat Turner
7349 brightside rd
Baltimore, MD 21212

------------------------------ Email 8,042 ------------------------------

From: lorba58
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
L. Bagley

------------------------------ Email 8,043 ------------------------------

From: mrcandleguy
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello, My Name is Amon Houston

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Thank you for understanding.

Amon Houston.

------------------------------ Email 8,044 ------------------------------

From: crb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: internet "neutrality"

"Pay for play" deals for the internet is a terrible idea.

------------------------------ Email 8,045 ------------------------------

From: dustin00999-junk4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: Feedback
Tom Wheeler should be fired and never allowed to work in a government position again.

------------------------------ Email 8,046 ------------------------------

From: cagoefron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christina Goefron

 07087

------------------------------ Email 8,047 ------------------------------

From: bob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:09
Subject: Restore Common Carrier for Data
Restore common carrier for data carriers. The courts have
made it clear they will not accept net neutrality
without restoring common carrier. It should be increasingly
clear that We The People will not accept anything less
than equal treatment of all packets, regardless of the
corporate logo behind them.

The data carriers operate on government granted easements,
government granted limits to liability, and in many cases
have government granted restrictions on competition. The
only thing we require in return is that the communications
of all Americans be treated equally.

Nothing else will be tolerated.

--
"For me, it is far better to grasp the Universe as
  it really is than to persist in delusion, however
  satisfying and reassuring."
  — Carl Sagan

------------------------------ Email 8,048 ------------------------------

From: jlmarr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:09
Subject: Internet
ISP's should be classified as Title II Common Carriers under the
Communications Act of 1934.

--
   Jack Marr

------------------------------ Email 8,049 ------------------------------

From: hunnctt2
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:09
Subject: Free Speech
To Whom it May Concern,
The recent news of proposed rule changes by the FCC to the free speech of the internet is concerning. Allowing
corporations whose main motive is profit to decided whose speech should be constricted is greatly concerning. There is
no incentive for the near monopoly of ISPs to provide equal speech opportunity. It is understood that the ISPs put down
a substantial amount of money for infrastructure, but their yearly investment on upgrading infrastructure is small
compared to the massive profits that are pulled in. The ISPs claim that this new revenue is required to allow the large
flow of data, but they have chosen not to upgrade networks in the past. Allowing ISPs to charge more because they have
 not made the necessary yearly infrastructure investments is not the solution to their problem and, in fact, poses a
problem for the American people. Free speech is now at risk due to the negligence and poor planning of a relatively
unchecked corporate environment.

Will Hunnicutt
(312) 380-6080 | mailto:
Ph.D. Student | University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

------------------------------ Email 8,050 ------------------------------

From: themystik1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:10
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen
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------------------------------ Email 8,051 ------------------------------

From: edabsw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would like ISPs to be classified as Title I Telecommunications Services.

The next best scenario would be ISPs being classified at Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you,
Edward Swernofsky

 <https://mailfoogae.appspot.com/t?
sender=aZWRhYnN3QGdtYWlsLmNvbQ%3D%3D&type=zerocontent&guid=f0b377f3-77e5-4b80-bc6d-
af24416232f9> ?

------------------------------ Email 8,052 ------------------------------

From: angharadmac
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:10
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Tina Bigham (  writes:

Ending net neutrality will kill small businesses like mine. It is insane to make it where only rich, established companies
can afford to advertize and have websites found through searches. KEEP THE INTERNET FREE AND OPEN!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,053 ------------------------------

From: cdolszewski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christian Olszewski
7502 Westchester
Lambertville, MI 48144

------------------------------ Email 8,054 ------------------------------
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From: lundmusic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:10
Subject: Rule ISPs as common carriers
Hello,

You're being inundated with form emails, I'm sure, and I doubt a human gets to read them all, but here I am taking a few
 minutes to write a very short email.

Please vote on ruling ISPs as Common Carriers. Stop the tide of oligarchy in America. The Internet is the new frontier
of innovation and speech. The new proposed "net neutrality" rules are the literal opposite of the word neutrality -
seriously, read any piece written by any tech journalist in the past week. Go ahead, I'll wait. Put down the Cable/Internet
 corporation leaflets, hang up on the lobbyists, and read what the citizens of our country are saying about this issue.

We want the Internet regulated without preference to information. It is a utility, period.

You have the power to very quickly end this years-long slog of craziness with three people's votes. Seriously!

James Lund

------------------------------ Email 8,055 ------------------------------

From: aaron.alfson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Aaron Alfson
34-19 29th St.
Apt. 6B
Astoria, NY 11106

------------------------------ Email 8,056 ------------------------------

From: gregorymaltby
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:11
Subject: Please Keep Allowing Net Neutrality
It is my opinion that our government should classify ISP as Title II telecommunications services. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,057 ------------------------------

From: aprilsegismundo
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 15:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

April Segismundo

 96707

------------------------------ Email 8,058 ------------------------------

From: ivantheviking
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hey FCC,

If you could classify all ISP's as "Title II Telecommunication Services" because we (the people) want net neutrality, that
 would be great!

Thanks,
-Ivan

------------------------------ Email 8,059 ------------------------------

From: zombiem.interactive
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:11
Subject: Its time to stand up against these huge companys!
Dear FCC,

We are america, and we have the worst internet to other rich nations. Nations in which have competition, and Real
neutrality.

The UK was were we currently are today, and the current FCC can make a name for themselves as the people who
changed the market for the good.

In the UK they forced companies to lease there fiber, and cable lines to competitors at reasonable cost.  The leasing part
 of the company is also not apart of the internet part of the company.
Their prices have drop dramatically, you can get the same plans for over 30-50.00 cheaper then in our country!

They also have them classified as common carriers and can enforce true net neutrality! This is what the internet is and
should always be, OPEN. No multi-billion dollar company should be able to say what their customer can see, or at what
speed. Should not be able to give rich company's faster access, and put the rest in slow lanes. These company's should
be forced to upgrade there peering points instead of leaving them clogged to get money out of successful websites.

These company sole business is one thing, SELLING INTERNET. That is it.
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Please chairman, Please do us citizens good and push us to the UK Model with Neutrality. Please go down in history as
the people who stood up to big corporations, to move America in line with other country's.
1)Force Providers to lease current lines to competitors
2) Put into effect REAL net neutrality.

Thank you!
Patrick Handley

------------------------------ Email 8,060 ------------------------------

From: tim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:11
Subject: Reclassify ISPs as Title II common carriers
To whom it may concern,

As both an ordinary citizen and an executive in an internet-based technology company, I have a vested interest in seeing
 the Internet remain a free and unencumbered communications medium. I believe that the legislation currently proposed
by the FCC directly threatens that desire.

I understand that the FCC is unable to directly enforce Net Neutrality against ISPs at this time, primarily because those
ISPs are classified (by the FCC) as “information services” and not “telecommunication services” or common carriers.
The FCC has the direct authority to reclassify these service providers correctly, thereby allowing itself to more
effectively regulate them.

Why should the FCC do this? The evidence couldn’t be more clear. Comcast, Verizon and AT&T are among the most
reviled companies in the United States, primarily because they operate with impunity while deliberately offering sub-
standard services for prices that, in the global marketplace, seem insane. Reclassification would allow the FCC to reign
in these malicious business practices and give Americans and American businesses the chance to flourish in a new era
of open, affordable communication. Other industries are similarly obliged to operate with at least some semblance of
regard for public interests, why not Internet Service Providers?

Please, do your jobs. Protect the interests of MILLIONS of Americans instead of those of a select few (CEOs and
shareholders) who stand to gain from the continuation of this farcical status quo.

Tim Gunter
Vice President, Operations
Vanilla Forums
vanillaforums.com<http://vanillaforums.com> | twitter.com/vanilla<http://twitter.com/vanilla> |
ca.linkedin.com/in/guntertim<http://ca.linkedin.com/in/guntertim>

------------------------------ Email 8,061 ------------------------------

From: ghostinthearcade
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Neisewander



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

1316 28th ST.
Rockford, IL 61108
US

------------------------------ Email 8,062 ------------------------------

From: zeekri
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marc Cohen
62 Grassmere Ave.
East Providence, RI 02914
US

------------------------------ Email 8,063 ------------------------------

From: wrightmr01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Megan Wright
912 Kings Rd
Apt D
Kirksville, MO 63501
US

------------------------------ Email 8,064 ------------------------------

From: amarillosiding
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeff Nelson

TX
US

------------------------------ Email 8,065 ------------------------------
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From: asvendsen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Adele Svendsen
306 San Tomas Drive
Casselberry, FL 32707
US

------------------------------ Email 8,066 ------------------------------

From: bream
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sharon Nicodemus
2710 Danube Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95821
US

------------------------------ Email 8,067 ------------------------------

From: brynja
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

I believe net neutrality is vital to the ccomerce and development of the United States economy. To this end it is
important to allow ISPs to be "common carriers".

Regards,

--

Dr. Brynja E Halldórsdóttir Gudjonsson PhD
mailto

Assistant Professor
?Coordinator?
 of Undergraduate Studies
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Department of Education Studies
School of Education University of Iceland
Researcher/Consultant

"Live as if you were to die tomorrow, Learn as if you were to live forever." Gandhi.

------------------------------ Email 8,068 ------------------------------

From: tim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:13
Subject: Please Save Net Neutrality!
Net Neutrality is a critical issue for any small-medium side business on the Internet. Please ensure that the provider
monopolies provide fair service to all. Paying "protection fees" to ensure prompt delivery of content will harm
innovation and in the long run will harm all companies outside of the major media/cable monopolies.

I am an Internet software developer, and small business owner and the current plans to abandon net neutrality could be
devastating to my business, and many others like me. America is already falling behind in broadband capabilities, and
we certainly don't need anti-competitive practices like this to define our marketplace.

Thank you,

Tim Greiser

Managing Member
Prim8 Technology Consulting, LLC

------------------------------ Email 8,069 ------------------------------

From: alphaknight
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Martin Esparza

 93250

------------------------------ Email 8,070 ------------------------------

From: egla1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ellen Adler

------------------------------ Email 8,071 ------------------------------

From: phenixgene
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eugene McIsaac
1006 Liberty Street
Braintree, MA 02184
US

------------------------------ Email 8,072 ------------------------------

From: mplaza9722
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:13
Subject: Concerning Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Miguel Plaza and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
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Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time, Miguel Plaza

------------------------------ Email 8,073 ------------------------------

From: dan.liberatore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Early feedback on open internet initiative
Hello, I am an IT Engineer for a Fortune 500 company, which is largely responsible for the Internet being possible and
even existing in the first place.

We in the tech sector would really like to see the text of the proposals before you vote on them.

Initial speculation says that ISPs will be allowed to prioritize certain traffic for an extra fee, which is currently a
somewhat gray area.

There are a couple of things that will happen if that's allowed:

1) ISPs will throttle down or otherwise degrade service for websites who don't pay up, to generate revenue. They have
been caught doing this already to upsell home users to higher service tiers.

2) New websites will be unattractive to users because the sites can't afford to pay off all the relevant ISPs. Why would a
new user watch jerky video streams that constantly re-buffer, when they could just watch one from the established
companies? We'll see a dramatic increase in desperately awful advertising, especially from the less scrupulous ad
companies who harvest user info, who pay more.

If smaller sites die off, and new sites are discriminated against in this manner, we'll be left with only the largest
companies creating an effective online cartel. ISPs will then bill home users extra for premium access to their favorite
websites much like they would bill them extra for high-definition digital television. Sites will also create paid
memberships to pay for the fees they incur to deliver content in what is considered a normal manner today. Home users
will be paying up to two extra fees for something that is covered by their normal Internet connection today. Want to
watch Netflix? YouTube in HD? Facebook with video and images? Skype a friend? Pay up. That's the future we're
looking at.

This idea smacks of a bill underwritten by a few greedy carriers who just want a piece of Netflix or YouTube, and don't
care what collateral damage they cause getting that piece. It doesn't sound like anybody sat down to figure out what's
best for the Internet in the long term or the short term, just what's best in the short term for some companies' stock prices
 and executive bonuses.
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That doesn't sound like the Internet we intended to create.

Sincerely,
Daniel Liberatore

------------------------------ Email 8,074 ------------------------------

From: captainjasons
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
It is time to classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications services already. Anything else would just serve to allow
companies to charge consumers more for services that are already overpriced and put many content providers at a
disadvantage. Enough is enough.

- Jason Shifflett
  Art Director
  bit.Graphics

------------------------------ Email 8,075 ------------------------------

From: ntford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Net neutrality pls
Dear FCC, I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services!

Thank you!

------------------------------ Email 8,076 ------------------------------

From: keever
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Please don't destroy the Internet.
Allowing the ISP monopolies to shake down websites holding bandwidth speed hostage will ruin the Internet as we
know it. Reclassify ISPs as common carriers today.

------------------------------ Email 8,077 ------------------------------

From: ragnorock5x
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Net neutrality is a cornerstone of freedom of speech
Think of it in a non-net based application.  Imagine if Starbucks didn't like the FCC so all FCC members had their own
line that got 1/4th the attention as a regular customer.  Now an FCC person could pay a small fee to be able to go to the
regular people line.   That's the world that exists where companies can discriminate against anyone they want, where
neutrality is lost.

Robert McAshan
Houston, Texas
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------------------------------ Email 8,078 ------------------------------

From: ragnorock5x
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Net neutrality is a cornerstone of freedom of speech
Think of it in a non-net based application.  Imagine if Starbucks didn't like the FCC so all FCC members had their own
line that got 1/4th the attention as a regular customer.  Now an FCC person could pay a small fee to be able to go to the
regular people line.   That's the world that exists where companies can discriminate against anyone they want, where
neutrality is lost.

Robert McAshan
Houston, Texas

------------------------------ Email 8,079 ------------------------------

From: jrohrbaugh75
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jason Rohrbaugh

------------------------------ Email 8,080 ------------------------------

From: pgosling
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Classify ISPs Common Carriers
ISPs MUST be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services. Not doing so would cause horrible harm to society
and consumers.

------------------------------ Email 8,081 ------------------------------

From: khickok4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Open Internet
I believe the open internet is the key to the future of communication, and that allowing service providers to  sell faster
speeds to the highest bidder will bring out the worst in those who will pay for the priviledge at the expense of the rest of
us.

Please reconsider your thinking on this issue.

Kathy Hickok
Delray Beach FL

------------------------------ Email 8,082 ------------------------------
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From: gunter.tim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:14
Subject: Please don't sell the internet to the ISPs
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access—and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a ‘fast lane’ go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it, equally, should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Tim Gunter
about.me/timgunter<http://about.me/timgunter> | twitter.com/icyliquid<http://twitter.com/icyliquid> |
ca.linkedin.com/in/guntertim<http://ca.linkedin.com/in/guntertim>

------------------------------ Email 8,083 ------------------------------

From: andyrestad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:15
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
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traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Andrew Restad

------------------------------ Email 8,084 ------------------------------

From: lbeyries2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:15
Subject: open internet
Please keep our internet open.  This pay to play will only benefit the companies who can afford to pay.    The
information we receive will be limited to the companies who can afford to have their voices heard. This is everything
against the ideals for which this country has stood, which in turn will continue our decline into the great divide between
the haves and have nots.   I know you are being bought off by the big corporations like Comcast, but I'm hoping their is
some shred of integrity left in our government that will help you make the right decision.  Although, at this point, I feel
rather hopeless about the future of this country.  Please prove me wrong and do the right thing.

                                                                         Sincerely,  Linda Beyries

------------------------------ Email 8,085 ------------------------------

From: clb89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Keep the net neutral!!!!!

Cory Boozer
(409)719-2709

------------------------------ Email 8,086 ------------------------------

From: scottwmark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:15
Subject: Net Neutrality Concerns
Dear sirs,
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First, a little about me: I am part of the upper ten percent of our currently deeply stratified economic classes. I am a
student of economics and was, until recently, a technology worker. I have many friends from many different
socioeconomic backgrounds, and they are all troubled by the FCCs recent decision to allow what has been described as
an 'internet fast' lane for large oligopoly firms (Google, Amazon, Netflix, etc) who can afford to pay for such access. I
don't find this idea in and of itself troubling. The Internet is a complicated beast and one of the most important populist
tools to ever be created, I would argue on the level of the printing press itself. That being said, allowing this system to
continue that way is asking for trouble down the road.

If there is to be an internet fast, it MUST be heavily regulated. As part of their mandate, these large publicly traded
companies MUST maximize their profit in the eyes of their stock holders. This WILL lead them to gradually squeeze as
much profit out of these throttling behaviors as possible. This is a great for those within the internet providers corporate
structure and those who hold stock, and terrible for the majority of users of the internet. Internet access is not a
competitive business, in fact it is somewhat laughable how close this situation resembles the phone companies a few
decades ago. If you allow this decision to go ahead without proper regulation and oversight, you will have companies
abusing their profit maxim at the cost of the everyday consumer. That is a fundamental fact about capitalism and our
current economic system.

Second, it is my firm belief that the internet should be a public utility to some extent. Now I am not saying that ISPs
should not be allowed to charge more for more speed, but I do think they should offer a publicly subsidized via taxes
free basic service to all people connected to the system. I also believe that, if they so choose, they should be able to
work out peering agreements for portions of their infrastructure that would result in monetary gain from larger firms, but
 this must not come at the cost of smaller internet users and companies.

You are already seeing the anger, alienation, and rage that comes from a populace that feels forgotten, ignored, and left
behind by it's government, Forced into increasingly low paying, alienating jobs - all for the profit of the upper tier of our
 society. Do not create the environment for something as crucial, and trust me having the internet in this day and change
is pretty much a must not a luxury, as the internet to become a symbol of that socioeconomic divide. Be forward
thinking, please. Despite what you may think about the human nature of those who run ISPs, their hands are tied by
their legal financial obligations to their stockholders.

A citizen,
Mark Scott
Portland OR
97212

------------------------------ Email 8,087 ------------------------------

From: katylevee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Catherine Levee
849 San Marcos Lane
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Bedford, TX 76021

------------------------------ Email 8,088 ------------------------------

From: triple u
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:15
Subject: Feedback on Net Neutrality
Hello-
I urge you to classify internet access as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act. I am
growing increasingly concerned over the reductions in the people's right to communication.

Thank you,
Amy Wilson

------------------------------ Email 8,089 ------------------------------

From: andrewsawtell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William Sawtell
4219 67th Ave NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

------------------------------ Email 8,090 ------------------------------

From: silent1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  Allowing pay-for-preference is THE SAME as allowing discrimination against those who don't (or can't)
 pay a premium.  Without the long standing net neutrality we've enjoyed, the Internet as we know it, with thriving
businesses, entertainment content, and educational resources equally available to all, would never have existed.

Donald Qualls
2216 Plainview Dr.
High Point, NC 27265
US

------------------------------ Email 8,091 ------------------------------
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From: dunkel.mand
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Dunkelman

ON k2g 6c7

------------------------------ Email 8,092 ------------------------------

From: dha1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:16
Subject: Comments on recently proposed FCC Open Internet
I wish to voice my disapproval of the current direction the FCC is taking towards allowing ISPs to charge for access to
their customers, especially considering the anti-competitive stance that Comcast, Time Warner, and other ISP
companies take towards online competitors of similar offline services

I feel the only solution to maintaining the fairness and equality of the internet is for the FCC to classify ISPs as Title II
Telecommunications Services. I feel this is the only available option to prevent the usurpation of a vital communication
service that has become as integral and necessary to American life as telephone and electric services. Short of outright
classification of ISPs as governmentally regulated utility services such as electricity and water, ISPs must be forced to
offer service equally and unhindered to all persons and organizations.

Thus I state again my support for classification of ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you for your time.

--
Daniel Austin
Lecturer, Department of English, MSU
Howell Hall, 107

------------------------------ Email 8,093 ------------------------------

From: muhshenunsahnai
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Chong

 92835

------------------------------ Email 8,094 ------------------------------

From: fiv55sampler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:16
Subject: ISPs
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
 I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,095 ------------------------------

From: peter.ciulla
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:16
Subject: wrong solution
Look, we understand that you guys lost your court case because you chose a bad strategy.  Don’t try to make up for bad
strategy by making a bad policy decision.

The optimist in me is saying that you leaked this inane plan as a way of bolstering the resolve of those, like me, that
support net neutrality.

The pessimist in me says that real politics doesn’t work that way and that you are caving in.

Please, prove the optimist in me is correct.

------------------------------ Email 8,096 ------------------------------

From: werwer126
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:16
Subject: Important
ISP's should be classified as Title II telecommunications services.

------------------------------ Email 8,097 ------------------------------

From: paulh725
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Henry

 94062

------------------------------ Email 8,098 ------------------------------

From: jbush7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

JOHN BUSH
7 ashlawn rd
malvern, PA 19355
US

------------------------------ Email 8,099 ------------------------------

From: mcrdld
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:17
Subject: Lack of neutrality is unacceptable
I am a limited-government moderate and generally prefer the government stay out of matters of business. Unfortunately,
 federal and local governments in the US have, over the past twenty years or so, created an environment in which active
regulation of the internet is not only preferable, it is necessary, and the issue of neutrality is critical for the health of our
economy which has become heavily reliant on the internet.

It seems that you at the FCC first need to be reminded of your own past. I suggest you read
this<http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810_002683.html>
(http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810_002683.html) and
this<http://www.theatlanticcities.com/technology/2011/11/telecom-lobby-killing-municipal-broadband/420/>
(http://www.theatlanticcities.com/technology/2011/11/telecom-lobby-killing-municipal-broadband/420/) so that we're
all on the same page.

So, now, after we've given the major ISPs (Comcast, AT&T, Verizon, et al) artificial monopolies across the US in a
wave of incestual corporatist power broking, we're going to pretend like we're opening the market back up by allowing
last-mile ISPs to "negotiate" with content providers.

See, the problem is, there's no negotiation. Negotiation requires dealing in good faith. Dealing in bad faith is coercion,
and that's what you're allowing to happen. Content providers like Netflix have no choice in who they deal with since
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ISPs own their customers as those customers have no recourse when their ISPs hold them hostage. Why? Because there
is little to no competition. And guess what? That's a system you helped set up. You (the FCC and government in
general) gave the major ISPs the entire country, paid them money to roll out infrastructure (which, in many cases, was
never done), locked them in place so that no competition could challenge their position, and now you're giving them the
power to force payments from both ends of the pipe under the guise of "the free market" while they quietly rake in
record profits behind complaints about "disproportionate traffic."

There's absolutely nothing "free" about this. The "commercially reasonable" standard will be wrestled into flaccid
nothingness. Don't you understand? ISPs don't have to actively block or "discriminate" against anything, all they have to
 do is refuse to upgrade peering connections for certain content. It's a sham, and either you aren't doing your jobs or you
simply don't care because cushy lobbyist jobs are waiting for you on the other side. Honestly, you ought to be ashamed
of yourselves. This kind of abuse of power is keeping our economy in the toilet. You want to crap all over the American
 people and act like you have our interests at heart? Fine. But it's people like me that will make sure there is justice in
the end. We're not as stupid or as lazy as you seem to think we are.

Do the right thing. Classify ISPs as common carriers or hold them to a reasonable standard of neutrality. Either that or
find a way to actually foster competition amongst ISPs so that when they act like idiots we can just find a new one.

------------------------------ Email 8,100 ------------------------------

From: roybennet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:17
Subject: open internet
Dear fuckwits, why are you soliciting comments on a subject you already KNOW the public's views on?

------------------------------ Email 8,101 ------------------------------

From: tchandler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tom Chandler

IL 61801

------------------------------ Email 8,102 ------------------------------

From: nicholas.forysinski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:18
Subject: A plea for net neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
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legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. The internet must remain free, open, and neutral for US
business to grow, thrive, and prosper. The internet is a key component to the continued growth of our economy and
small businesses remain at the heart of that growth. Removing net neutrality will remove small business' ability to
compete on a national and international level.

The time has never been more right to classify internet service providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and
this moment must not be missed.

Nicholas Forysinski

------------------------------ Email 8,103 ------------------------------

From: edhiley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Not again! The American people won't stand for this dismantling of the free and open nature of the Internet for the
benefit of the most moneyed segment of society. Democracy will be further eroded, if we've ever experienced  in
practice, it will now be relegated to an unrealizable  concept. As the last real forum for sharing information and ideas,
the integrity of the Internet MUST be maintained. RE: PIPA and SOPA? You haven't seen anything yet.

Edwin Hiley
1387 Murray Creek Rd.
Athens, PA 18810
US

------------------------------ Email 8,104 ------------------------------

From: ricardom3250
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to voice my opinion on the net neutrality issues that seem to have been around for a while now. I'll admit at
 only 23 years of age there is still much that I do not understand, what I have come to understand however is that our
access to the internet as citizens is at risk. What these big telecom companies are doing in the United States is in no
doubt in my mind wrong. There seems to be evidence suggesting that they have been lobbying in the past and continue
to due so. Monopolies in the United states are illegal and this seems to be a loophole around it, an oligopoly if you will.
It seems that it should be obvious for this to be a crime as well.

Please, simply do what you know is right. Do not allow this to be a normal thing. Big companies cannot continue to jerk
 us around like pawns. We pay them to provide us with a service that has already become an invaluable resource. A
resource that I believe should be managed by the government, and provided to all. But that would take some time to
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make a reality, so for now all I ask is that we establish fair Net Neutrality laws.

Thank you for your time,

Ricardo Martinez.

------------------------------ Email 8,105 ------------------------------

From: jacobnormandin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:18
Subject: I would like internet service providers classed as Title II  Telecommunications Services
Hello and good day. My name is Jacob Normandin and I would like internet service providers classed as Title II
Telecommunications Services. Please cease and desist your attempt to limit my free speech in favor of corporations.

All the best, Jacob Normandin.

------------------------------ Email 8,106 ------------------------------

From: widgekit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elizabeth Fitzgerald
535 Willwood Drive
Earlysville, VA 22936
US

------------------------------ Email 8,107 ------------------------------

From: sethar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:19
Subject: My Consumer Opinion
I know my opinion doesn’t really matter in the grand scheme of things, but I am not understanding how making a
business pay extra money to get priority traffic is beneficial to the consumer.  While we are getting assurances this isn’t
establishing a “fast lane”, you are allowing the bar to be set fairly low on what is considered “Baseline” performance in
a country where we are already lagging behind on internet performance.  Unfortunately, whenever you allow one type
of traffic to take priority over another you are opening the door for potential abuse, especially when financial incentives
are involved.  Charging more money for preferential treatment is hands down the worst thing you can do for innovation.
  It immediately creates an environment where the “big guys” with deep pockets can further entrench their interests, and
makes it harder for new services to enter the market by providing them a higher cost to entry.  I think it is already
ridiculous as it is that internet providers are able to drink from both ends of the hose - they charge us to access the
content, then charge the content providers again to deliver the content to us.
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From my consumer perspective, you should be working to lower the barrier of entry into the market for new service
providers and forcing more accountability for expanding infrastructure upgrades.  As ubiquitous as the internet has
become, providers should be regulated as common carriers.  Hell, we can’t even get phone service anymore that doesn’t
route through the ISP, and phone systems were common carrier.  Providers the likes of Comcast, AT&T, and Verizon
have gotten millions of dollars in handouts to improve their internet infrastructure but have no accountability.  They also
 sell a high margin product to consumers – yet even with all of this, I am stagnated at 25 Megabits of download speed
for the past 8 years.  My cost to get that service has gone from $42 a month to $66 a month, and I have not benefited one
 bit from that increase in price.  I can’t even switch providers if I wanted to, my choice is Comcast, extremely poor
AT&T DSL (3mbps), even worse Satellite internet, or no internet at all…and frankly, that’s not a choice.

Thank you,

Seth Wilkerson

Annoyed Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,108 ------------------------------

From: bokfreek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The Web was freely given to the world by its developer.  Now private enterprise wants to own it any way they can.
Shame on them.  They didn't invent it.  They don't own it.

Fred Goff
17 David St
SouthRiver, NJ 08882
US

------------------------------ Email 8,109 ------------------------------

From: jeretth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:20
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
 I am Jerett Howrey, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular,
the decision to enact a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen and a student, it is imperative that broadband access--and the internet access in general--remain
unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act. Prioritizing one type
of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for those who are
able to pat a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
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The internet is a medium though which information is broadcast ans transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her ow accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon. A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these
town meeting to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a
 citizens body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and petition for government address of grievances by limiting
broadband access. As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
Jerett Howrey

------------------------------ Email 8,110 ------------------------------

From: rivera.alvino
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
You have to stop messing with the internet. Citizens have been fighting their own government in America for so long if
you keep trying to pass these insane rulings, then the citizens of America are eventually going to stop trying to hinder
your plans with words. What you're pushing towards is net neutrality now and then health insurance later.

------------------------------ Email 8,111 ------------------------------

From: town math
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

James Town

 22203

------------------------------ Email 8,112 ------------------------------

From: bmcafee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bill McAfee

------------------------------ Email 8,113 ------------------------------

From: bam22506
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:20
Subject:
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,114 ------------------------------

From: wtf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Julian Hernandez
344 Oregon Lane
Boca Raton, FL 33487

------------------------------ Email 8,115 ------------------------------

From: bookingsana
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Keep the Internet free
Hello FCC,

Though I am not one who is an expert in all things online, it has come to the attention of many that there is a chance that
 Internet service providers may have a chance to charge consumers more, making big companies more money and
virtually removing the small companies as competition. As a nation that is still struggling with a strangely enormous
amount of debt, it would not help the economy to continue allowing big companies, such as Time Warner and Comcast,
money when the people- those whose money that the big companies so greedily want to take- are struggling as it is.
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Please keep the Internet as free from control and allow the people the freedom of speech that seems to be
unconstitutionally ignored in the outside world.

Thank you

Shayne A

------------------------------ Email 8,116 ------------------------------

From: ajshaw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin Shaw

 93405

------------------------------ Email 8,117 ------------------------------

From: drayco84
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The revisions you're planning on allowing are BULLSHIT. Allowing ISPs to charge extra JUST TO ACCESS
CERTAIN SITES is a complete reversal to a free and open internet. Just grow a pair and/or a spine and reclassify
broadband as telecommunications services. The EU is ALREADY taking steps to ensure net neutrality, why is the US
behind on such a freedom?

David Zigler

OH 43123
US

------------------------------ Email 8,118 ------------------------------

From: sbarnard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sylvia Barnard

------------------------------ Email 8,119 ------------------------------

From: ddoubleu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Proposed bandwidth plan
Dear Sirs,
  I am appalled that allowing providers the ability to "sell" preferential treatment. This is not net neutrality. The costs
will passed on to consumers and stifle innovation from fledgling companies that do not have the capital to compete. I
am truly dissapointed  by my government, who seems to care more about big business than the people.
Thank you,
             David Wilson

------------------------------ Email 8,120 ------------------------------

From: jrickwalker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rick Walker

------------------------------ Email 8,121 ------------------------------

From: huinduri
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rodolfo Saldana

CA 94547

------------------------------ Email 8,122 ------------------------------

From: forrest.flemming
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:21
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am strongly against allowing internet utilities to charge certain content providers more money. I strongly believe in a
free and open internet, which has helped countless startups become successful companies. Help keep barriers to entry
low.

You have already helped ensure that there are only a handful of internet utilities in existence. Do not make this mistake
even worse by allowing those handful to pick and choose which content providers should be successful and get faster
speeds.

Rather than help internet utilities make more money and take advantage of more small companies, maintain a free, open,
 and neutral internet.

--
Forrest Flemming
Emory University School of Law
(334) 328-1193

------------------------------ Email 8,123 ------------------------------

From: theclarkness2
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
To everyone at the FCC:

Having a fair and open internet is quite possibly the most american thing about this country, It's the one thing we have
left that hasn't been completely altered to benefit the rich. Please do not destroy net neutrality, the american economy
depends heavily on internet purchases and it's one place where small businesses and artisans have a place to sell their
goods and compete with larger companies such as Amazon. Net neutrality should be protected by law, not cast aside at
the whims of corporations.

-William Clark Kelly, voter (CA).

------------------------------ Email 8,124 ------------------------------

From: dbrown6385
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

THE INTERNET DOES NOT BELONG TO YOU.
KEEP YOUR BLOODY HANDS OFF IT!!!!!!!!

IT HAS WORKED VERY WELL UP TO NOW SO LEAVE IT AS  IT IS.  IT WORKS FINE!!!!

Donna Brown
178 Mapletree Lane
Spartanburg, SC 29303
US

------------------------------ Email 8,125 ------------------------------

From: tom.freiberger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject: Keep the Internet Open
Summary:
"Quality of service" used to prioritize voice-over-IP (VoIP) traffic over a file transfer is good. "Quality of service" used
to prioritize Company A's VoIP service over Company B's VoIP service is bad.

Details:
One of the most powerful aspects of the Internet is that anyone can use it for communications. Compare that to TV and
radio, where only people with a lot of money can broadcast their message. The "pay to play" Internet is one I believe we
 should avoid.

I see two distinct aspects of net neutrality: "quality of service" and "pay for priority". I have seen much confusion
regarding these issue and I believe the right approach for the Internet is somewhere in the middle. I define "quality of
service", as a network protocol to allow messages to be tagged with different delivery priorities, such as IEEE P802.1p
for Ethernet networks. I believe there is nothing wrong with using these types of protocols to improve performance, so
long as a company cannot pay for higher priority over a competitor.
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For example, "quality of service" used to prioritize voice-over-IP (VoIP) traffic over a file transfer is good. "Quality of
service" used to prioritize Company A's VoIP service over Company B's VoIP service is bad. In the first scenario, if
heavy file transfer causes delays in VoIP traffic, then the voice conversation is lost. If VoIP is given a higher priority,
then the voice conversation continues. The file transfer is slowed, but no data is "lost". If ISPs are allowed to sell their
QoS levels, then we are in danger of turning the Internet into a fancy TV service. Only the big players will be able to
pay for the QoS required for new applications.

Suppose an ISP sells 10% of its capacity to large web sites, by giving them higher priority. That leaves 90% of its
capacity for the rest of the sites who have not paid extra. At this ratio, overall Internet performance will not suffer.
Suppose the ISP needs more money and sells 90% of its capacity for specific high priority sites. Now there is only 10%
capacity for the rest of the Internet. If we had proper competition for home Internet connectivity, then the customers
could simply switch to a different provider. Alas, we do not have that ISP competition. Most people have one ISP that
provides usable speeds. The lucky few can choose between two ISPs. This is not sufficient competition for a "free
market" approach.

Proponents of net neutrality do not trust the ISPs to perform any QoS on their network fairly. I believe that forcing a
network provider to treat all traffic equally will prevent future applications, such as voice and video, from reaching their
 full potential. The "VoIP vs file transfer" example above illustrates this point. Having said that, if a network is only
30% utilized, then it should not need any QoS to ensure adequate performance. At that utilization, all traffic can be
treated equally. If the utilization reaches 70% or 80%, then QoS becomes important. Time sensitive applications must
be prioritized over bulk data transfer.

Most of this mistrust comes from the additional services provided. ISPs are becoming more vertically integrated,
meaning that they provide the connectivity, and they provide applications on top of it. For example, why would ATT,
with their U-verse TV and Internet services, want to allow competitors such as Netflix or Hulu to have equal priority on
their network when they have a competing service? If they start blocking the other video streaming services, a customer
could theoretically switch to another ISP. But wait, the other ISP in the area is a cable TV company. They have the same
 conflict of interest as the first ISP. Whats stopping them from doing the same thing as ATT? It is this conflict of interest
 that has me most worried. The lack of competition combined with the vertical integration is a dangerous mix.

Opponents of net neutrality say that without charging applications for priority on their network, they will not be able to
invest in future upgrades. I believe, if this were true, then they are under charging for the service. I doubt they would do
that and be able to stay in business.

Suppose a video service uses ISP A and a customer of that video service uses ISP B. The video service pays for the
connection to ISP A and the customer pays for the connection to ISP B. In order for the video to reach the customer, ISP
 A and B must have a connection. This is usually handled with a peering agreement between the ISP. What ISP B would
 like to do is charge the video service for its bandwidth to the customers in its network. That means the video service
would have to pay twice to transfer the data: once to ISP A and once to ISP B. Is this fair to the video service? If this
type of behavior is allowed, then the video service would have to purchase bandwidth on all possible Internet service
providers. That to me sounds like they need to be a video service and an Internet service provider. These types of
requirements will stifle the creation of new applications and services.

I believe some amount of regulation is required, due to the natural monopoly of computer networking. This regulation
should avoid the pitfalls mentioned above, but still allow new applications and services to be created on the Internet.

Thank you for your time.

--
Tom Freiberger

------------------------------ Email 8,126 ------------------------------
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From: mrearlofduke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ken Fay (  writes:

I think that your proposed "net neutrality" is hogwash. Why is the US trailing other countries in internet speed?? Why is
internet not unlimited in many areas??
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,127 ------------------------------

From: ravengailey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject:
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,128 ------------------------------

From: dcramm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject: Please Preserve Net Neutrality
I am writing to comment on the proposal to allow broadband internet service providers to accept fees for priority access.
Though I am aware of the safeguards built into the proposal, I think that allowing the US to move away from strict net
neutrality would undermine the social and economic benefits provided by the internet's hitherto level playing field. I
also think  that broadband service should be recategorized as a utility and much more strictly regulated. The fact that a
tremendous number of jobs can only be applied for online (or at least that an online component is a requisite part of the
application) is just one reason among many for this reclassification.
I hope that the FCC will reconsider this proposal and move swiftly toward establishing a regulatory framework that
encourages real and sustainable economic and cultural growth rather than simply takes the path of least resistance
against a bad court decision--with the result of enriching a very small number of nearly monopolistic entities.
Sincerely,
David Ramm
35-36 79th Street, #3
Jackson Heights NY 11372

------------------------------ Email 8,129 ------------------------------

From: trenchcoatjedi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject: Classify Internet Service Providers as Common Carriers
To whom it may concern,
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The proposed rules on the internet service providers in the guise of net neutrality are a joke. The only rational thing to
do is classify internet service providers as common carriers. America is already the laughing stock of the broadband
world. This will effectively ruin the internet for startups and disruptive technologies.

The FCC needs to vote to classify internet service providers as Common Carriers instead of the charade that is currently
playing out.

-J

------------------------------ Email 8,130 ------------------------------

From: jahouston
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Why are YOU chairman of the FCC? Do you not think people have had enough of corporate greed?

James Houston
4290 Painted Sky Rd.
Reading, PA 19606
US

------------------------------ Email 8,131 ------------------------------

From: mr melkor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:23
Subject: True net neutrality is needed to protect consumers
The internet has arguably become one of the most vital utilities for us all in modern times.
The currently proposed legislation to create an "internet fast lane" is deeply troubling. It is not so much a "fast lane" as it
 is a slow lane for whatever services don't bow to pressure to pay MORE to greedy ISPs.  And the services that do to
agree to pay, are going to forward those costs right along to their subscribers. We pay a particular amount, pre-agreed to
 the ISP for a particular amount of bandwidth, the services make similar agreements to buy bandwidth for which to
serve content to consumers, giving ISPs the "right" to pick and choose who then, AFTER said agreements should pay
extra, just because they want a bigger piece of the end profits is completely unacceptable. It would be like allowing the
electric company to come to my door and demand I pay double, because I'd used their electricity,  which I bought and
paid for, to turn an impressive profit for my self. Frankly its none of the electric companies business what I do with the
"goods" they sell me, and neither should it be within the reach of an ISP to say traffic A has these rules but traffic B has
different rules, just to squeeze us ALL for extra cash. It's a disgusting idea, and I am deeply saddened that its so close to
becoming a reality.

Graham S. Burns

------------------------------ Email 8,132 ------------------------------

From: finearts
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
randy dandurand

------------------------------ Email 8,133 ------------------------------

From: sean.hansen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:23
Subject: Please Don't End Net Neutrality
ISPs already have so much power and control, monopolizing their part of the market (I have no choice other than
Comcast and it's soon-to-be subsidiary Time Warner in my area). Please do not give them even more power, they make
enough money as is and corporations and their greed are bleeding the middle class and the rest of the country dry
enough as is. Please do not allow Net Neutrality to end and just give them even more power. The internet should be free
and open, we pay ISPs to get access to the internet and it should be one flat rate, they DO NOT need to make even more
 money by charging more for certain sites and services.

Thank you,
Sean Hansen

------------------------------ Email 8,134 ------------------------------

From: silentglide
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dante Renzoni
W6821 Wester Ave
Medford, WI 54451
US
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------------------------------ Email 8,135 ------------------------------

From: abarsaia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:24
Subject: Reclassify Internet Providers as Common Carriers and keep our  internet freedoms
Dear FCC,

We need to reclassify Internet providers as common carriers.

Trusting Comcast or any ISP to do what's best for the American people is bullshit.  We pay them to provide a
connection in the same way as common carriers and that is the extent of their responsibility.

Stop controlling our freedom of information.

Support freedom of speech. Support the backbone of this country, because there are MORE OF US THAN YOU! And
we would rather take care of our own, instead of letting our country strip away our most important freedoms.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,136 ------------------------------

From: downfacedog
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandra Emerson

------------------------------ Email 8,137 ------------------------------

From: trenchcoatjedi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:24
Subject: Define ISPs as Common carriers
To whom it may concern,

The proposed rules on the internet service providers in the guise of net neutrality are a joke. The only rational thing to
do is classify internet service providers as common carriers. America is already the laughing stock of the broadband
world. This will effectively ruin the internet for startups and disruptive technologies.

The FCC needs to vote to classify internet service providers as Common Carriers instead of the charade that is currently
playing out.

-J

------------------------------ Email 8,138 ------------------------------

From: cjorden
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:24
Subject: Real net neutrality
Dear Sir/Madam,

I am e-mailing as I am very concerned about the proposed "net neutrality" regulation that the FCC is proposing.  ISP's
need to be classified as common carriers, and not be allowed to discriminate the operation of the Internet for their users
in any way - end of story.

Just like the way that telephone companies can not restrict a customer's ability to call certain numbers and hold a
conversation, ISPs perform a similar function with web sites and Internet traffic.  It just makes sense to regulate ISPs,
and make sure they are operating their network in a tamper-free way.  If I had more choices in functional broadband
ISPs, the argument about not regulating a non-utility could be made, but I have one option for my ISP that provides real
broadband service, and I live in the middle of the second-largest city in Illinois!
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I completely agree with the write-up here:
https://medium.com/p/7805f8049503

about this issue.

Please have the guts to do the right thing here.

Sincerely,

Caleb Jorden
Peoria, IL

------------------------------ Email 8,139 ------------------------------

From: tomanalogoutfitters
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
As someone whose business relies on the web I was extremely distraught to hear that the FCC was considering reneging
 on its plan to uphold net neutrality through newly proposed policy.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep net neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

-Tom Chandler
Web Based Marketing
Online Sales

------------------------------ Email 8,140 ------------------------------

From: logan mcconnaughey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:24
Subject: Net neutrality
High speed internet access is far too important as an essential infrastructure input to our national economy, and to our
civic, social, and personal well-being, to leave it solely to a failed market, with no government oversight or fundamental
 rules. Please do not let net neutrality die.

------------------------------ Email 8,141 ------------------------------

From: truelearning
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject:
I want ISPs classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,142 ------------------------------

From: skipdykoski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dr. William 'Skip' Dykoski

------------------------------ Email 8,143 ------------------------------

From: kickass247
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Block
435 East Chartres St.
Anaheim, CA 92805
US

------------------------------ Email 8,144 ------------------------------

From: jimmurray321
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please protect the freedom of the internet and classify all ISP's as "Tittle II  Telecommunication Services"

------------------------------ Email 8,145 ------------------------------

From: hotnrs82
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Nicole  Strathmann

------------------------------ Email 8,146 ------------------------------

From: skilled1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Exactly how much money and power do we need to hand over to these companies like Comcast, Verizon and ATT? We
are stuck in the dark ages of internet speed, access and competition and all they can talk about is squeezing more money
out of the consumer. Enough is enough.

Charles James
40047

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,147 ------------------------------

From: frmorales0529
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Fernando Morales
514 E Church St
Blackwood, NJ 08012
US

------------------------------ Email 8,148 ------------------------------

From: strangelogiq
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joshua Ratliff
702 w 2nd st
Seymour, IN 47274
US

------------------------------ Email 8,149 ------------------------------

From: gillianwhittle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:26
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
gillian whittle (  writes:

Net neutrality is an absolute necessity for democracy and freedom of thought. Please reconsider.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,150 ------------------------------

From: kandaskian
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sara S.

NY
US

------------------------------ Email 8,151 ------------------------------

From: cnavarroxix
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:26
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

    I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to
net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a 'fast lane' in
which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet
broadband access.

    As a concerned citizen with NO choice in broadband providers, it
is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in
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general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.  I have seen
the way Comcast has treated its customers (and Netflix) and the
thought of this behavior becoming the norm for ISPs is abhorrent and
terrifying.

    Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does
not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for those
who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive
commercial atmosphere for enterprising citizens to lift
themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic
woes. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go
against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of
censorship and instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make
the rules.

    The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast
and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an open forum at
a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of
his or her own accord, but the right of every citizen to participate
within it should not be infringed upon.

    A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town
meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein, a
corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's
right to free speech, assembly, free press, and petition for
government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give
preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain from
implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
Chad Navarro

------------------------------ Email 8,152 ------------------------------

From: reeseghanie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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This is not okay, man. NOT. OKAY.

Raeesa Ghanie

London, ON
CA

------------------------------ Email 8,153 ------------------------------

From: mishakaz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Kazmierczak

NJ
US

------------------------------ Email 8,154 ------------------------------

From: rhenium
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:26
Subject: Planned Destruction Of The Internet
To Whom It May Concern,

The only way to maintain freedom, and innovation is to treat all internet users and content providers equally.

Your proposal to make some users, or content providers, "more equal" than others is not acceptable.

Regards,

Alan Beckman

------------------------------ Email 8,155 ------------------------------

From: william.c.cahill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am in favor of Net Neutrality and I am bothered by the recent news that the Commission may abandon this principle.

Please take whatever steps necessary to re-classify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunication Service.

Net Neutrality is important to me.
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Thank you
-William Cahill,
concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,156 ------------------------------

From: tjclevenger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:27
Subject: Your "Net Neutrality" proposal

The Open and Free Internet is the greatest achievement in the history of man.  It should be open and accessible to
everyone.  My ISP is my only reasonable link to the Internet.  Allowing them to hold my data hostage to extract more
money from content providers is wrong.  It's anticompetitive.  It's unAmerican.  Please stop it.

You have the power to force proper network neutrality by Internet Service Providers.  It's what the vast majority of
Americans want.  It's what's right.  Please, think of what the people want and not what a few rich people at the top want.

Regards,

Tim Clevenger

Yorba Linda, CA

------------------------------ Email 8,157 ------------------------------

From: coteliograhamn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

James Todd
1511 South 18th Street
Pekin, IL 61554
US

------------------------------ Email 8,158 ------------------------------

From: jtravisl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:27
Subject: open internet
To whom it may concern,

My name is Jason, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
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the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

Jason Lyons

------------------------------ Email 8,159 ------------------------------

From: xcutmanx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Gordon

------------------------------ Email 8,160 ------------------------------

From: majestros1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Steven P

WA 98037
US
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------------------------------ Email 8,161 ------------------------------

From: huinduri
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:27
Subject: PROTECT NET NEUTRALITY
To Whom It May Concern:

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Sincerely,
Rodolfo A. Sadhana

------------------------------ Email 8,162 ------------------------------

From: jfairchildw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

J. Fairchild Williams
1635 Houston Ct
Claremont, CA 91711
US

------------------------------ Email 8,163 ------------------------------

From: nicolevi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicole Villela
2054 W. 263rd Street
Lomita, CA 90717

------------------------------ Email 8,164 ------------------------------

From: sarek356
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:28
Subject: An open letter on Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's proposed changes to net neutrality -- in particular, the decision to enact a 'fast
lane' in which service providers would be allowed to charge for faster Internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and small business employee who conducts the lion's share of his business operations via the
internet, I feel it is imperative that broadband access -- and Internet access in general -- remain unfettered and classified
as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of Internet traffic in favor of another, or creating a 'fast lane' for those who are able to pay a
steeper price, does not promote net neutrality. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising businesses and individuals. Rather, these measures would go against the principles of an open and free
Internet, and reinforce the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,165 ------------------------------

From: joe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:29
Subject: Net neutrality - Canada
Hi,
I'm running a small software business here in Canada, with most of my
clientele in the US.
Our current conservative prime minister has a tendency to mirror
whatever bad decision is made in the US, so I fear for the worst. I
don't need this, my users don't need this.
We shouldn't need to choose between an internet that costs more or
that lags more. And it is NOT OK to allow for this to happen.

Joe Janson, Canadian small business owner
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http://www.zonetrigger.com
514-583-0319

------------------------------ Email 8,166 ------------------------------

From: svengoody
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:29
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
To Whom it May Concern,

The people want to keep Net Neutrality.  Corporations want it abolished.  You are supposed to work for the people of
this country.  How about actually supporting what the public wants?  Just an idea.

Stephen Goodman

------------------------------ Email 8,167 ------------------------------

From: janet630
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

janet Moser
45 Kildare Road
Island Park, NY 11558
US

------------------------------ Email 8,168 ------------------------------

From: rocks
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Sincerly,

Jason R
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------------------------------ Email 8,169 ------------------------------

From: cdavis34
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:29
Subject: Common carriers!
It seems to me that the proposed rules are opposite in spirit to the vacated 2010 effort. I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as
 common carriers. Also, Comcast is evil.

------------------------------ Email 8,170 ------------------------------

From: tiger32kw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:30
Subject: Open Internet
Dear Government,

The ONLY reason to get rid of net neutrality is so ISPs can make more money. There is not a single other good reason.
They already make enough money. Please don't do this and ruin one of the most important inventions in the history of
man kind. I know you guys are greedy and need to make as much money as possible, but please do it some other way.

Kyle Weaver

------------------------------ Email 8,171 ------------------------------

From: randombuffalo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I hope this email reaches you well and has not been delayed due to the fact that I didn't pay for it to arrive faster with a
pay-for-priority agreement.

The fact that I have to write this email is some what upsetting.  The recent Net Neutrality proposal needs to be revised
so that no ISP can charge services/companies for priority traffic over other traffic and so that they can not favor any
traffic over another.  Communication channels that ISPs provide should be a completely open channel and no bandwidth
 modification based on source or destination should be used.  Enforcing that ISPs keep internet traffic neutral and
unmodified is critical to keeping the future of the internet, and our nation's commerce, competitive and open for anyone
or business to enter.  This will help keep the market in an equilibrium and allow for development of new products,
services and goods (you know, Capitalism).

Allowing any pay-for-priority agreements or any bandwidth modification to inhibit fair and equal delivery of data
would be extremely detrimental to Capitalism we have been founded on.

I would think classifying ISP service as a common-carrier service would help this situation.  Could you imagine having
to pay for your toaster to turn on faster in the morning because everyone was using their toasters in the morning?  If you
 compare electricity and internet service under the proposed new rules, that is what the FCC is allowing to happen.

Thanks for the time and consideration.

-Keith
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------------------------------ Email 8,172 ------------------------------

From: shad.holt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Please enforce common carrier rules
To whom it may concern:

I am writing to request that you please enforce common carrier rules upon internet service providers and maintain net
neutrality and bar the creation of network speed tiers with unstandardized, unregulated contracts. As a professional
engineer licensed in the state of Texas and a 10-year member of the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, I
have a strong understanding of the negative impacts the cessation of net neutrality will have on the freedom of the
American people and the growth of the American economy.

Small business owners are often referred to by members of both parties as the ‘backbone of the American economy’, but
 without net neutrality, small internet based businesses will be required to negotiate individual contracts with a dozen or
more internet service providers to ensure that their website or information product will be delivered at a data rate
attractive to its customers. This will destroy those small businesses and relegate e-commerce to a few large companies
creating an oligarchy that will negatively impact the American consumer and economy.

The internet and internet service is critical infrastructure in today’s economy.  It functions as the telephone and mail
systems all in one, providing fast communications and efficient delivery of materials (information). As with the
highway system, telephone system, gas pipelines and electric distribution system, the capital cost and land lease costs of
 deploying new distribution systems provide a severe barrier to entry into this market, severely limiting competition and
providing consumers with few or no options.

Thank You,

Shad Holt, P.E

------------------------------ Email 8,173 ------------------------------

From: mike.flanary
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Title II for ISPs Internet
Hello FCC persons,

My name is Michael Flanary, I reside at 18 Bond St Somerville, MA and pay my taxes every year. I am worried about
what is becoming of the internet with regards to internet service providers. Very worried, even more worried than Janet
Jackson nipple slips.  Internet service providers are really upsetting me. Please tell the higher ups to make them Title II
telecommunication services.

And please do not let Comcast merge with Time Warner Cable. The lack of competition is terrible. In fact please get
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some of your wonderful people to file charges against them as a monopoly.

Sincerely,
Mike

------------------------------ Email 8,174 ------------------------------

From: markuspauls
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Mr. Wheeler
I'm very conceded with the currrent state and future state of net neutrality in light f the recent policies which are being
pursued. I am extremely supportive of classifying Internet Service Providers if any kind as T2 telecommunication
service providers. For te sake of our rights as Americans  it is imperative that your current course of action reflects this.

Thank you for your time,
Markus Stasko
(818)635-9717

------------------------------ Email 8,175 ------------------------------

From: arwomack01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: opposition to change propossed to net neutrality
completely opposed to this change.  The net should be COMPLETELY neutral and any evidence of one type of traffic
being controlled or managed should be treated as the manipulation it is.  They make massive amounts of profit from
their slowed down limited "broadband", they have monopolies in thousands of markets.

What is needed is competition, not more control to the monopolies.

Stop this foolish direction immediately.

------------------------------ Email 8,176 ------------------------------

From: ruthhclark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ruth Clark

------------------------------ Email 8,177 ------------------------------

From: ray.f.leblanc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ray LeBlanc
3214 Appleton Way
Whippany, NJ 07981

------------------------------ Email 8,178 ------------------------------

From: jensen.pat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Support open internet
I'm not sure why the concept of net neutrality is being thrown under the bus for various business interests, but it should
be the government's priority to stop it rather than aid in its demise.

Rather than create policies that continue to concentrate power into providers that have shown no interest in creating
cheaper, better service, why not promulgate rules to disband these abusive monopolies.

------------------------------ Email 8,179 ------------------------------

From: sean.j.keehan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:31
Subject: Net Neutrality Proposal
Hello,

I am contacting the FCC as a very concerned citizen. The recently released proposal by the FCC to allow broadband
ISP's throttle or "fast-lane" certain content over others is a very troubling prospect for current and future generations in
our society. An open internet is vital to 21st century communications, as the web has become the preferred tool of every
nation to communicate and share knowledge with the world. The United States of America needs to be a leader and
commit to keeping every bit of content on the internet open and equal.
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By allowing broadband providers to favor certain content over others, we would essentially be giving them permission
to feed us data that they like, while potentially limiting or completely silencing any competing or contradictory message.
 An example would be Comcast giving unlimited broadband speed for NBC/Universal content, while throttling or
limiting content from FOX, CBS, ABC, or any other media outlet on the planet. It would be very dangerous to give
companies like that unfettered freedom to decide which web content is better than others, especially since ISPs are now
content creators. This is not why the internet exists.

Please consider new rules that wold classify all Broadband Internet Service Providers as "common carriers" under Title
II of the Communications Act. Access to the internet has become as vital a service as land-line telephone service, and
should be regulated as such. ISPs have a responsibility to facilitate the transfer of data over their communication lines,
but they DO NOT have the right to decide which type data transfers or at which speed. Speech on the internet, as in the
real world, needs to be free and open in order to benefit our society. Any other way would lead to censorship and
eventual collapse of our great nation.

Thank you so much for your consideration.

Best Regards,

Sean Keehan

San Mateo, CA

------------------------------ Email 8,180 ------------------------------

From: jamesvbarger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
A system open to ALL, not just those allowed or that can pay.

Open systems work far better than closed, fenced, rule driven systems.
Look how cut-off the people of North Korea are with the closed system.

But I have one question. Why make a poor long term decision seeking short term rewards?

James V Barger
702-721-7984

------------------------------ Email 8,181 ------------------------------

From: woody.gilk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:32
Subject: Net Neutrality: The ONLY acceptable answer is YES!
To whom it may concern,

Please stick up for common people, not corporate lobbyists.
Please support small business, startups, and technological innovation.
Please keep reliable and fair internet access for all Americans.
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Please continue to fight for Net Neutrality.

As a computer programmer, I understand the very real risks that a so called "fast lane" would mean for everyone. I find
it unconscionable think that large ISPs would be able to limit my access to sites that refuse to be held hostage by "tolls"
or other such schemes to extract money from small businesses and individuals. Of course corporations aren't admitting
they will do that, but once given the freedom to, the mandate for increased profits will inevitably lead to such schemes.

Please don't give up on an open internet, the world needs it now more than ever.

Thank you,

--
Woody Gilk
http://about.me/shadowhand

------------------------------ Email 8,182 ------------------------------

From: mwestfamily
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:33
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
Net Neutrality is important to allow the Internet to continue to grow and
give US Customers a fair chance a finding information in a timely manner
and as a protection against companies misusing their services to take an
unfair advantage of US Consumers. Allowing carriers to charge a premium
price for access to certain providers will only allow them to create an
inferior ability to get to commonly used websites (such as Netflix or
Amazon, etc.).

If you do choose to go forward with this then will you regulate that an
ISP cannot provide other services as a conflict of interest  with online
services? How can I trust Charter or Comcast who offer video services
(cable television) to provide fair access to online services (Netflix,
Hulu, etc.)? This is a gross conflict of interest allow existing companies
the ability to levy a fee against their own competition! Would you allow a
toy company to levy a fee against a video game company, such as the makers
of Skylanders because the game pieces are toy-like? I propose that if you
allow services to charge fees for premium access to portions of the web,
you do the same thing you did with Bell in the 80s and break them up (no
television and Internet services together).

I don't understand why the Internet can't be classified as a common
carrier. I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,183 ------------------------------

From: harrykershner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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Mark ~

------------------------------ Email 8,186 ------------------------------

From: union.brandon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

 I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,187 ------------------------------

From: coyo2e
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jenni post
606 coyo2e trail
sandpoint, ID 83864
US

------------------------------ Email 8,188 ------------------------------

From: rsegura
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Segura

------------------------------ Email 8,189 ------------------------------

From: kimpohl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

kimberly pohl
1277 ne 25th st
gresham, OR 97030

------------------------------ Email 8,190 ------------------------------

From: yortisme
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:34
Subject: Please Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Troy Lee

 49829

------------------------------ Email 8,191 ------------------------------

From: liammcox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:34
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Subject: I would like Net Neutrality
Yes, i would like ISPs classed as Title II Telecommunication Services in order to maintain Net Neutrality so that I don't
have to spend 25% of my future income accessing something that the entire rest of the world can do for a fraction of the
price. Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 8,192 ------------------------------

From: becksobas
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:34
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality

To Whom It May Concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and someone who's primary income is based on the internet, it is imperative that broadband
access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under
the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you for your time,

   A very concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,193 ------------------------------

From: beattie3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:35
Subject: Reclassify ISP as Title II Telecom Services
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
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Thank you.

--
Greg Beattie

------------------------------ Email 8,194 ------------------------------

From: cory.alvarez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:35
Subject: Please class ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services
I'm sure you've gotten lots of these emails, but I'd like to further stress that ISP's should be classed as Title II
Telecommunications Services. As a young person looking to create content and distribute via the internet, it is vitally
important that it remain free and open. The internet remains a vast ocean of opportunity, and many people would suffer
if the opportunities created by the internet are stifled. Lots of new creative content is coming from people who would
have never had the opportunity to get out there on the level that they do if the internet was operated like other closed
down creative avenues. As it stands now, any young person with an awesome creative idea can get out there and share it
 to the benefit of others. Please preserve that. Thanks for reading this.

-Cory Alvarez

------------------------------ Email 8,195 ------------------------------

From: skipdykoski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dr. William 'Skip' Dykoski
890 9th Ave NW
New Brighton, MN 55112

------------------------------ Email 8,196 ------------------------------

From: deadcrowisland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:36
Subject: No to your new proposed rule on the internet.
Reclassify Internet broadband providers as common carriers.

Simple as that.

Do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 8,197 ------------------------------
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From: teoji
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tim Weiss
1188 Montgomery Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US

------------------------------ Email 8,198 ------------------------------

From: poli
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Gilmore
704 Berry Rd c6
Nashville, TN 37204

------------------------------ Email 8,199 ------------------------------

From: jasonsmidt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Smidt

 95062
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------------------------------ Email 8,200 ------------------------------

From: sverige4ever
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Annmari Lundin
506 Benedict Ct
Casselberry, FL 32707
US

------------------------------ Email 8,201 ------------------------------

From: ephermalmemory96
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:37
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality

   To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,
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   A concerned citizen,

   --

   Brian Henry

------------------------------ Email 8,202 ------------------------------

From: rautor2thecore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Arturo Briano
805 Northcrest dr
Bryan, TX 77801
US

------------------------------ Email 8,203 ------------------------------

From: turner242
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

R T

MA 01886

------------------------------ Email 8,204 ------------------------------

From: evan.coffey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:37
Subject: Classify ISP as Title II Telecommunications Services
Please preserve net-neutrality.

Thank you,

Evan Coffey
Sent from The Road
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------------------------------ Email 8,205 ------------------------------

From: mrdally
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 8,206 ------------------------------

From: mikegriggs103
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject:
Hello and good day. My name is Michael Griggs and I would like internet service providers classed as Title II
Telecommunications Services. Please cease and desist your attempt to limit my free speech in favor of corporations.

Best regards,
Michael Griggs

------------------------------ Email 8,207 ------------------------------

From: iwalker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Isaac Walker

------------------------------ Email 8,208 ------------------------------

From: watercress1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules
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From: Wendell

To: Chairman Tom Wheeler & the FCC Leaders

Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules

Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology
industry in order to express broad and deep concerns that I have with
the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers
like Comcast to provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for
internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular provider, often no
speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can
be transferred is specified as part of this package. For example, as of
this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50.
Similarly Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250
gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the 4G/cellular
offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count
– in this case up to 50 megabits per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which
their customers have paid. As you are no doubt aware, Comcast and
Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point.
Without directly throttling Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast
allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the
performance of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set
number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use the bytes for
which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no
legitimate concern of Comcast. If they’re saying that they cannot
provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC
Commission’s responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and
standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans.
They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for streaming video in at
least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as
limiting what devices or applications are allowed to use the data plan.
Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for
is used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking
services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar companies) are
misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result
of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the Netflix experience improved for Comcast
customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip
a switch” and suddenly have the network capacity necessary for all those
millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it
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is not possible to properly establish & regulate an “internet fast lane”
at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior
from one of the largest communications companies in America, cleverly
done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak rules
the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do
we lack the technology, we lack the law and competency to adequately
oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus
on is ensuring fair and universal access to the internet for consumers
and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these
internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they have been in the
Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and
immediately become just as congested exactly as it was in the
Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that
would or could prevent a scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and
consolidation of these communication companies over the last twenty
years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by
President Clinton. This act provided direct funding and tax shelters for
upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been
realized. As a taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I
would describe the collective behavior of communications companies as
dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on
this subject. Some authors have referred to this as the $200 billion
dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm
http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070810_002683.html

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical
perspective, the approach with the 1996 Telecommunications Act was to
decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider
could pay some or all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast
lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to
other providers. This was to also include fiber optic wiring to every
residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video,
data and other services over that infrastructure. This method of
implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more
well-thought-out strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with
types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual
separation of the “natural monopoly” of the physical wiring, and the
services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on
that shared physical wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one
another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system
which has never came to pass in the last twenty years. Instead consumers
are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television
services. Many companies consolidated under the new rules; competition
did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the wired
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infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for
Americans never came to pass either. If it had everything would already
be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission
is inadequate to draft these types of rules in any meaningful way. Even
at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the
rules such as “commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If
we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast lane’ at
this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering
Task Force) could possibly have the resources and expertise to develop a
truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane”
rules would immediately and irreparably poison the internet as we know
it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to
decouple infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re
talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last twenty years
gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to
trust them or believe that they will act in any kind of fair, reasonable
or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event,
and the inaction by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must
first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow before we
begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential
that the FCC takes immediate steps to properly observe, document and
audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies
if we are to maintain a fair and universal internet access for American
citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications companies to
clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte
counts with their plans because of absurd situation consumers face
where, on paper, they ha

------------------------------ Email 8,209 ------------------------------

From: sgsantillan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Steven Santillan

 85705

------------------------------ Email 8,210 ------------------------------
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From: ttumattb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Disappointed US Army War Vet
Please don't continue to erode what little freedom we still have in thus country. I'm not a governmental conspiracy crack
 pot but I know the effect big money has on our legislators.

Everything has been sold to the highest bidder: elections with unlimited personal and corporate donations, public lands
sold for oil/gas drilling, monopolies controlling agriculture... Please give the next generation something to embrace that
doesn't have a huge price tag. Give entrepreneurs that have been put out of business by the Wal-mart size company a
chance to rebuild.

I fought for my country in Iraq and Afghanistan, please don't makes that worthless. This really is the last bastion of hope
 that I can see.

Respectfully,
RM Barlow
214-600-2886

------------------------------ Email 8,211 ------------------------------

From: gallo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

john gallo
32771 navarro ridgr rd
albion, CA 95410
US

------------------------------ Email 8,212 ------------------------------

From: musaddict
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Classifying ISPs as a Title II Telecommunications Service
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,213 ------------------------------

From: bricko
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Reinstall Net Neutrality - Senate talking of forcing Common Carrier  i.e. Utility
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Hello, our family urges you to take actions to remove ownership from all cableco and telco of ALL fiber and wired
connections into homes.  Outsource these fiber, cable to a special entity whose sole purpose will be to maintain, upgrade
 as needed.

We will then pay a monthly access fee to this entity and then be able to buy any service or content from ANYBODY.

All fiber, wires should be open to all as a public utility and we should be able to get content from anyone.  There used to
 be 20 ISP in our city, now there are 2.   The cables must be opened up as a common carrier and Tier II entity.

Would you allow Ford to own the road and only allow Fords to come to your home?  Then GM would have to build
another street to use their cars to get to your home?  Utter nonsense.  The fiber, cable should be open to all.

Remember we gave them a monopoly to build out the system…then they were to open up to all.

Get back to opening the cable fiber up.

Must have net neutrality to all.

No pay to play.

Thank you

Bill Rickords and family

Moore, OK

mailto:

405-237-3852

------------------------------ Email 8,214 ------------------------------

From: kennethdmauney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ken Mauney
4012 Angier Ave
Durham, NC 27703
US

------------------------------ Email 8,215 ------------------------------

From: shashataha
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Reclassify ISP's
FCC,

Your recent proposal will kill net neutrality. We want ISP's reclassified as Title II Telecommunications services. Stop
giving telecom industries tools to abuse their oligopoly status.

Sincerely,
Shadi Taha

------------------------------ Email 8,216 ------------------------------

From: boris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:38
Subject: Gambling with the future
The importance of keeping data neutral and equal cannot be understated. The desperation of corporate interests to
control the internet is totally understandable and predictable, and everything possible must be done to prevent it. The
internet is a vast open network of ideas and communication, and allowing someone to have the power to control what
parts of it people see is grossly irresponsible and damaging to the human race in general.

The internet is one of the most important inventions in the history of the human race. Never before has so much data
been generated and shared and accessible. What we see now is not just some people trying to dip their fingers in the pie,
 its people trying to take the whole thing and only give out their "approved" pieces in "approved" quantities.

ISPs provide a service that is basically selling bandwidth. How is it acceptable for them to start telling you that some of
the data you're paying for them to transfer to you is going to be throttled because they don't like it in some way. It's
understandable if the data was of an illegal nature, but throttling something like Netflix because its a competitor is
totally unethical. Customers pay for their bandwidth and they are entitled to what they pay for. It's as simple as that.

Allowing them to implement a "fast-lane," or throttling data they don't like is giving them the ability to censor the
internet. Who are they to judge what should and shouldn't be seen or read?

What's sad is how they so obviously influence the governmental decisions in this area. How in the world can someone
like Tom Wheeler become chairman of the FCC after lobbying for telecoms? I've never seen such an obvious conflict of
 interest. What a joke.

The entire FCC has lost credibility because of this. It just looks like a giant charade now. Write us your comments, and
we'll be sure to ignore them while still making it look like you, the people, can change things.

The provision of internet needs to be regulated in a way where it is treated like a utility, like water, or gas. I hope that



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

the people who have the power to do this see reason, and are not blinded by their own greed, or whatever bribes are
thrown at them. There is a lot at stake here.

------------------------------ Email 8,217 ------------------------------

From: coryalvarez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cory Alvarez
3664 Lorimer Lane
Encinitas, CA 92024

------------------------------ Email 8,218 ------------------------------

From: arcadiabbq
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:39
Subject: Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,219 ------------------------------

From: me.the.wizard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:39
Subject: Bring Back Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

The Internet absolutely must remain free and open.  As President (then Senator) Obama said in November, 2007,
"...once providers start to privilege some applications or websites over others, then the smaller voices get squeezed out
and we all lose.  The Internet is perhaps the most open network in history and we have to keep it that way."

The Internet is becoming one of the most important components of our commons.  Please require ISPs and carriers to
act responsibly with our free speech and access to information.  Bytes are bytes, no matter who they come from, who
they go to, and what information they carry.  Please do everything in your power to keep it that way.

Thank you,
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Merlin Davis
Concerned U.S. citizen and resident of California

------------------------------ Email 8,220 ------------------------------

From: mr.id23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Hewetson
407 West 18th Street
Austin, TX 78701

------------------------------ Email 8,221 ------------------------------

From: kellylaw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:39
Subject: Interenet neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler:  The rule proposal reported this week that would allow internet service providers to strike
special, preferential deals for service should be shelved - permanently.  The proposal has no benefit to the public and
reflects only the corporate greed and political power of companies that are already essentially monopolies.  Broadband
must be reclassified as telecommunications.  Period.  There is no other way to protect net neutrality, encourage free
competition and loosen the grip of those corporate behemoths that already give the United States the worst internet
service in the developed world.  Thank you for your consideration.  John P. Kelly

------------------------------ Email 8,222 ------------------------------

From: jodyderidder
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jody DeRidder
13610 Christian Drive
Northport, AL 35475
US

------------------------------ Email 8,223 ------------------------------
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From: coderuler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Brahms
11 oakdale ave
millburn, NJ 07041

------------------------------ Email 8,224 ------------------------------

From: saul.kinter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir or Madam,

I have been following the national debate on net neutrality and recently
read the details of the latest FCC proposal. As a user of the internet
since I was eight years old, I am very concerned over the potential
changes to the backbone of the net.

I do not think the current FCC proposal reflects the true idea of net
neutrality. There should be no distinction between packets regardless of
source or destination. FCC rules should require that ISPs make no such
distinction. Creation of "fast lanes" violates one of the fundamental
principles of the internet, and would serve to stifle the creation of
new web companies and services which have driven much of American's
economic growth over the past 20 years.

I am writing my Congressional representatives to express the same view,
and I hope the FCC acts to institute true net neutrality rules as
quickly as possible.

Sincerely,

Saul Kinter
Potomac, Maryland

------------------------------ Email 8,225 ------------------------------

From: the snazzinator
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Frank Cernik
1019 W Strahan Dr
Tempe, AZ 85283

------------------------------ Email 8,226 ------------------------------

From: shane.hadden
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

The Internet must remain a place where a new business has a chance to introduce a new market or disrupt an old one. A
truly American Internet must have equality. Government must act for the people, not the large corporations.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shane Hadden
410 N Birdell Rd
Honey Brook, PA 19344

------------------------------ Email 8,227 ------------------------------

From: matthewrhumes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:40
Subject: ISPs as Title II

Hello.

My name is Matt Humes and I would like internet service providers classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
Please cease and desist your attempt to limit my free speech in favor of corporations.

Matt

------------------------------ Email 8,228 ------------------------------

From: donlopez81
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Don Lopez

------------------------------ Email 8,229 ------------------------------

From: punkrockprinzezs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicole Gasdik
3103 Church Road
Bethlehem, PA 18015

------------------------------ Email 8,230 ------------------------------

From: tjf28
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tyler Flemming
22 Orton Place
#2
Buffalo, NY 14201

------------------------------ Email 8,231 ------------------------------

From: dbyrd37
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Darrell Byrd

El Centrto, CA 92243
US

------------------------------ Email 8,232 ------------------------------

From: dpmwynkoop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Wynkoop
821 Woodland Ave
Glendora, NJ 08029

------------------------------ Email 8,233 ------------------------------

From: tobyfuchs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

toby fuchs

 21204

------------------------------ Email 8,234 ------------------------------

From: dpires
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Thank you,
Danny

------------------------------ Email 8,235 ------------------------------

From: rootsaction
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Andrew Hung
5914 Kirby Dr.
Houston, TX 77005
US

------------------------------ Email 8,236 ------------------------------

From: brianhughes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services
Hello,

My name is Brian Hughes, a resident in Washington State. I’m writing to you today because I want to voice my opinion
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on Net Neutrality in the United States. I believe that Internet Service Provider’s within the United States should be
classified as Title II Telecommunications Services. I believe all data traveling on the pipes should be treated equally,
regardless of source, destination or originating company. I believe a future in which ISP’s can treat data differently is
endangering the open-ness and free-ness of the internet, and is a path that we should not follow. I believe the current
FCC draft for Open Internet does not meet its goals, and goes against the ideals of true net neutrality.

Thank you for listening.

Sincerely,
Brian Hughes

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 8,237 ------------------------------

From: demastusj2010
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am sure that you are receiving a lot of emails about this right now, so I'll be brief. Recent events have made it seem
like the FCC  may be on a dangerous slide towards the end of an open internet. Companies like Verizon, Comcast and
Time Warner are run by incredibly greedy people. By allowing them to form regional monopolies you eliminate
competition, and by allowing them to control the stream of data you destroy small businesses before they start. Opening
this issue up to feedback so early demonstrates that you care about the opinion of the people that would suffer for
corporate greed. Please do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 8,238 ------------------------------

From: jr50wv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: Net Neutrality, regulating the Internet
I wish to speak against allowing Internet Service Providers to discriminate between customers, commercial or private,
for any reason. Allowing companies to pay for extra access, higher speed access, or any other form of special treatment
in their use of the Internet should and must be prohibited.

The currently suggested alternative will destroy the internet that has become such an important arm of industry and
communication, and replace it with Home Shopping Network. It will eventually make America into a second class
country, without access to the real Internet carrying information, with only access to the lowest common denominator of
 commercial productions, the soap operas of the commercial digital world.

Corporations which provide data transmission services ARE common carriers. Any other classification defies reality
and the commonly accepted definition of the words Common and Carrier.

------------------------------ Email 8,239 ------------------------------

From: paranormalpictures
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

P.W. Isbell

 36251

------------------------------ Email 8,240 ------------------------------

From: tsnow20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: Your version of "net neutrality" is a sham.
Hello,

I am e-mailing you as a network engineer within a small rural telephone company, and as a DSL customer in Prescott
Valley. I have watched and waited for an honest, true, net neutrality law that would enshrine the basic principles of
freedom of information at a cheap cost to Americans for over a decade. Tom Wheeler’s recent attempt at “Internet
Neutrality” spits in the face of everything the Internet has come to represent. Why should a carrier be able to charge a
company like Netflix for providing services to a customer, for which that company is already paid? I pay a set rate each
month to my Internet provider. Now Amazon has to pay my Internet provider to give me access to their service? That’s
absolutely heinous. You have essentially managed to find a way to double charge for the same service, while touting it
as Network Neutrality, which is a bold faced lie. Network Neutrality stood for the EXACT POLAR OPPOSITE of what
you are now claiming is Network Neutrality.

Not to mention, your chairman has a conflict of interest in that he was the former President of the National Cable
Television Association (NCTA) and the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association (CTIA). Isn’t it ironic that
 BOTH of those industries would benefit EXTREMELY from this form of “Network Neutrality”? Tom Wheeler should
be fired, immediately. This is not what the FCC was established to do—you have essentially become the slaves of
corporate America, and it is sick. Other countries such as Japan have high speed Internet *everywhere* for pennies on
the dollar of what we pay in America, and this will only INCREASE the cost to the average American.

How could you possibly even think of doing something that would so obviously hurt what the Internet has become
today? Does anyone at the FCC honestly believe that, had the Internet been set up the way Tom Wheeler proposes from
the beginning, that it would have reached this global scale? No, it wouldn’t have.

For shame, FCC. For shame. I am absolutely, completely unabashedly, disappointed in the FCC.

Signed,

Timothy Snowberger

Network Engineer in Arizona



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 8,241 ------------------------------

From: peterkharrell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I am extremely alarmed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC has a fiduciary duty not just to Internet users but to each and every person to protect the vitality of an Open
Internet.

Guaranteeing and preserving Open Internet net neutrality protections by reclassifying broadband as a
telecommunications service is essential to a fair and healthy economy, and democratic government.

I urge you to reject the new rules and take this vital and common sense step to protect our society, our economy, and
democratic government.

Peter Harre

 32607

------------------------------ Email 8,242 ------------------------------

From: sergio71785
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:43
Subject: Allow Net Neutrality
Anyone who is against net neutrality either (1) has no understanding of what it means, or (2) is being bankrolled by a
corporate interest. I doubt that the FCC doesn't understand what net neutrality is, so that only leaves option (2).

Funny how net neutrality suddenly dies as soon as a former telecom lobbyist/CEO became the FCC chairman.

------------------------------ Email 8,243 ------------------------------

From: jedzia2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:43
Subject: Protect net neutrality!
Mr. Wheeler, et al,

I believe in net neutrality and I feel your job is to preserve it, in service to common citizens and the future of democracy
in our country.

I find the continuing war on it to be profoundly disturbing, particularly with the latest:

"The Federal Communications Commission said on Wednesday that it would propose new rules that allow companies
like Disney, Google or Netflix to pay Internet service providers like Comcast and Verizon for special, faster lanes to
send video and other content to their customers". (NY Times)
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The subtext, as we all know, is that without those deep pockets, content can be slowed down, or simply denied, for
financial or political purposes. The "common carriers", like Comcast, who already make billions merely as content
conduits, are reclassified as "content providers" and will get to decide what content we access as well as its speed.

I find it appalling that arguably the greatest country in the world has some of the slowest access speeds in the world. We
 don't have a bandwidth problem, we have a problem of greed and hubris.

Don't allow this subversion of our future.

Pam Lund
Anchorage, Ak
907.250.7669

------------------------------ Email 8,244 ------------------------------

From: joshjje
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:43
Subject: #NAME?
Reclassify internet as Title II and keep the internet OPEN.  Anything else is BULLSHIT.

------------------------------ Email 8,245 ------------------------------

From: raul pua
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Rua

NJ 08536

------------------------------ Email 8,246 ------------------------------

From: aaronmbdh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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aaron braggs
box 94
moab 84532
US

------------------------------ Email 8,247 ------------------------------

From: j.cap
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:44
Subject: Please do not allow ISPs to charge fees to content providers for  ISPs users' access
In other words, true net neutrality means ISPs like Comcast, Verizon, &
AT&T, etc. should be classified as common carriers, just like the phone
companies.  Please add my email and name with the list of others that
want the FCC to have to bills to be what it was designed to do - remain
communication FAIR!

Sincerely,

Jonathan Wright

------------------------------ Email 8,248 ------------------------------

From: the roc14
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:44
Subject: Net Neutrality!
Sir,
FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler:

   The internet is an invaluable and essential utility that should be provided by competing common carriers with strict
rules requiring net neutrality.  All internet providers should be treated equally.  Most of the rest of the world has cheaper
 and faster internet because of competition, while this country's huge ISPs and mobile providers become increasingly
monopolistic and uncompetitive.  The eventual outcome of this will be fewer innovative shoestring start-ups from
America and competitive advantages for the rest of the world.
     FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler, prove you're more like Teddy Roosevelt, and not just a former cable lobbyist, put in
place to facilitate corporate greed and stifle the will of the people you were put in place to serve.   Re-institute the
original FCC net neutrality rules!   Voice opposition to the Comcast Time-Warner merger, which will just create another
 uncompetitive monopoly!

------------------------------ Email 8,249 ------------------------------

From: dannyjpires
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
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of the situation.

Thank you,
Danny

------------------------------ Email 8,250 ------------------------------

From: mrs c1126
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Melissa Campbell
108 Greystone Blvd
Oxford, MS 38655

------------------------------ Email 8,251 ------------------------------

From: shaneallison13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,252 ------------------------------

From: bpregont
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Benjamin Pregont

Winter Garden, FL 34787

------------------------------ Email 8,253 ------------------------------

From: anthonymcali16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom it may concern,

    Currently the US and large US based ISPs are trying to bring about the death of the free and open  internet. I would
hope the FCC takes the proper actions to try to stop such events from taking place. I firmly believe that the internet
should remain as an independent structure, that is not controlled by anything or anyone. The internet connects millions
of people everyday across all country lines. If net neutrality were ever to fall, I would hope that it ceases to exist.

Thank you for your consideration.
Anthony C.

------------------------------ Email 8,254 ------------------------------

From: duganaok
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Please don't end net neutrality
I appreciate you guys trying to do the right thing. And who knows how much pressure your getting from very powerful
people.

Please don't do it. Please don't cave.

Look at how the internet has changed the world. The cable companies are too corrupt. You can't trust them with that
much power. This is about the free flow if ideas. The US is behind so much with the Internet. Please don't do it. It will
only make us worse off.

Please, please don't kill net neutrality.

Very Respectfully,

Ken Dugan

------------------------------ Email 8,255 ------------------------------

From: derrickvanmeter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Keep the Net Neutral!
ISPs should be classified as common carriers and the internet should not be for sale to the highest bidder. The best way
to stunt our already feeble economy is to make information and internet service even harder to access. Keep the internet
free, open, and neutral.
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Derrick Vanmeter

This email is sent from my iPhone.

------------------------------ Email 8,256 ------------------------------

From: sedwards061668
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Scott Edwards
1041 20th ST.
Portsmouth, OH 45662
US

------------------------------ Email 8,257 ------------------------------

From: watters4948
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46
Subject: Net Neutrality- Please put me in favor of it!
We have already seem demonstrated efforts by carriers to slow Netflix's streaming capability when they didn't want to
pay the fees. Allowing this to go on would exact what amounts to  extortion. This isn't the internet I want to see. Keep
plugging away at rules to keep the traffic free!

------------------------------ Email 8,258 ------------------------------

From: cartis93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Claire Artis

East Middlebury, VT 05740
US

------------------------------ Email 8,259 ------------------------------

From: tomabry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
tom bry (  writes:
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I have no faith in America, thanks to scumbags like you. You have absolutely zero business being in government and
the idea that my tax dollars are used to make your friends richer while screwing me over is obscene. Im certain you are
very rich, and have no problems sleeping at night -because that's the trademark of all psychopath. Enjoy your filthy,
stinking, sickly, disgusting money Wheeler, enjoy how it tastes you perverted psycho.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,260 ------------------------------

From: michael.hare
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46
Subject: net neutrality and the FCC
Hello-

I have been a computer Network Engineer with the University of Wisconsin
Madison since 2000, running AS 59 and AS 2381.

I think it's fair to say that today ISPs are essentially "unregulated
common carriers" that are paid by customers to transport internet traffic.

Regarding the FCC's recent announcement on said topic, I would push the
burden back on the FCC to prove that their proposal will not simply
allow the natural monopoly ISPs like Bell/Verizon/SBC/AT&T (whatever
they call themselves today) to amplify their previous behavior..  These
companies are known for collecting handouts and failing to upgrade their
infrastructure to handle peak load.

Look no further than the recent Verizon / New Jersey agreement.

The FCC is either dishonest or incompetent to think this is not what
will happen.  Does the FCC head have a conflict of interest?

Sincerely,
Michael Hare
Madison, WI

------------------------------ Email 8,261 ------------------------------

From: ethan.t.nichols
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46
Subject: Open internet.
I wish to see ISPs classified as class II telecommunications services.

Preserve the open internet.

------------------------------ Email 8,262 ------------------------------

From: kjellstrode
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: Stop the fast lane
To whom it may concern,

My name is Kjell, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

-Kjell

------------------------------ Email 8,263 ------------------------------

From: mcalister man
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
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As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,264 ------------------------------

From: nlaljie1982
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

neil laljie

FL 34787

------------------------------ Email 8,265 ------------------------------

From: 92mustang4life
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:47
Subject: Classify internet providers as Title II

 I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

 I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,266 ------------------------------

From: tim mavrides
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Telemachos Mavrides

------------------------------ Email 8,267 ------------------------------

From: thiel157
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:48
Subject: On Net Neutrality
Hello and good day. I would like internet service providers classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. Please
cease and desist your attempt to limit my free speech in favor of corporations.

All the best,

P.T.

------------------------------ Email 8,268 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:48
Subject: ending net neutrality?
seriously guys?  Can you please tell me who is responsible for this decision so I can make sure not not only vote them
out of office, but write them a personal email explaining why it's a horrible idea to deregulate government granted
monopolies / natural monopolies? gadzooks.

thanks,
Joshua Glazer

------------------------------ Email 8,269 ------------------------------

From: janthenewageman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jan Pierson
POB 1153
Port Townsend, WA 98368
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------------------------------ Email 8,270 ------------------------------

From: mrbruno5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bruce Wartel
9212 Cork Place
Burke, VA 22015
US

------------------------------ Email 8,271 ------------------------------

From: popmannn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

kevin rosen

CA 94501

------------------------------ Email 8,272 ------------------------------

From: vicookietori
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:49
Subject: The Open Internet
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
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government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 8,273 ------------------------------

From: dsmith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:50
Subject: Preserve net neutrality
Before the Internet, there were commercial enterprises like CompuServe, Prodigy, and GEnie, all forgotten now. Net
neutrality was designed into the Internet--the philosophy of providing nothing more and nothing less than end-to-end
connectivity. It is net neutrality that allowed the creation of innovative ways to use connectivity, ways that its designers
never dreamed of.

Destroy net neutrality and you destroy the Internet, and we go back to the bad old days of walled gardens and "shut up
and shop."

------------------------------ Email 8,274 ------------------------------

From: ben.dreidel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:50
Subject: Internet providers should be regulated as common carriers
Internet providers should be regulated as common carriers. It is the only way to truly ensure net neutrality. The current
proposal is NOT net neutrality.

Thanks,
Ben Dreidel

------------------------------ Email 8,275 ------------------------------

From: akthurman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:50
Subject: Net neutrality
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Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anna Thurman

------------------------------ Email 8,276 ------------------------------

From: chriskahklen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:50
Subject: Protecting Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

It is my belief and wish that ISP's be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Anything else is completely unacceptable, not to mention incredibly detrimental to the progression of human beings and
 our civilization.

Thank you for your time, I hope beyond hope that you're able to avert this upcoming cyber disaster and ensure the
continued success of the Internet and enable our children to enjoy the same freedom we all currently have.

------------------------------ Email 8,277 ------------------------------

From: drewmacfarl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:50
Subject: Title II Reclassification
I want to stress the importance of net neutrality in this email. As it stands, proposed legislature from the FCC would
destroy any prospect of it by allowing internet service providers to throttle and shape traffic based on content and
destination. I firmly believe that reclassifying the Internet and world-wide-web to be a Title II Telecommunications
Service is imperative to keep the stability of net neutrality.

Thank you,

Drew MacFarlane

------------------------------ Email 8,278 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: ppc.wph
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't allow ISPs to ruin the internet.  Make them true common carriers and keep them from creating arbitrary
rates for fast lanes on the internet while allowing their slow lanes to stagnate; they cannot be trusted to be fair.  Internet
access is far too important to be deregulated to such a degree.

 - wph

------------------------------ Email 8,279 ------------------------------

From: janetron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Janet Nguyen

CA 90210

------------------------------ Email 8,280 ------------------------------

From: ellynsutton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ellyn Sutton
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------------------------------ Email 8,281 ------------------------------

From: azcharley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:51
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   Andrew Duff

------------------------------ Email 8,282 ------------------------------

From: john
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:51
Subject: Net neutrality

I am extremely opposed to the idea of paid traffic priority. As a network engineer, and a consumer, I understand about
traffic shaping. This is a good thing.

Companies have choices if they want to enhance performance, like Netflix and YouTube do with caching devices at the
ISP.

The slippery slope is that over time, with fixed ISP capacity, the base service will diminish because prioritized traffic
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consume the available resources.

This will also provide the current heavyweight companies ( google, yahoo, netflix) with a significant barrier against
competitors.

This whole thing is a money grab by the isp's. I pay for my ISP. The site I go to pays for their ISP. If peering changes
need to happen, let the private sector innovate ( like the caching devices).

Respectfully,
John Colllier

------------------------------ Email 8,283 ------------------------------

From: luckymp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mary Pat McCoy

Tigard, OR 97223

------------------------------ Email 8,284 ------------------------------

From: ryanlantzy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: Open Internet
The Internet should be like the federal highway system.  Everyone should be able to use the "virtual roads" and it should
 be a place to foster commerce and innovation.

If the big Internet backbone and last mile providers are allowed to charge more for certain traffic, they could also charge
 consumers higher prices.

Internet prices in the US are already some of the worst in the world compared to the amount of bandwidth and data caps
that are given.  This will just be an incentive to charge more than they already do for certain services.

Think about it, Comcast and Time Warner have a vested interest in charging more for video traffic so they can entice
people into buying their video services (which are very overpriced).

They've already sold us Internet connections.  What consumers choose to do with their bandwidth shouldn't cause a
change in price.

--
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RL

------------------------------ Email 8,285 ------------------------------

From: alex.alejandro.robles
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: Net Neutrality, Classify the Internet as a Title II  Telecommunications Service
FCC,

The internet seems to be at a constant battle between staying the beacon of commerce it is now and a corporate entity
that will be controlled by a few companies.

Since the Internet has become one of the most vital services used by most of the people and businesses in this country It
would seem paramount to keep it a free an open environment. Companies like Google, Amazon, E-bay and Wikipedia
would have a very difficult time becoming the forces of commerce and knowledge that they are today if the internet
they were developed in were strangle by a monopoly/oligopoly that the future seems to be grabbing at.

I myself and many other people urge you to please reconsider destroying net neutrality and classify the internet as a
Tittle II Telecommunications service. Much like our telephony was put under this rule, I believe the next generation of
communications (the Internet) should be classified as such as well.

If the internet in neutered, other countries may end up taking the foot hold that we have created and we may lose yet
another reason that America's economy is the strongest in the world.

Please reconsider destroying net neutrality and please consider classifying the internet as a Title II Telecommunications
service.

Thank you,

Alejandro Robles.

------------------------------ Email 8,286 ------------------------------

From: fatesrider
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: About that Internet "Pay for access" plan.
To the FCC:

Count me against your plan to let companies pay for having cable
companies deliver their data faster.

Having an idiot who was a lobbyist for the cable companies heading the
FCC is moronic, and this idea is so transparently favorable to Internet
Service Providers to the detriment of, well, everyone, that I'd not be
surprised if he's still getting money under the table from them.

I'll expect that when he leaves, he'll be receiving generous
compensation from them should this plan be enacted.

The simple fact is that cable companies are already paid to deliver
content based on the speed of the customer's plan.  Those plans are
ALREADY the most expensive in the world, with some of the slowest speeds
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in the world.  (So much for American quality!).  But cable companies
don't even do what they're already paid to do.  They throttle content
all the time, making it harder on their customers.

Let me say that again: The cable companies are PAID TO DELIVER THE DATA
in an even-handed fashion by their customers and they DO NOT DO IT!  The
top cable companies have repeatedly been caught slowing down streamers
on purpose, despite the fact the customer has paid for them to deliver
it at the same rate of speed.  It's data, after all.  That's what
Internet providers deal with.  No one ever signs a contract that says
WHAT KIND OF DATA it is.

To get that streaming data through faster, Comcast has extorted payments
from Netflix (and who knows who else) to improve their speeds after
deliberately slowing it down below the data transmission speeds of others.

Does the FCC impose fines for this?  Hell no!  It instead develops rules
to further, and unjustly, enrich the cable companies for their
extortion.  This is why I call the head of the FCC a moron.  But a
former cable company lobbyist isn't exactly going to look out for the
end user or the consumer who, on average, already has issues paying bills.

Having watched my plan go up over 20% during the last three years (well
ahead of inflation) with no increase in speed or service (in fact, I've
had more outages!), and based on the profit statements from these
companies, the cable companies are already more than generously paid.
If the people who send their data have to pay for better service, we'll
only see more costs associated with it, and it won't let the "little
guys" and streaming content start-ups play on a level field.

If our Internet was as good as the ones in, say, England or South Korea,
I'd be fine with it.  On average, they're twice as fast and at one third
the cost.  Cost would not be much of an issue.  But whenever one company
has to pay more for the same thing in order to provide the "best"
service to a business already being paid by their customers to deliver
that stuff, all we'll see is more cost to the consumer with less
competition and less ability to develop a market in which to compete.

It's a bad idea.  Fire the head of the FCC.  He's like a wolf guarding
the sheep.  All he's doing is getting ready to sheer all of us so the
cable companies can reap more profits than they already do.

Sincerely,

Dewey Sayenoff

------------------------------ Email 8,287 ------------------------------

From: charlie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Net neutrality is important to me, and I as a voter want ISPs classified as Title II Telecommunications Service
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------------------------------ Email 8,288 ------------------------------

From: corygreen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: Net neutrality needs to be protected
I am extremely concerned with the FCC's proposed rules to allow internet providers the ability to prioritize certain
traffic over others.  The internet would not be what it is today if rules like that had existed from the start.  If these rules
get put into place, the internet will become a slow, broken mess where only the biggest companies that can afford the
fees for this proposed "fast lane" can thrive.

All traffic needs to be treated the same.  Using Netflix and Comcast as an example of what could go wrong, it should be
very easy to see that this is a bad idea.  Comcast slowed Netflix traffic to its customers because it, presumably, couldn't
keep up with the demand of the service it had already sold.  This should not be Netflix's fault and they should not be the
ones made to pay extra.  This cost will eventually be passed on to its customers.  So then the consumer is paying
Comcast for the consumer's access to the internet and also paying Netflix for Netflix's access to Comcast?   The only
one this benefits is Comcast, who couldn't provide the level of service they promised to their customers in the first
place.

And on the subject of a company like Comcast (who should NOT be allowed to absorb Time Warner, but that is a
different issue), they are often the only choice for internet access in an area.  Ideally, if a provider is not making good on
 the service for which I'm paying, I will simply go to a different provider.  This isn't the case in many areas of the
country.  So now we have Comcast allowed to get away with not providing their advertised service and also allowed to
extort money from internet services (that are already paying for their own side of the bandwidth) with no repercussions
like loss of customers.  This is very, very wrong.

In closing, let me just reiterate that the internet needs to remain open.  There are already far too few choices for
broadband service in this country and allowing these large few to essentially be paid twice for a service they aren't even
able to sustain anyway is ludicrous.  The rest of the world is moving forward and trying to keep the internet open while
the United States repeatedly is attempting, at the insistence of huge corporations like Comcast, to close it off so only
those huge corporations can thrive.  Thank you for your time.

Cory Green
Software Developer
St. Louis, MO

------------------------------ Email 8,289 ------------------------------

From: corygreen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: Net neutrality needs to be protected
I am extremely concerned with the FCC's proposed rules to allow internet providers the ability to prioritize certain
traffic over others.  The internet would not be what it is today if rules like that had existed from the start.  If these rules
get put into place, the internet will become a slow, broken mess where only the biggest companies that can afford the
fees for this proposed "fast lane" can thrive.

All traffic needs to be treated the same.  Using Netflix and Comcast as an example of what could go wrong, it should be
very easy to see that this is a bad idea.  Comcast slowed Netflix traffic to its customers because it, presumably, couldn't
keep up with the demand of the service it had already sold.  This should not be Netflix's fault and they should not be the
ones made to pay extra.  This cost will eventually be passed on to its customers.  So then the consumer is paying
Comcast for the consumer's access to the internet and also paying Netflix for Netflix's access to Comcast?   The only
one this benefits is Comcast, who couldn't provide the level of service they promised to their customers in the first
place.
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And on the subject of a company like Comcast (who should NOT be allowed to absorb Time Warner, but that is a
different issue), they are often the only choice for internet access in an area.  Ideally, if a provider is not making good on
 the service for which I'm paying, I will simply go to a different provider.  This isn't the case in many areas of the
country.  So now we have Comcast allowed to get away with not providing their advertised service and also allowed to
extort money from internet services (that are already paying for their own side of the bandwidth) with no repercussions
like loss of customers.  This is very, very wrong.

In closing, let me just reiterate that the internet needs to remain open.  There are already far too few choices for
broadband service in this country and allowing these large few to essentially be paid twice for a service they aren't even
able to sustain anyway is ludicrous.  The rest of the world is moving forward and trying to keep the internet open while
the United States repeatedly is attempting, at the insistence of huge corporations like Comcast, to close it off so only
those huge corporations can thrive.  Thank you for your time.

Cory Green
Software Developer
St. Louis, MO

------------------------------ Email 8,290 ------------------------------

From: 03880578
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Isaac Lovebass
819 Parkview Dr
Las Cruces, NM 88001

------------------------------ Email 8,291 ------------------------------

From: ad.vantage
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:52
Subject: Net Neutrality Now!
Hey,

Come on.   Seriously.   Stop this bullshit and give us a neutral internet.  Quit turning the real world into a cyber
dystopia.  Don't you people read science fiction!?

-Adam Brock

------------------------------ Email 8,292 ------------------------------

From: kuniokunman
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:53
Subject: ISPs and Internet Classifications
Dear FCC,

Please, for the love of the Internet, it's time to classify Broad
Services as a Title II Telecommunications Service.  By definition, it
should already be under that Title, and I'm sure that consumers could
use some protections from money hungry ISPs.

Also, about ISPs, they really need to be classified as Common Carriers,
because ISPs are getting a little out of control.  I mean it's same
internet that was 20 years ago, yet certain ISPs want to strangle it and
make consumers pay a toll.

Try to do the right thing, ignore the Lobbyists and do good by the
actual consumers.

Thank you,

Aaron Amick.

------------------------------ Email 8,293 ------------------------------

From: fletcher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:53
Subject: The intenet
To the FCC,

I am a concerned American. I have been on the internet since 1994 and this is the first time i've felt legitimately worried
about its future. The newly proposed rules which Comcast and Verizon have been pushing for amount to legalized
extortion.

Don't believe me? Imagine you're a baker, and every morning you need your fresh bread delivered to local delis and
grocery stores. There's only one transportation company in town though and they've decided that your bread doesn't
need to arrive anywhere till after 3pm. Obviously your clients would hate that, so you talk to the transportation company
 and they say "We're the only people in town who can transport your bread, if you don't like it arriving late you better
cough up 100 million dollars."

Now replace the bakers with Netflix, and the transportation company with Comcast.
I'm tired of the internet enabling legalized monopolies. We get slower internet service for a way higher price than any
other developed nation because we let the ISP giants define our market and all they care about is crazy profits.

I know i'm tired of only having a choice between getting screwed by Comcast or getting screwed by ATT, but there are
some Americans so unfortunate that they don't even get that choice.
Please DO YOUR JOB as a federal commission and REGULATE these runaway business monopolies. Stop letting the
American consumer take the short end of the stick every time. The internet is supposed to be a resource by and for the
people and letting the ISPs define the argument and set the payment landscape is antithetical to that.
Giving them the final say will stifle innovation and the net itself, don't let their greed win over the interests of the
people.

A very concerned citizen/netizen
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------------------------------ Email 8,294 ------------------------------

From: bbkong07
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:53
Subject: The proposed internet rules
1.      It will hurt internet start ups by giving large established companies the resources to pay for a faster pipeline
(basically, it's like highways. It allows ISPs to say "pay us a fee and your trucks can go 60 mph, otherwise, you can only
 haul your goods around at 30 mph).

2.      It will damage e-commerce on the consumer side as well. Companies having to pay for faster bandwidth will have
to pass that cost onto the consumer. Anyone who doesn't have the money will be forced to cancel their plans or avoid
purchasing goods.

3.      It allows already oversized ISPs to further monopolize and detriment a market where there are no repercussions.
ISPs like Comcast and Time Warner don't need to worry about their customers leaving for better services. THEYRE
THE ONLY SERVICE! In this situation, why not try to increase profits when you know the only alternative for
customers is no service at all?

I am strenuously opposed to these rules and further oppose the appearance of impropriety by having former industry
lawyers and lobbyists running the department meant to control the airwaves and internet.

------------------------------ Email 8,295 ------------------------------

From: jacobvickers11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:53
Subject:
Net neutrality is a big part of what people love about the net. If it were to be no more than it would ruin what the
internet is all about. To throw away that for the sake of money would be absolutely disgusting and if the proposed
legislation by the FCC were to be passed it would only begin to ruin net neutrality and would be a big step towards
something horrible. I strongly wish for internet service providers to be classified as Title II Telecommunications
Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,296 ------------------------------

From: charlie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:53
Subject:
Net neutrality is important to me, and I as a voter want ISPs classified as Title II Telecommunications Service

------------------------------ Email 8,297 ------------------------------

From: azcharley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:54
Subject: Re: Regarding Net Neutrality
The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got barriers
 to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on this
podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say what
I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
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contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality.  - President Barack Obama, June 8, 2006

On Sat, Apr 26, 2014 at 12:51 PM, OpenInternet < mailto  wrote:

   Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

------------------------------ Email 8,298 ------------------------------

From: michaelwilsonator
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Wilson

 75070

------------------------------ Email 8,299 ------------------------------

From: greenart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

"Krystal" Deborah Green
1502 21st. St. #A4
La Grande, OR 97850
US

------------------------------ Email 8,300 ------------------------------

From: jordan.m.buchman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:54
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
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To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time.

   A concerned citizen,

   Jordan Buchman

------------------------------ Email 8,301 ------------------------------

From: mreynolds
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
michele reynolds

------------------------------ Email 8,302 ------------------------------

From: slittle427
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:54
Subject: Net Neutrality
Tom Wheeler,

Your proposed plan to allow ISP’s to give preferential treatment to some traffic is a horrible idea.  This only benefits the
 ISP’s who have monopolies already.  How about protecting consumers instead of businesses?  How about honoring
your commitment to an open internet?  Internet access should be treated as a utility and ISP’s should be common
carriers.  I know you are probably beholden to your former employers, but try to think of the interests of your new
employers, the American people.  Net neutrality (true net neutrality, not your convoluted definition of it) is what
brought about the many great internet businesses we have today.  Why on earth would you mess with something that has
 worked very well so far?  Please stop this horrible idea.  Please don’t go down as the FCC chairman who destroyed the
internet.  Because that is where you are headed.

Sincerely,
Sean M. Little

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 8,303 ------------------------------

From: wilson.marylouise
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:55
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mary louise wilson

------------------------------ Email 8,304 ------------------------------
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From: perry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:55
Subject: Really?
Hello,

Does the commissioner believe that people are stupid and do not understand what is being said here?

"To be clear, this is what the Notice will propose:

1.      That all ISPs must transparently disclose to their subscribers and users all relevant information as to the policies
that govern their network;
2.      That no legal content may be blocked; and
3.      That ISPs may not act in a commercially unreasonable manner to harm the Internet, including favoring the traffic
from an affiliated entity."

Let's take a look at his first point.  All it says is that the ISPs must disclose their terms, not that their terms have to be
subscriber-friendly!  So, the ISPs will put policies that are draconian in nature but just because they will disclose them,
they will have satisfied point #1.

AT&T has lenient cellphone unlocking policies BEFORE you swooped-in to put in-place policies that are now in favor
of telephone companies.  Like you said there, companies have only to disclose their unlocking policies clearly and
provide them to consumers, not that these policies have to be consumer-friendly!

Clearly, Mr. Wheeler has been an industry lobbyist and will do what is best for companies, no matter if they even take
advantage of consumers.  Are you serving the people or the industry?

Perry Kahai

------------------------------ Email 8,305 ------------------------------

From: dadedemocrat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:55
Subject: I support Net Neutrality
The proposed rules need to be revised again. Net Neutrality needs to be maintained to keep the Internet a level playing
field for all concerned.

Sincerely

Thomas McMahan
Rising Fawn GA

------------------------------ Email 8,306 ------------------------------

From: rachelbrinich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:55
Subject:
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:
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1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 8,307 ------------------------------

From: tastyjustice
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chelsea Miller
45846 rockledge drive
Plymouth, MI 48170

------------------------------ Email 8,308 ------------------------------

From: dloomis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:56
Subject: The future of humanity
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Greetings,
Humanity is blazing a trail into the future and we are approaching faster than any individual can comprehend. The only
thing for sure is that we need food, water and shelter to survive. We don't need governments anymore, we don't need
laws or limitations, we just need each other. We can't be afraid of the loss of the structures put into place in the old
world, the people don't need to be controlled because we have our instincts.
The internet is our greatest creation as man, it does not represent any single person or group of people, it is an aggregate
of humanity as a whole, it can teach us to coexist and to survive.
The internet must become more free. All of humanity must have the means to log on and become a part of Man's
journey to the future.
Please do not stunt our growth with your greed. We all see that we can survive without the 'leaders' who have sucked up
our resources.
As you are able to make decisions regarding the internet, the ever beating heart of humanity, please don't persecute the
believers, don't sink the ships of the pirates and don't hold entertainment back from the dreamers.
We are all the same and the internet proves that, we are all man and it is time for the tumor you revere as a government
to give up on growth and give back what it has stolen.

Sincerely,
David Loomis

------------------------------ Email 8,309 ------------------------------

From: tiggerbren
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:56
Subject: Please keep the net neutral
Thank you for accepting early feedback on this issue. I have read many articles about the soon to be proposed changes
which could let internet service providers give preferential treatment to websites who pay for such treatment. I don't
think I'm alone in being very concerned about what this could mean for the future of the Internet and for free speech.

Please don't hand these kinds of keys over to big companies. They have their own bottom line in mind. This can only
benefit them and hurt the consumer. We are talking about some of the most despised companies in America. Giving
such power to them will surely create public outrage that you do not want to have to deal with.

Stand up to these companies and do what's best for America.

Thanks for your time,

Brendan Mead

------------------------------ Email 8,310 ------------------------------

From: jared112390
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Jared Komoroski

UT 84005

------------------------------ Email 8,311 ------------------------------

From: nraddin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:56
Subject: net netural
Personally I think you already allow way to much traffic shaping and control as a veil for double standards on the
internet. My provider shouldn't be allowed to change or even look at what I do over the internet to the extent they do
now. I have no problem with high level data being used to understand traffic flow for planning but that's about it. Please
make sure no matter your plans that you leave the internet without a two tier system, otherwise the greatest inventions of
 this network would never have happened and new ones will be crushed.

Having said all that, if you want to really make a difference work on open secure wireless grid networking, open up a
powerful licence for use (5+ watts) to the public as long as it follows a through traffic standard.

Nathaniel Raddin

------------------------------ Email 8,312 ------------------------------

From: todd.grappone
To:

fccinfo@f
cc.gov
Date: 4/26/2014 15:57
Subject: Stop Trying to Cnange the Internet
An open Internet, unfettered  by commercial interests, is essential for the citizenry of this country.  Keeping companies
from deciding where and from whom I get my news is not good for the country and not a practice the FCC should
allow.  Why should Time Warner Cable (film and television production company) be allowed to influence my Internet
preferences?  Why is Time Warner Cable my only choice for Internet service is the question the FCC should be
answering for the citizenry.  Your agency should be working very hard to regain the trust of the American public after
the former Commissioner Meredith Baker's outrageous resignation shenanigans.

I am an educator working at one the of the best public universities in this country.  Over the course of the past 20 years,
the amount of research and culture that have been produced is staggering compared to history.  The reason we have been
 achieving so much so quickly is due in large part to the capabilities for networking researchers with content over the
Internet.  It's not broken, don't try and fix it.

Thank you,

Todd Grappone
1045 W. Ave 37
Los Angeles, CA 90065

------------------------------ Email 8,313 ------------------------------

From: todd.grappone
To:

fccinfo@f
cc.gov
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Date: 4/26/2014 15:57
Subject: Stop Trying to Cnange the Internet
An open Internet, unfettered  by commercial interests, is essential for the citizenry of this country.  Keeping companies
from deciding where and from whom I get my news is not good for the country and not a practice the FCC should
allow.  Why should Time Warner Cable (film and television production company) be allowed to influence my Internet
preferences?  Why is Time Warner Cable my only choice for Internet service is the question the FCC should be
answering for the citizenry.  Your agency should be working very hard to regain the trust of the American public after
the former Commissioner Meredith Baker's outrageous resignation shenanigans.

I am an educator working at one the of the best public universities in this country.  Over the course of the past 20 years,
the amount of research and culture that have been produced is staggering compared to history.  The reason we have been
 achieving so much so quickly is due in large part to the capabilities for networking researchers with content over the
Internet.  It's not broken, don't try and fix it.

Thank you,

Todd Grappone
1045 W. Ave 37
Los Angeles, CA 90065

------------------------------ Email 8,314 ------------------------------

From: melendez.rafa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rafel Melendez

 92114

------------------------------ Email 8,315 ------------------------------

From: drewdeirossi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:57
Subject: Re-classify ISPs as common carriers
To maintain a genuinely open internet, the FCC should re-classify ISPs as common carriers.  To do otherwise supports
the telecoms at the expense of the general public.

Sincerely,
Andrew

------------------------------ Email 8,316 ------------------------------
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From: jeremiahwright
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeremiah Wright
400 west 95th street
chicago, IL 60628
United States

------------------------------ Email 8,317 ------------------------------

From: alan.san25
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alan Sanchez

 78043

------------------------------ Email 8,318 ------------------------------

From: jamie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Do not allow private interests to dictate a public utility
My letter to the chairman of the FCC:

I'm emailing you in the hope that you haven't just filtered Net Neutrality to spam and/or rabble.

My startup company requires a fair playing field to achieve success on the internet. If telecom giants, enabled by the
system they've created by the incumbency of cashflow, are allowed to dictate the flow of traffic (in addition to their
already formidable visibility), my company -- which hopes to transform the way digital publishing is achieved -- will
never have a chance to succeed.

You are strangling small businesses at the expense of the consumer. And as your talking points will tell you, small
businesses are the linchpin of the economy. The corporate gorillas in the room will try to convince you that it's all better
off under their umbrella, where they pay for the front row seat -- even if I show up early -- and they'll say that's the
fairer deal, but the truth of it is we all know that it's more American to try your hardest and put your best foot forward to
 achieve success on your own terms. Not on the terms dictated by those already in the game.
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Where would the NFL be if the Patriots got to decide who competed in the quarterfinals? The Superbowl would be as
boring as the competitive landscape of telecom is today, and no one would care anymore.

The decision to allow "fast lanes", in lieu of enshrining the principle of fair access for all (aka Net Neutrality), is a shot
to the head for the American dream on the frontiers of the internet. Please do not be the death of the next American
economy before it had a chance to roll out of the crib. If we don't do it, Europe and China will.

While we're stuck pulling Comcast's thumbs out of our nether regions, Europe and China will be founding their own
ICANN organizations and projects like thepiratebay's decentralized content network will be bypassing you entirely, and
the FCC's presiding over the internet will be as redundant as my feeble attempts to overcome the long arms of Comcast,
Verizon and AT&T.

Please don't make China the future of freedom. That would just be embarrassing.

Vote the way you know is right. Support Net Neutrality. Forever.

Regards,

Jamie Klouse
Creative Director
leafzine.com<http://leafzine.com>

------------------------------ Email 8,319 ------------------------------

From: zachary.lalk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please focus on what precedent these rules will be setting for future generations. We as a nation need access to
uninhibited internet resources and the demand will only increase in the future.

Allowing companies to pay for better connection will in itself legalize anti-trust activity. Why would I go to this new
website that offers more at a lower cost but is slower overall then the more expensive for less value site that has double
the connection? American's vote with their dollar for the best "experience" on line and the only thing allowing for the
purchase of preferential connections by companies will be to enhance the "experience" of the companies that "can" and
create a divide to the companies that "cannot." We have an issue with such divides in society as it is, shouldn't we learn
from the situation we are in now so as to not create one in our internet?

Europe and Asia have no problem providing better access and faster speeds then we do and they have equal "net
neutrality." If American companies are so great why can't they find a way to match and surpass such competition?

------------------------------ Email 8,320 ------------------------------

From: willmasonmoses16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dearest Members of the FCC,
When Sir Tim Berners-Lee created the Internet, he created it for everyone, not just those with larger pockets. Please
keep our Internet neutral. Without neutrality from ISPs we, the citizens of this great nation will be helpless against both
ISPs and major companies alike. America was built on freedom for ALL, so please let our Internet reflect that.

Sincerely Yours,
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Will Mason Moses

------------------------------ Email 8,321 ------------------------------

From: debrockway
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dot Brockway

------------------------------ Email 8,322 ------------------------------

From: joshua.farrar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Joshua Farrar (  writes:

Don't kill net neutrality! It's the foundation of free speech on the internet for regular people! Their pipes, our rights!

I'm a software engineer who builds great things on the FREE and OPEN internet.

Joshua
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,323 ------------------------------

From: tzippity
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tziporah Waternov

 46321

------------------------------ Email 8,324 ------------------------------

From: breezybees808
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Briana Hurley

------------------------------ Email 8,325 ------------------------------

From: codyserio
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:59
Subject: Net neutrality

Dear FCC,

I am not going to waste either one of our times by writing a long diatribe about how unethical our beautiful country has
become. Government is in the process of ruining our future, society, and freedom.

YOU KNOW IT IS WRONG TO LET 1% CONTINUE THEIR GREED. **We need to reclassify Internet providers as
common carriers.**

Now stop bending over for the big corporations and the big billionaires who line your pockets, and understand this YOU
 CAN STOP THE DESTRUCTION OF OUR FUTURE. It is up to YOU to change the destructive, draconian,
disgusting road we are traveling down, and save our country from this Oligarchy plunge into the Dark Ages.

Stop spying on your citizens. Stop controlling our freedom of information. Stop sending our tax money to kill children.
STOP THE TPP. STOP XL Pipeline.

Support renewable energy. Support freedom of speech. Support the backbone of this country, b/c there are MORE OF
US THAN YOU! And we would rather take care of our own, instead of letting our country kill and oppress others.

Thank you.
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------------------------------ Email 8,326 ------------------------------

From: nicolecasamento
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicole Casamento
745 49th St
Brooklyn, NY 11220

------------------------------ Email 8,327 ------------------------------

From: constituent
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 15:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeffrey Roy
4219 115TH PL SE
EVERETT, WA 98208
US

------------------------------ Email 8,328 ------------------------------

From: mmarsh1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Addressing the specific subject Net Neutrality, the benefits of allowing a pay to play system do not outweigh the costs.
From a purely economic standpoint, placing one of the engines of the economy into the hands a small group of select
private parties is exceptionally risky. Granting the ability to determine the access to a what is really now considered a
basic utility would make it extremely difficult to determine a business need and a power play. This controlling factor
will limit competition. I want companies to compete on pricing, products, and service. I do not want companies to have
to compete based on access to legislators. We all know that the people with the most money will win most of the time.

Michael Marsh

AZ 85719
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------------------------------ Email 8,329 ------------------------------

From: john.c.kleemeier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am greatly saddened by your attempt to create a "fast lane" of the internet. It will undermine the very fabric of what
makes the internet great if giant corporations are allowed to push their ideas/products faster. It will kill the ability of a
small-time genius to rise above the noise and change the world. The people with the most money DO NOT have an
inherent right to get their content out faster on the internet. The internet is the great equalizer, and it is tragic to see those
 with great power in the FCC and ties to the very big businesses that would profit from such a law try to get even richer,
while setting back the rest of us who would compete and have a career based on the internet.

Disgustedly yours,

John Kleemeier

------------------------------ Email 8,330 ------------------------------

From: frank
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:00
Subject: Proposed net neutrality regulation
To whom it may concern:

I am writing to make clear my view that net neutrality should not be
compromised. I would appreciate your consideration of the following
points:

Any regulatory support for so called "fast track" access is untenable
with respect to any reasonable interpretation of fair access. Such
regulation would be setting the stage for the modern equivalent of the
infamous Plessy v. Ferguson ruling of "separate but equal". History has
clearly shown that any legal or institutionalized separation is not
consistent or compatible with fair access.

Further, by introducing the phrase 'commercial reasonableness' the
proposed regulation is, in effect, redefining the Internet as strictly a
commercial entity. I urge Chairman Wheeler to consider carefully the
importance of the Internet as a social institution which is crucial to
our society and freedoms as well as our commercial interests. Such
crucial institutions should not become answerable to commercial
interests.

Thank you for your consideration-
Paul F Vernon
11965 Wasatch Rd
Longmont, CO 80504

------------------------------ Email 8,331 ------------------------------
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From: davidbteague
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:00
Subject: Restore TRUE Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners and Chairman Wheeler:
The the proposed rules will work is that large web sites such as Fox
News and other already wealthy web site owners will be able to pay for
priority service, and reach more people while non profits, small
business, and any web site whose owner cannot afford priority service
will be left behind, in the dust, so to speak. This will make it too
costly for new ideas to reach people.

Please for the sake of innovation and ultimate fairness to everyone,
vote down this "pay to play" rule, and instead create a rule that
protects a fair and open internet.

Sincerely
David B Teague
Emeritus Professor of Computer Science and Mathematics,
Western Carolina University
My address is
1349 Salola LN
Brevard NC 28712
828 885 2653

--
nil significat nisi oscillat
do wop, do wop, do wop! -- Duke Ellington

------------------------------ Email 8,332 ------------------------------

From: sfinglet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:00
Subject: In regards to Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen who enjoys unregulated utilities, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in
general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules. This is a growing problem in U.S. policy and will lead to the
decline of our great nation.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
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every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Sam Fingleton

------------------------------ Email 8,333 ------------------------------

From: bdowell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Why is your plan called "Net Neutrality" when it is the EXACT opposite of that?  Neutral - not the highest bidder!
Abandon this plan!

------------------------------ Email 8,334 ------------------------------

From: kneilson07
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality - in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen, consumer of independent media, and believer in the democratizing force of an open internet, it
 is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time.

   A concerned citizen,

   Kelsey Neilson

------------------------------ Email 8,335 ------------------------------

From: spencerlopez88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jacob Lopez

Brooklyn, NY 11218
US

------------------------------ Email 8,336 ------------------------------

From: palapadospa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
R C

------------------------------ Email 8,337 ------------------------------
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From: taylorsmith101
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:01
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
I would just like to I'm in full support of "net neutrality," and absolutely against any measure that would serve to destroy
 it.
Sincerely,
Taylor Smith

------------------------------ Email 8,338 ------------------------------

From: lking4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:02
Subject: A mistake in potentia
Hello.

I would like to state that this government is out of control. I would like to state that the people this government serves
aren't its citizens, rather large corporations who give campaign donations. I hope this message is read. I hope whomever
reads this has the insight to do the right thing. Or maybe not. Maybe then things might finally change. The issue the
FCC is dealing with is much larger than they realize. This isn't about net neutrality. It's about a government that won't
listen.

------------------------------ Email 8,339 ------------------------------

From: fmefleh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:02
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
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service under the Communications Act. The internet is a utility and a basic right for all people, don't take away or
restrict this very basic of rights.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

--
Fuad Mefleh
Graduate Research Assistant
Clemson University
Department of Bioengineering
301 Rhodes Research Center
Clemson, South Carolina 29634

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 8,340 ------------------------------

From: withintent
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Traver Cowles

------------------------------ Email 8,341 ------------------------------

From: mark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:02
Subject: On the topic of net neutrality
To whom it may concern,
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I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and advocate of small businesses, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in
general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Mark Graepel

------------------------------ Email 8,342 ------------------------------

From: akthurman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Anna Thurman
870 Anson Street
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US

------------------------------ Email 8,343 ------------------------------

From: ellynsutton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Ellyn Sutton
P.O. Box 18754
Spokane, WA 99228
US

------------------------------ Email 8,344 ------------------------------

From: albert.manson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
First, thanks for taking the time to read this and accept feedback.

Net neutrality is important because it will protect the power of free speech that is the Internet from disembodied
corporate interests, which rarely, if ever, coincide with the interests of people. Motivation by profit may occasionally
align with private citizens' individual interests, but only the blind or the brainwashed could argue that Comcast or
AT&T or TWC or any other mega corporation (with abysmal customer service) has interests OTHER than profit.

This is an opportunity to protect future generations of Americans and World Citizens from the silence that will certainly
be imposed upon them by consolidated corporate power. Please guarantee net neutrality (for real, not some mile-long
list of loopholes) and stand up for the people.

Additionally, you will protect mid size interests, who may actually offer a service of value (Netflix) from being bullied
by an ISP who also sells a competitive product (Cable TV, which many would argue, is deservedly in decline). These
companies work hard to provide customers with value, as opposed to the larger companies that have grown accustomed
to monopoly.

Thanks

Albert Manson
919 800-8261

------------------------------ Email 8,345 ------------------------------

From: wolland5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dererk Wolland
wrightington st
 wn12az
GB

------------------------------ Email 8,346 ------------------------------

From: randyegm
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Restore net neutrality now. How is this even up for debate? The greed of corporations is enough. The American people
are waking up to the governments horse shit. RESTORE IT NOW.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 8,347 ------------------------------

From: aguazul1947
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ed Elliott

------------------------------ Email 8,348 ------------------------------

From: dfortney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Diane Fortney
11925 42nd St NE
Spicer, MN 56288
US

------------------------------ Email 8,349 ------------------------------

From: chufo294
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:03
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin Chufo
324551 Georgia Tech Station
Atlanta, GA 30332

------------------------------ Email 8,350 ------------------------------

From: ganon6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gary Reburn

MD 20895

------------------------------ Email 8,351 ------------------------------

From: nealzetek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:04
Subject: NO to changes in Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a freelance graphic designer I depend on a free and open internet for the most efficient
running of my "business", it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
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instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   Neal Zetek

------------------------------ Email 8,352 ------------------------------

From: glampkoo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
1 - A free and open internet is the single greatest technology of our culture, and control should not be at the mercy of
corporations.
2 - A free and open internet stimulates competition.
3 - A free and open internet helps prevent unfair pricing practices.
4 - A free and open internet promotes innovation.
5 - A free and open internet is more trustworthy and honest.
6 - A free and open internet drives businesses.
7 - A free and open internet protects the freedom of speech.

Without an open internet, big corporations would have tight control over how we access websites and services. Please
do your part to keep the internet a cornerstone of freedom and opportunity.

Read more at: http://www.theopeninter.net/

Your friends from 4chan

~ Anon

------------------------------ Email 8,353 ------------------------------

From: rport009
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:05
Subject: net neutrality
Good Afternoon,

The current net neutrality proposal would hinder humanities best tool in the name of profits. The internet is something
more precious than you can imagine and it should stay open and free, just like AMERICA.
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We pay for the services to maintain the internet. Why are these cable companies trying to double-dip? At the end of the
day the consumer is the loser because he will have to pay extra for the same services.

If you plan to destroy net neutrality with your new proposal, then you will also be destroying freedom of speech and
equality. This country is suppose to be the shining example of liberty but by implementing this proposal then it becomes
 clear this country is no longer ruled for freedom but for greed.

You can make things better by forcing the cable companies to upgrade to fiber optics within 5 years. The internet will
produce more value this way than trying to set up an unfair, unbalanced internet.

Thank you,

Ronald Portorreal

------------------------------ Email 8,354 ------------------------------

From: scofin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

ANDREA FINLEY
100 VERA LANE
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 98261
US

------------------------------ Email 8,355 ------------------------------

From: bostkick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Barry Regan
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15 Ivy Lane
Milford, MA 01757

------------------------------ Email 8,356 ------------------------------

From: jjramsey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:06
Subject: Treat ISPs as common carriers again and restore *actual* net  neutrality
Recently, new FCC rules have been proposed to allow Internet content
companies (such as Netflix, Hulu, or YouTube) to pay ISPs for
preferential treatment in getting their traffic to consumers. This is
problematic for several reasons:

* It's bad for new startup content companies, who may not yet have
same means as currently established companies to pay ISPs for a fast
lane.

* It's bad for customers of Netflix, Hulu Plus, and other
subscription-based services. since whatever payments that these
services pay to ISPs will likely be passed onto their customers.

* The new rules have, to put it bluntly, the appearance of corruption.
Even if ISPs are not (or at least are not caught) directly blocking or
throttling certain web sites, there's still wiggle room for them to do
what amounts to charging content companies for the "privilege" of not
artificially degrading their bandwidth.

Going back to treating Internet companies as common carriers -- which
is in practice what they are anyway -- would avoid such problems.

------------------------------ Email 8,357 ------------------------------

From: tkiltie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thomas Kiltie
217 South St
Collinsville, IL 62234

------------------------------ Email 8,358 ------------------------------

From: dspraybe
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dylan Sprayberry
268 Riva Drive
Hackettstown, NJ 07840

------------------------------ Email 8,359 ------------------------------

From: thor4life 99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:07
Subject: Real net neutrality
You know it is the right thing to do.  So do it!

Potentially outraged citizen and a taxpayer who has paid the federal government millions over the years,
Thor Johnson

------------------------------ Email 8,360 ------------------------------

From: cehoffman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:08
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a developer of firmware that allows Amazon, Facebook, eBay and other internet business to
manage their internet store fronts, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain
unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Creating a 'fast lane' for those
 who are able to pay a steeper price neither promotes a competitive commercial atmosphere nor does it embody the
principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship. It instead promotes the idea that those with the money,
make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate equally within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and petition
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for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Chris Hoffman

------------------------------ Email 8,361 ------------------------------

From: khan.rafae
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, I believe that it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain
unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere. Prioritization
of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship
and instead empowers the wealthy.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time.

------------------------------ Email 8,362 ------------------------------

From: hannah daniel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:08
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern;
I am writing this letter in regards to the recent changes by the FCC as pertains to net neutrality, specifically the changes
allowing companies to create "fast lanes" and charging a premium for users who make use of certain types of data such
as streaming video from Netflix.
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The internet is and should be regulated as any other utility. Companies like Comcast make use of publicly-funded
infrastructure and charge, not only for user access, but for special access to providers like Netflix who compete with the
ISP's own services. In many areas of the country, Comcast and Time Warner were the only options for high speed
internet access. Since the two have now merged, Comcast has become a de-facto monopoly. This is problematic for both
 the free market and net neutrality.

I urge the FCC to classify the internet and access to it as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Daniel Hannah

------------------------------ Email 8,363 ------------------------------

From: james.dittrich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Dittrich

------------------------------ Email 8,364 ------------------------------

From: curt suddarth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Chairman,

I am contacting you to express my opinion regarding net neutrality. Sir, it would be a stupendous blow to the US, and
the world, to allow companies to throttle connections in favor of customers willing to pay more. The internet has grown
from handfuls of BBS'es  and small networks to become one of the modern wonders of the world. Anyone anywhere can
 learn anything nowadays. To allow a handful of companies with a history of customer abuse, to dictate FCC policy on
this matter would be a grave injustice to all Americans. Sir, I respectfully ask that you provide leadership on this by
making sure that net neutrality stays a reality. The stranglehold these few companies have on access is a major barrier to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

 expansion as it is. In my town, all I can get as my ISP is ATT. I tried satellite provider Wild Blue, but they are severely
limited in the capacity. We have no cable providers. ATT can charge what it wants since they have bought or forced out
almost all competitors. I shudder to think what will happen to access in this part of Missouri if they have their way. I
have no wish to go back to dial-up speeds. Please Sir, keep the FCC's current position guarding net neutrality.

Best Regards

Curtis J. Suddarth

20 S. Broadway St.
Bowling Green, MO 63334

------------------------------ Email 8,365 ------------------------------

From: dahboy924
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Would it be ok for gas stations to make carmakers pay them to let people fill up their car there? Cuz this is what the
equivelant is to comcast and what they are doing to netflix. Netflix obviously pays someone for their internet access. So
why would they need to pay more? Because they are successful? the Isp's will say its too much traffic, our systems can't
handle it and it slows everyone elses speed down. This would not be a problem if they hadnt dragged their feet in
upgrading the Network. Companies like comcast and verizon have taken government contracts to upgrade the network,
but have not upgraded anything. They also say that no one wants faster internet, but yet this whole issue is because they
haven't upgraded their networks to handle the ever increasing flow of internet traffic. So they themselves say they DO
want faster speeds, but even when paid specifically to do so, they just take the money and do nothing. Let's call this
situation what it is, a money grab by the isp's.

------------------------------ Email 8,366 ------------------------------

From: cybersaltmediagroup
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Having a 'fast-lane' for the Internet is a horrifically bad idea. The only ones to take advantage of the fast lane would be
the companies with pockets deep enough to pay. This would put small businesses, like the one I own, in jeopardy of
failing when they try to launch a new product. If you can't pay for the fastest access to customers, you'll be at a
disadvantage and unable to fairly compete on the merits of your product.

Pay-for-play is antithetical to everything the Internet stands for. All traffic should be treated equally.

Lest you forget, in 2010 the FCC itself stated that a pay-for-priority scheme will lead to  less incentive for ISPs to
improve their infrastructure, resulting in a worse Internet experience overall.

-Ben Smith

------------------------------ Email 8,367 ------------------------------

From: njsft6308
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:09
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dan Buckley

NJ 07644
US

------------------------------ Email 8,368 ------------------------------

From: mike
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:09
Subject: Free the Internet
we petition the obama administration to:

Maintain true net neutrality to protect the freedom of information in the United States.

True net neutrality means the free exchange of information between people and organizations. Information is key to a
society's well being. One of the most effective tactics of an invading military is to inhibit the flow of information in a
population; this includes which information is shared and by who. Today we see this war being waged on American
citizens. Recently the FCC has moved to redefine "net neutrality" to mean that corporations and organizations can pay
to have their information heard, or worse, the message of their competitors silenced. We as a nation must settle for
nothing less than complete neutrality in our communication channels. This is not a request, but a demand by the citizens
 of this nation. No bandwidth modifications of information based on content or its source.

Created: Apr 24, 2014

No special deals, no specials rates…

Mike Mercadante

------------------------------ Email 8,369 ------------------------------

From: dylanhepler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:09
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Juanita Hepler (  writes:

Keep the internet neutral
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,370 ------------------------------

From: koko76
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,
        I am writing to express my outrage at your recent attempts to destroy the open internet.  Your recent proposals are
simply crony capitalist garbage that serve the interests of the few and take from the masses.  Internet service MUST be
designated as a common carrier.  It’s as simple as that.  Since your administration turns a completely blind eye to the
fact that none of the consumers actually have any reasonable choice (or sometimes any choice at all) in broadband
providers, the very least that you can do is to stop them from being able to control the level of service that I receive
based on where it comes from.
        For example I pay my ISP and I pay Netflix.  But the ISP is allowed to slow this traffic down relative to the same
amount of data from other sources.  To add insult to injury you allow the ISP to further charge Netflix for prioritizing
this traffic.  My ISP should not care what I do with data unless it is to charge me based on the quantity that I use.  Stop
allowing (and encouraging) them to do so.
        While I understand that I cannot directly impact the persons who are appointed to the FCC (as in I threaten not to
vote for you, and encourage others to do the same), I will be contacting my congressmen, and doing everything possible
to see that your administration is removed from office unless you start doing your jobs as government officials and
working for the best interests of the people you serve.

Eric Scott

------------------------------ Email 8,371 ------------------------------

From: maustinroe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:09
Subject: The need for net nuetrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to express my concern for the future of a neutral internet.  While the FCC has expressed a commitment to
the idea, the three goals of the new rule set are disconcerting.  In the wake of the Verizon v. FCC ruling the commission
faces a difficult regulatory challenge, but I believe the commission has taken the wrong approach with the new
regulations.  As the courts' decisions have placed the FCC's ability to regulated the internet in an ever shrinking circle,
the commission has chosen to remain complacent and sacrifice policy goals instead of taking the bold action required to
maintain an open internet--the FCC needs to reclassify ISPs as common carriers instead of eroding the policies needed
to protect a neutral internet and the public.

-M. Austin Roe

------------------------------ Email 8,372 ------------------------------

From: patq911
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:10
Subject: Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,
I am writing to you today as a student and future IT professional.  I have an acute understanding of the current situation
with the proposed “internet fast lane” rules and I am aware of the technical and circumstantial details around the recent
Netflix/Comcast event.
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I must say that I was not expecting this from your office at this time; the proposed rules do not make sense and do not
follow the FCC charter. In 2009 the FCC drafted similar rules because of the events surrounding Comcast and
Comcast’s arbitrary throttling of peer-to-peer traffic; in that case the FCC lost their case when the DC district court
ruled that Comcast is classified as an “information service.” Recently, the FCC finished writing the “Open Internet”
rules and once again the FCC was sued by Verizon. The FCC lost their case once again – in both of these cases the court
 urged the FCC to reclassify these ISPs as a Title II communications company if the office of the FCC was serious about
 drafting rules that these companies must follow.

I’m aware that Title II has some stringent rules and that these rules may not all be applicable to internet service
providers like Verizon, AT&T and Comcast. However, I would remind you that the FCC has the power of forbearance;
the office can choose what rules will be imposed. Were these internet service providers classified as
“telecommunications services”, as the FCC has been encouraged to do by these two court cases, then it does not have to
enforce all the rules under Title II.

Certainly I have been surprised by these proposed “internet fast lane” rules; they were entirely unexpected at this time. I
do not see how they are substantially different than the rules put forth in the previous two failed court cases. Also, I
would not expect to entertain such a proposal unless and until the FCC reclassifies these ISPs as telecommunications
companies under Title II.

In point of fact, Comcast has already negotiated a “fast lane” deal with Netflix. However, Comcast is selling service
tiers to customers that specify a speed (e.g. 50 megabits per second) and a byte cap (250 gigabytes, as specified in the
terms-of-service). As a customer of Comcast, I may elect to use some or all of the capacity I have been allocated on
Netflix services.

I am confident that should the FCC investigate the particulars of Comcast’s activities in this case, they would have an
open-and-shut antitrust case. To use a telephone analogy, this is no different than a cellular telephone provider charging
a call recipient "extra" to "help prevent the calldropped from being ."

This is exactly the same type of abusive conduct that the FCC tried to deal with in the court cases in 2009 and again
with Verizon more recently.

Please, halt what is being done with these “internet fast lane” rules, and simply reclassify internet service providers as
Telecommunications companies under Title II of the 1996 telecommunications act. It is a faster, simpler, and more
effective way to accomplish your goals.

Sincerely,

PJQ

------------------------------ Email 8,373 ------------------------------

From: darren.a.graves
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:10
Subject: We want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
We want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

------------------------------ Email 8,374 ------------------------------

From: dsdavis1268
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:10
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

As a librarian, this issue is very important. Many people can not afford internet access now. Once this plan goes into
place the costs will be pushed to the customers. A vital part of everyday life will be unavailable for many user plus
maybe even the libraries themselves. The internet is a public utility. The government has shown that by requiring it for
many of its functions.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Diane Robson
1404 La Mirada
Denton, TX 76208

------------------------------ Email 8,375 ------------------------------

From: tkwan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:10
Subject: Keeping the internet open - Perspective of a network engineer
Hi,

I'm a network engineer who works for an ISP. I believe that any methods which allow people to have certain traffic that
is prioritized higher than other will cause issues with usability.

Verizon is already guilty of doing this on VoIP service by modifying SIP packets across their FIOS network in order to
make certain VoIP service unusable. They have done this to gut the competition and force anyone on those FIOS
packages to buy Verizon telephone service.

This is exactly what the telecommunications act of 1996 was supposed to stop, and this is what net neutrality should
stop.

What we need to do is what the FCC has been proposing since they sued Comcast Corp in FCC v Comcast. You guys
need to protect net neutrality, and we need to not make certain people's traffic higher priority so much so that other
traffic becomes unusable.

This already happens, so to ignore the fact that it happens and pretend that the bigger ISPs won't stop out the little guys
is just not living in reality.

As network engineers and communications engineers, it is not out right to decide whose speech is more "worthy" to be
heard than anyone else's. It is out job to ensure that everyone gets to communicate and that everyone has a chance to be
heard. Regardless of how much money anyone has. Our jobs as communications engineers mean that we have to be
neutral, have to be impartial, and we have to allow everyone to speak. None of us, not me, not you, not money, and not
the FCC has the right to decide whose speech is more important, and whose speech should get a "fast lane" to stop out
the competition.

Please stop any ill-guided concepts to have anything where people can legally discriminate against traffic because they
being paid much more to get a "fast lane" across a backbone connection through a core.
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You do not have the right to decide whose speech is worth more than anyone else's. As communications engineers, it is
our job to ensure that everyone has an equal right to speak, and that we do not have the right to decide whose speech is
more important.

As the older FCC commissioner said: As communications engineers, it is our job to build bridges, not tear them down.

Please do your job, and be honorable communications engineers.

Thank you.

--
Ted Kwan
Network Operations Center, LA
Impulse Advanced Communications

Main: (805) 456-5800
Direct: (805) 884-6331

http://www.impulse.net
Your Local telephone and Internet company

------------------------------ Email 8,376 ------------------------------

From: schughey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
I, as an active voter in the United States, want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

------------------------------ Email 8,377 ------------------------------

From: jrc7z
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:11
Subject: New FCC plans
?It is a curious plan the FCC is planning to adopt, allowing companies to charge money for passage through the world
wide web.  Namely, in that provides none of the intent you have laid out concerning net neutrality.  It "won't harm", as
per your press releases, the functioning of the internet.  Tell me, doesn't anyone in the FCC remember how well toll
roads worked during the colonial era?  Shunts were erected to bypass them.  Instead, the legislation proposed will
legally allow ISPs to throttle bandwidth to competing firms on an arbitrary basis.  This will only impede e-commerce,
the freedom of information, and cause costs to rise across the board.  Internet in the United States is already the most
costly in the world in terms of  MB/s, why do you think it would be a good idea to allow an even more extractive
process to invade the internet?

Get out of the internet.  Stop allowing people to regulate.  The internet is responsible for some of the most profound
discoveries and technological advancements in the history of mankind, precisely because it was a super low-cost
transmission platform for information.  It is a tenant of our economy now and by allowing ISPs to give preferential
treatment to data, the FCC plans on undercutting, intentionally or not, the entire foundation of our economy.

By allowing this bill to become implemented, it is an attack on the very freedom of information that this country was
founded on.  To assume that the ISP's will be responsible caretakers in promoting information is asinine.  We have seen
Comcast among others abuse their local monopolies countless times, and court cases prove so.  Keep the net neutral,
keep the net free, and keep it easily accessible.  This will cripple innovation, also.
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I cannot begin to express my intense disappointment in the FCC for entertaining this idea.

Jordan Cole.

------------------------------ Email 8,378 ------------------------------

From: weekleyj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:11
Subject: It's time for ISP's to fall under common carrier rules
Anything less is short-changing your constituents.  The Internet is a
means to transport and access information, it's not an information
service as it has been previously classified.  I pay a monthly bill for
access, I should have full access. Your proposed net neutrality plan
would  sacrifice that access for greater profits for Verizon, AT&T etc...
The FCC's proposed Net Neutrality plan serve no one but the ISP's, are
anything but neutral and must be stopped.

JOhn Weekley

------------------------------ Email 8,379 ------------------------------

From: conner2or
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel Conner

Tualatin, OR 97062
US

------------------------------ Email 8,380 ------------------------------

From: krausedj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:11
Subject: Daniel Krause Feedback to Open Internet
I will try to summarize my ideas / feelings concisely and calmly.

Executive Summary:

1. It should be clear what users are purchasing, but there should be a clear and guaranteed rate at which the internet
connection will operate.  Example 100 Mbit connection should be sold as 100 Mbit to the entire internet.
2. Users should be allowed to option additional services for which they want additional bandwidth.  Example 200 Mbit
preferred connection to cached content.
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3. Users should always be able to buy a simple package with no additional preferred content providers.
4. Tiered connections must offer a minimum speed of 100 Mbit to the consumer, bidirectional.
5. The ratio of Tiered connections may not exceed 50% of the guaranteed connection speed.
6. #4 increases by x% per year.

Expanded Thoughts:

Obviously, these numbers are flexible, but I feel #4 and #6 would provide ISPs incentives to keep their infrastructures
up to date, I understand speeds vary based on overall topology.  As to open internet, make sure consumers can get to all
the web content by default, don't let ISPs sell 200 Mbit connections that only access 20% of the web at 200 Mbit.

I do think allowing / encouraging content caches is a great idea.  But it would be nice if caches didn't have to be linked
strongly to an ISP.  Thats why adding distance wording or node hop working might be a decent idea.  Tiers could be
somewhat based on distance.

Modify the wording of #1 to include Within 1000 miles or X hops away from user, the connection speed must be 100
MBit for some % of websites, outside of the united states, the speed must be 25 MBit for participating countries, or
something, this part would have to be overall worded open ended, since it will be difficult to enforce, and probably only
enforced for more major violations.

I hope this e-mail isn't too poorly spelled, and seems level headed.  I think High speed internet access is a public right,
without an attempt to interfere with the ability to access specific areas. If you have played mass effect, and read the lore,
 in a universe with FLT travel, they did have to segment the internet into planetary caches, and galaxy wide
connectivity.  Galaxy wide connectivity was a public right, but used prioritization to allow charging for higher priority
access.  This access paid for the network so everyone had access for free.

Today, to me, continents and oceans are the barriers we face, between New York and California, connectivity should be
good regardless.

Daniel J. Krause

------------------------------ Email 8,381 ------------------------------

From: brian miles
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:11
Subject: Restore common carrier rules for Internet service providers

To whom it may concern,

The only way to ensure net neutrality is to impose common carrier rules on Internet service providers (ISP).  The current
 FCC proposal to allow "fast lanes" and "slow lanes" will result in ISPs charging customers and content providers
paying twice for the same bandwidth, which will hurt consumers, will reduce innovation in our economy by making it
harder for start-ups to compete with established business, and will threaten the free flow of information vital to our
democracy.  To avoid these ills, the recent FCC proposal will must not be enacted, and common carrier rules must be
applied to ISPs.

Sincerely,

Brian Miles

------------------------------ Email 8,382 ------------------------------

From: wayne
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not change the rules about net neutrality.  ISPs should not
pick winners or losers.  They already have too much monopoly power over
our internet.

     Wayne

------------------------------ Email 8,383 ------------------------------

From: pashdown
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:12
Subject: Competition is needed before deregulation of ISPs
The FCC must support government sponsored fiber infrastructure for ISP
wholesale use.  The UTOPIA network in Utah has over a dozen ISPs
competing for customers and none of them are stupid enough to violate
network neutrality or hold content providers over a barrel.  If they
did, their customers would move to another ISP with a click of a
button.  If Comcast had competition that worked with Netflix instead of
their regressive peering policies, then Comcast wouldn't be around much
longer.

Keep the Internet free of regulation, but support municipal fiber for
robust competition.   Competition is not cable, DSL and wireless.
Competition is multiple ISPs on a gigabit capable fiber network.
Regardless of the actions of the FCC on net neutrality, the only
solution is to put the choice in the hands of the consumer.  Until then,
monopolies will continue to act like monopolies.

Pete Ashdown
XMission
Salt Lake City, Utah

------------------------------ Email 8,384 ------------------------------

From: michael
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:12
Subject: Oepn Internet and Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,

I write to you expressing concern for the lack of foresight the actions
of the FCC have had on America's greatest equalizer - The Internet. I
write because this internet allows me to, and to be actively engaged in
the world around me. I can be an entrepreneur without concern or fear
that I may be required to pay more for data than a competitor.

Net Neutrality, at its core, is one of the single-most important issues
facing the technology world. It has been coerced, and members of our
Congress, while perhaps having the best intention, are largely ignorant
of the implications that Comcast, Verizon and other ISPs have offered as
solutions to the internet.
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I have watched as your peers have left the FCC to join lobbying groups
for the very industries that they once regulated, and I cannot help but
to observe the slow erosion of the openness and accessibility of the
internet.

In New Jersey, the state legislature worked with Verizon to try and
bring FiOS to the masses, but instead, after Verizon failed to meet
their responsibility, the agreement was changed to 4G LTE service -
which is more expensive and merely drives larger revenues to Verizon,
while providing less service to the end user.

The Comcast/Time-Warner merger only serves to limit competition through
consolidation. We saw this in the banking industry. The actions of the
FCC have been shown to be relatively weak over the years and getting weaker.

It is the responsibility of the FCC to protect the voter from
unscrupulous practices of businesses. While I understand Congress is
inept at providing a solution, I would hope that you, as chair of one of
the most valuable regulating bodies, can understand that you have a duty
to protect consumers first, businesses second.

A MB is no more expensive for Netflix to transmit than for my own piddly
website to transmit, and therefor, Netflix should not be charged
differently per MB than me, simply because Comcast and Verizon have
their own video services they want to promote. First and foremost, these
companies are Internet Service Providers, not content providers. They
are trying to bend the rules to support their own projects, and it will
lead to further consolidation, a lack of true competition and slowly
erode more and more of what has made the internet great.

I urge you to not make the state of the internet worse. Brazil has
passed a Net Neutrality bill that earned the ire of corporations and the
praise of its citizens. The EU is passing comprehensive internet rules
to guarantee open access. Is America truly run as an oligarchy now that
we will continue to fall behind in the world.

We already have relatively slow speeds of landline service. Carriers sue
municipalities for bypassing their services when municipal broadband
offers better and cheaper service than they do. They have lobbied
against, and caused state legislatures to pass laws preventing these
municipal broadbands from even being created or further extended. I have
to ask, what purpose does this serve to promote competition?

In closing, I urge you to rewrite the Net Neutrality rules to be truly
neutral. If you don't, then you will further condemn this country to a
slump where corporations gain more and more control, and the general
population becomes weaker against them.

Respectfully,

Michael Toland

------------------------------ Email 8,385 ------------------------------
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From: ianjsikes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

-Ian Justice Sikes

------------------------------ Email 8,386 ------------------------------

From: charles.murphyiii
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:13
Subject: Net Neutrality and other things
Any policy that gives ISPs, Comcast, Time Warner, Verizon, and the like more power is horrendous. Giving companies
like these the degree of control they already have has made the US a joke in terms of speeds, connection reliability, and
service throughout the world. The industry needs more viable competition, not hurdles for new companies and new fees.
 Right now providers are hiking prices and lowering speeds just because they can and they already don't deliver on
promised speeds as it is. Companies shouldn't have to pay tolls for their content to reach us. We're paying for it, we
demand what we paid for. That goes for the providers too. Too often do services go out, or speeds plummet, or prices
rise on a whim. ISPs need to be classified as common carriers under Title II of the Communications Act and regulated
so the abuse of American Citizens can stop. Having internet of a decent speed isn't something that's optional anymore,
it's a necessity. Charging
 outrageous prices for that necessity is nothing short of extortion and right now, you're enabling it. Additionally, these
companies are still selling user data and working consent for that practice into vague end user license agreements. That
needs to be handled.

------------------------------ Email 8,387 ------------------------------

From: cp531994
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:13
Subject: Fuck u and ur greed

Sent from my U.S. Cellular® Smartphone

------------------------------ Email 8,388 ------------------------------

From: kyle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:13
Subject: Net Neutrality and Public Comments

Dear FCC -

I found this e-mail address on this article with respect to requesting
public comment on Net Neutrality rules.
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http://www.pcworld.com/article/2148700/under-fire-over-net-neutrality-plans-fcc-seeks-early-feedback.html

My comments are as follows:

---------------------------------------------

Dear FCC -

I have read reports online about your intention to allow Internet
Service Providers (ISPs) to erect toll-booths and to forcibly
extract money by way of specifically blocking or altering the
properties of traffic transiting the Internet.

The people trying to modify how the Internet operates maintain
out-dated businesses and failing business models that do not
serve the interests of the consumer in an optimal manner and
they are attempting to sustain these "dead businesses" by
altering the structure of how the Internet operates.

They are, in effect, attempting to transform a vibrant free flowing
area of growth into a closed gatekeeper system that empowers them
to extort money from the true innovators that are pushing the envelop
within our economy.

Packets on the Internet should not be censored, slowed, or subject
to tolls of any kind.  Costs of one service over another should not
be artificially raised by blackmailers and extortionists trying
to preferentially extract money from one competitor or another.

The end-consumer should pay for their bandwidth and the bandwidth
should be pure and clean - just like water utilities are required
to deliver clean water.

Kyle Lussier
CEO/TICKLE.ME

------------------------------ Email 8,389 ------------------------------

From: ert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You are not doing your job if you hand off the Internet to corporate interests. Your job is to protect public interests.
Guess what, my tax dollars helped support the development of the Internet. It is all of ours, and corporations need to
deal with it is public, not their private property. No exceptions. We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as
smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality.

Edward Thornton
3025 S 74TH ST
Swarthmore, PA 19081
US
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------------------------------ Email 8,390 ------------------------------

From: patq911
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:14
Subject: Open Internet
Please stop with this consumer and country hurting polices and just do what is necessary to curb the greed and blatant
monopolizing of some ISPs (namely comcast)

The new proposed regulations only serve to help corporations and only result in consumers paying more for less.

--
PJQ

------------------------------ Email 8,391 ------------------------------

From: rsleip
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rachel Leip
1921 Chicago Rd.
Jefferson City, MO 65109
US

------------------------------ Email 8,392 ------------------------------

From: starheart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Jamia Kelly

------------------------------ Email 8,393 ------------------------------

From: shirleylberry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shirley Berry

NY 11201

------------------------------ Email 8,394 ------------------------------

From: crissymoss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:16
Subject: Open Internet
The internet has been one of the most inspiring places for people to create and develop new technology, new businesses,
 and reach more people then ever before.

Bands can now sell their music directly to their customers. Authors are now making a living off writing, not just a
pittance. Film and game designers are collaborating from many countries. Businesses are expanding, and new
businesses are developing, all because of the web.

In the modern USA it is nearly impossible to get a job without access to the internet. Many companies do not accept
applications unless you go to their website. You can't get bills from some companies unless you have an email. Even
ordering a pizza is sometimes difficult unless you are online.

Just think what this world would be like without the internet. How much progress would be undone? How many people
would be out of work, or forced to commute again? How much business would be slowed because people had to travel
from one end of the globe to another?

The internet should be classified as a common carrier, just as the phone was decades ago. ISP's should be held
accountable for the billions they took in to upgrade services then never held up their end of the agreement.

If we want our country to grow and thrive we need a free and open internet. We need it out from under the monopoly
that has been crushing it for so long. We need an updated infrastructure that will let technology bloom like it never has
before.

Once the government decided to create the international highway system, and that led to the biggest boom in our
economy, ever. We had jobs, and those jobs allowed people to buy more, create more, and go farther. If the ISP's aren't
willing to do the same thing with our internet, then the government should. It would show the people that our
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government is for the people again, not just for big business.

------------------------------ Email 8,395 ------------------------------

From: scoobyaloha
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Greg Adsluf
Eastern Parkway
Brooklyn, NY 11238
US

------------------------------ Email 8,396 ------------------------------

From: arolighe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:16
Subject: Net Neutrality.
After the Supreme Court struck down previous Net Neutrality laws, the FCC made strong comments about 'going to bat'
 for an open and free internet. The current proposals are a tattered shadow of those strong promises, and are
unacceptable as they exist in their current form. Our President made similar promises, to hold up the tenants of
neutrality on the internet.

Neither comcast nor verison own the internet, nor should they be entitled to special funds from innovators under the
guise of providing increased services to those innovators. If their lines can't handle the needs of their customers, they
should deal with that as a business, not as a political entity.

This entire debate hinges around the FCC suddenly trying to convince the people that this move is what it always
intended, that it's what's best for us. The American people are not fooled, nor will we be complacent with this idiocy. If
current law does not allow for protection of the last true, open market, the last source of open information, then new
laws must be drafted. We will not settle for a temporary measure, we will not sit by while you fumble this around and
mess it up. We want nothing less than you have repeatedly vowed to maintain, and there should be no easier path than
holding up what we've had for years.

Regards,

An infuriated citizen.

------------------------------ Email 8,397 ------------------------------

From: jjlabritt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:17
Subject: ISP Classification/Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
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I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

-JJ La Britt

------------------------------ Email 8,398 ------------------------------

From: mosb1000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:17
Subject: Net Neutrality and Anti-Competitive Behavior by Cable Companies
I am disturbed by the recent FCC proposal to allow "content providers" to pay ISPs extra to gain preferential treatment
for their packets. My concern is mostly about how this will effect the competition between Netflix and Comcast. Since
Comcast owns a number of "content providers," this will essentially allow them to give preferential treatment to their
own content for free (since they would be getting any money paid by their content providing subsidiaries) while
charging Netflix extra for the same access. This is coming on the heels of Comcast already having used their monopoly
power to coerce payments for internal infrastructure upgrades from Netflix.

Because Comcast is a content provider as well as an ISP, there is a clear conflict of interest for them between providing
good internet service, and forcing their users to stick with the antiquated cable business model. And because they are
granted local monopoly in the areas they serve, they can (and have been) providing inferior service to their customers
for quite a while with little fear of negative repercussions for their bottom line. It goes without saying this is the kind of
thing the FCC is tasked with preventing. If you are unable to do that, Netflix will probably go out of business, and
Antitrust lawsuits will be brought against Comcast and other cable providers over this anti-competitive behavior. It will
be a huge fiasco that will set the US internet infrastructure back decades and hurt the US economy.

------------------------------ Email 8,399 ------------------------------

From: stripeydude
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: Regarding net neutrality
Dear whoever this concerns,

   I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

   Sincerely, a concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 8,400 ------------------------------

From: tsaegert22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: I want ISPs classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Hello,
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My name is Travis Saegert, and as a concerned citizen of the United States of America, I would like my voice to be
heard on the matter of net neutrality and a free and open internet. A free and open internet is exactly what the American
Dream is about, a land of opportunity, a place where freedom of speech cannot be silenced, a place where anyone,
including a 19 year old Harvard student, can create a website that connects billions of people, all for free. I hope that
one day my children will be able to use the same free and open internet I have known and loved all my life.

--

Thanks,
T

------------------------------ Email 8,401 ------------------------------

From: spamster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Allan Clarke (  writes:

The internet is the greatest communications invention ever, surpassed only by the invention of speech itself. The newly
announced FCC stance on net neutrality is an abomination and nothing short of a sellout of the rights of corporations
over those of people. I oppose this and am willing for this to be the single issue that determines my vote in the future.

On behalf of the founders of this country and all who have died in its defense, shame on the pretense, shame of the FCC,
 shame on Tom Wheeler, and shame on President Obama.

Allan Clarke
Austin, TX

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,402 ------------------------------

From: tj.dividemysky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thomas Szewczak
PO Box 2349
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Avon, CO 81620

------------------------------ Email 8,403 ------------------------------

From: quavmo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gavin Morgan

Mountain View, CA 94043

------------------------------ Email 8,404 ------------------------------

From: vizioiphone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject:
I want ISPs classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

-Dakota Maples

------------------------------ Email 8,405 ------------------------------

From: djstucrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Selling out the American public, who paid for the Internet and whose taxes maintain it still, for corporate dollars will
not only be unhealthy for commerce and unfair to small business, but will be unhealthy to YOUR career as well.  We
The People will NOT stand idly by and watch our commons being sold to the highest bidder.

Maintain net neutrality.  Protect it against all encroachment.

Stuart Chisholm

Roseville, MI 48066
US

------------------------------ Email 8,406 ------------------------------
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From: djstucrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

Selling out the American public, who paid for the Internet and whose taxes maintain it still, for corporate dollars will
not only be unhealthy for commerce and unfair to small business, but will be unhealthy to YOUR career as well.  We
The People will NOT stand idly by and watch our commons being sold to the highest bidder.

Maintain net neutrality.  Protect it against all encroachment.

Stuart Chisholm

Roseville, MI 48066
US

------------------------------ Email 8,407 ------------------------------

From: josephwitt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph Witt
4128 SE 25th Ave
Portland, OR 97202
US

------------------------------ Email 8,408 ------------------------------

From: max.maxkot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:20
Subject: Internet RIghts
Please FCC stop this before it gets out of hand. The bill you propose is only going to create more antitrust than there are
already today. If you make it so only big businesses or people who can afford the expensive cost can get faster
connections through internet service providers, you will only stifle innovation and ruin what makes the internet great.
I'm am just one of the few, standing up for my generation and future generations to come. Yours truely,

------------------------------ Email 8,409 ------------------------------

From: maxdread
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:20
Subject: how stupid do you think we are
The FCC's proposed plan to allow ISPs like the behemoth Comcast to give preferential treatment to some customers
over others in return for more money is transparently a sell-out. I believe the government already pays owners of
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internet infrastructure large amounts of taxpayer money with some vague hope that these utterly compromised
organizations will serve the public interest in some small way (after all, they believe as many self-serving politicians
and ignorant citizens do that making the maximum profit is their only obligation, so what the heck makes anyone think
they'll do anything other than bank the money and laugh up their sleeves at us suckers).

So now, you want to give them the go-ahead to sell us out. Literally. You wave your hands and mouth some
contemptible bullshit that somehow this isn't how it looks and are apparently surprised that people are skeptical of this
cozy relationship. Of course, public perception isn't helped by the revolving door between industry and government.
Will Wheeler be returning to some comfortable industry position after his term serving up the judas goat? How
wonderful for him and for the industry. Shame about those pretty notions of good governance, free and fair competition,
 and government for the people.

In case it isn't clear from the above, I and everyone I have talked to about this see it as a disgusting sellout, a completely
transparent move by a completely compromised governmental body.  Don't do it -- your job mandates that you consider
the greater public good, and this deal serves only a few very narrow interests.  If you want to improve broadband
service, try writing meaningful contracts with these sharks that make them cough up their fair share in improving
infrastructure.

Mark Sammons

--
Ubi solitudinem faciunt, pacem appellant

------------------------------ Email 8,410 ------------------------------

From: jksteenson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jacob Steenson

Omaha, NE 68136

------------------------------ Email 8,411 ------------------------------

From: cedar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:21
Subject: Keep the internet open
Keep the internet the same speed for all. It's critical to the internet that we keep net neutrality. I'm already paying my
ISP for access to ALL the internet, they shouldn't be able to throttle parts.
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John McKay
Seattle

------------------------------ Email 8,412 ------------------------------

From: davestaple
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:21
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Staple

------------------------------ Email 8,413 ------------------------------

From: rtbrown1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

As one of billions of people who use the internet daily, from entertainment to school work, I can not stress the
importance of net neutrality in the United States. Other countries do not have to battle for this simple concept because
they recognize the even platform and opportunities that the World Wide Web provides to all persons and businesses. By
 classifying Internet service providers as Type II Telecommunications Services, you will help keep the internet as an
open platform free from corporate greed and interference.

Thank you,

Rachel B.

------------------------------ Email 8,414 ------------------------------

From: michaelbarnes4719
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:22
Subject: net neutrality
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Mr Wheeler,
I am not interested in being bothered, or exposed to excessive content, from organizations that have massed enough
money to buy higher speed internet service, just as I am not in favor of a large, over-leveraged bank buying a smaller,
solvent bank. These things are not democracy, or even capitalism. Theodore Roosevelt recognized it for what it is -
monopoly.

The internet should be free and open, and your proposed set of rules will allow for neither.

"A great democracy must be progressive or it will soon cease to be a great democracy." -- Theodore Roosevelt.

Michael Barnes
mailto

------------------------------ Email 8,415 ------------------------------

From: mdenmark.4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you

------------------------------ Email 8,416 ------------------------------

From: jjaskulka
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:22
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't kill net neutrality by allowing companies like Netflix to have an edge over smaller, less popular websites.
The internet needs to be free from regulation and allow everyone to have an equal chance at success. Giving big,
established companies an advantage over small, independent websites goes against the entire idea of a free
market/capitalism.

-Josh Jaskulka, Minnesota resident

------------------------------ Email 8,417 ------------------------------

From: cjmoberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:23
Subject: Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already.
Classify ISP’s as Title II and be done with it already.

------------------------------ Email 8,418 ------------------------------

From: arthurbrunet44
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Arthur Brunet
26 Wadsworth St.
26 Wadsworth St.
Danvers, MA 01923
US

------------------------------ Email 8,419 ------------------------------

From: guitarboy103
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthew K.

sSint Louis, MO 63139

------------------------------ Email 8,420 ------------------------------

From: barelyawesome
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
Do you work for the corporations who only care about profit? Or do you care about keeping the most valuable resource
to mankind - the internet - open and unstifled for everyone to access? Why not take a look at what Brazil and EU have
done and actually take a stand against fascism and corruption? Net Neutrality is essential for the progress of our
civilization; take it away and it's straight back to the dark ages.

------------------------------ Email 8,421 ------------------------------

From: rturcotte53
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:24
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ron Turcotte

------------------------------ Email 8,422 ------------------------------

From: aclarke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:24
Subject: recently announced plan for internet fast lanes
The internet is the greatest communications invention ever, surpassed only by the invention of speech itself. The newly
announced FCC stance on net neutrality is an abomination and nothing short of a sellout of the rights of corporations
over those of people. I oppose this and am willing for this to be the single issue that determines my vote in the future.

On behalf of the founders of this country and all who have died in its defense, shame on the pretense, shame of the FCC,
 shame on Tom Wheeler, and shame on President Obama.

Allan Clarke

Austin, TX

------------------------------ Email 8,423 ------------------------------

From: melswick1127
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:24
Subject: ISPs
It would benefit the US as a whole to class ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,424 ------------------------------

From: robert.lederman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:24
Subject: OPINION ON NET NEUTRALITY
To whom it may concern:
I believe strongly that Internet service carrier must be classified as common carriers. hi there for strongly opposed we re
sent FCC rules that allow individual negotiations between Internet service providers providers special to high speed data
 transmission. I believe it is essential for the financial success of our nation that the FCC use its authority to assure
genuine net neutrality and not the phony concept currently proffered
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sincerely robert lederman 3916 Underwood Street Chevy Chase Maryland 20815

------------------------------ Email 8,425 ------------------------------

From: spread2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christopher Cameron
300 N 130th st unit # 2106
Seattle, WA 98133
US

------------------------------ Email 8,426 ------------------------------

From: travis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:25
Subject: The importance of a free internet
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Travis Bauscher

------------------------------ Email 8,427 ------------------------------

From: tjps636
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:26
Subject: PRO - Net neutrality
"The internet today is an open platform where the demand for websites and services dictates success. You’ve got
barriers to entry that are low and equal for all comers. And it’s because the internet is a neutral platform that I can put on
 this podcast and transmit it over the internet without having to go through some corporate media middleman. I can say
what I want without censorship. I don’t have to pay a special charge. But the big telephone and cable companies want to
 change the internet as we know it. They say they want to create high-speed lanes on the internet and strike exclusive
contractual arrangements with internet content-providers for access to those high-speed lanes. Those of us who can’t
pony up the cash for these high-speed connections will be relegated to the slow lanes … We can’t have a situation in
which the corporate duopoly dictates the future of the internet and that’s why I’m supporting what is called net
neutrality."

- Senator Obama June 8th, 2006<http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Network_Neutrality>
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Having ISPs not be regulated as common carriers is directly equivalent to not supporting net neutrality, even aside from
the fact that ISPs in the vast majority of this country have a monopoly.  Allowing access providers to also be content
providers and shape their access accordingly is the most damaging thing one could do to an open internet.  In the
information age, free and unrestricted access to information is the only way for democracy to survive.

Do the right thing.   ISPs must carry all packets without discrimination.

Thanks for reading,
   Thomas Snider
   MIT '09

------------------------------ Email 8,428 ------------------------------

From: bmdavis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:26
Subject: small business owner opposes changes
I own a small business and the internet is very important to my business. By denying net neutrality, you hurting small
businesses. Consumers, long known to be fickle, will shop, peruse and get their information at the sites that own the real
 estate on main street while the mom-and-pop business will be relegated to the back alleys.

Please reconsider, keep small business a viable option.

Brian Davis,

Pennsylvania

------------------------------ Email 8,429 ------------------------------

From: bwing1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The current administration promised to support free and open communications, equivocating this proposal to violation
of the first amendment by hampering the growth of small business, learning, original content, and diminishing the
already hushed voice of the average citizen. Such an action would not only be highly contrarian to the interests of the
country but would stifle a resource upon which we rely to stay competitive. I am personally outraged that this proposal
has made it this far. This action speaks to shortsightedness in favor of profits and the destruction of such a valuable
resource.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Benjamin Wing

 37830

------------------------------ Email 8,430 ------------------------------

From: happaning
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:26
Subject: I SUPPORT TITLE II
To whom it may concern,

I support broadband internet being classified as a Title II Telecommunications service.

Citizen of California

------------------------------ Email 8,431 ------------------------------

From: wfred1959
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:27
Subject: Proposed Internet Rules
Please DO NOT allow any changes allowing ISP’s to treat any internet service different from any other. ISP’s
constantly use claims of streaming and download speeds in advertising and to justify consumer pricing; if an ISP is
unable to live up to advertised claims and is unable to deliver content equally, then it is obligated to upgrade
infrastructure to handle the load.

Bill Mitchell
1-607-760-9336

------------------------------ Email 8,432 ------------------------------

From: tobydillman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Toby Dillman
151 Autumn Ridge Drve
Montgomery, IL 60538

------------------------------ Email 8,433 ------------------------------
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From: roca29
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:27
Subject: The FCC is Wrong and is against Net Neutrality.
To whom it may concern:

My name is Roman Castillo and I'm a concerned citizen of this great country and of the internet. I am EXTREMELY
disappointed with the FCC lately. The recent news regarding the FCC's views and proposed measures on net neutrality
recently has made me wonder whether we live in a first or third world country. There can be NO preferential treatment
on the internet of any kind to anyone! Everyone deserves unfiltered, unfettered, and COMPLETELY uncensored access
to the internet. If I pay every month my internet bill for X amount of Mb's than that is exactly what I demand from that
ISP. That specific bandwidth 24 hours a day 7 days a week. Nothing more nothing less. If the website or streaming
service or whatever that I'm utilizing is within my bandwidth than my ISP has to let that traffic through because it's
clearly within my bandwidth constraints. The Internet is a bastion of freedom that is capable of reversing oppression in
even the most repressive atmospheres (Arab spring?). A free unfiltered internet is necessary for any modern democracy
to function.

This new action on your part would not only stifle free speech, free and fluid exchange of ideas and dissent, not to
mention be a direct threat to our free market economic model. This is action is anti democratic and un-american. If you
really want to improve the internet and contribute something useful to it, why don't you start with the anemic speeds and
 high prices that americans pay in comparison to the rest of the developed world and even some developing countries?
We have one of the most expensive and mediocre internet access on the planet and you're worrying about this? Even if
net neutrality is saved and something as ghastly as your proposed net neutrality measures are not implemented we
should still as citizens be ashamed that it was even suggested to begin with. I am ashamed at the FCC even if you're not.

-Sincerely and respectfully

Roman A. Castillo

------------------------------ Email 8,434 ------------------------------

From: alexander.flint
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler -

I am writing to urge you to develop final FCC rules that will protect the open internet. Specifically, as a co-founder of a
small internet startup in Silicon Valley (www.image32.com<http://www.image32.com>), I strongly urge you NOT to
allow the telecommunications and other broadband providers to charge websites for higher bandwidth / speeds. Such
measures would kill small startups like ours that would not be able to afford such 'fast lane' surcharges. Rules such as
those recently leaked in the press would profoundly stifle innovation in the the United States. A recent piece in the New
Yorker described the proposed fees as 'payola,' and although that's a charged word, it seems entirely appropriate in this
context.

Thank you very much for your attention. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alexander C. Flint

Alexander C. Flint, MD, PhD, FAHA
Twitter : @neuroicudoc<https://twitter.com/neuroicudoc>
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Facebook<http://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=1014842756> | LinkedIn<http://www.linkedin.com/profile/view?
id=201099909&trk=tab_pro> | Google+<https://plus.google.com/116901824712743281668/>
Blog: www.neuroicudoc.com<http://www.neuroicudoc.com>
Public PGP Key<https://app.box.com/s/0axevbvxhnsse1237ujy>

------------------------------ Email 8,435 ------------------------------

From: mnova35
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:27
Subject: Net Neutrality Plan is terrible.
I hate it. Seriously.

------------------------------ Email 8,436 ------------------------------

From: dan.codiga
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel Codiga

MA 02130

------------------------------ Email 8,437 ------------------------------

From: daniel.belhumeur
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Belhumeur

 02127

------------------------------ Email 8,438 ------------------------------

From: unstill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Howard Goldberg
466 East Mariposa St
Altadena, CA 91001

------------------------------ Email 8,439 ------------------------------

From: dylandotzlaf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:28
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services!!!

------------------------------ Email 8,440 ------------------------------

From: piette70
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:28
Subject: SAVE THE INTERNET DONT BUY INTO THE BULLSHIT
I want ISP services to be classed as  as Title II Telecommunications Services!

Just be done with it and do the right thing

------------------------------ Email 8,441 ------------------------------

From: nferguson321
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:29
Subject: Net Neutrality Feedback
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality; in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and frequent internet user, it is imperative that broadband access, and internet access in general,
remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
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an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

N. Ferguson

------------------------------ Email 8,442 ------------------------------

From: k4510x
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:29
Subject: Dear Sir/Madam
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,443 ------------------------------

From: doriandaley1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dorian Daley

 4879

------------------------------ Email 8,444 ------------------------------

From: bremnerdc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:29
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Subject: FCC "Fast Lane" Ruling
You people don't want our opinions. You knew what you were doing when you reversed your stance on this issue and
allowed the "fast lane". So disgusting, if there is a hell in the afterlife you are going straight the fuck to it. Dirty, money
grubbing scumbags.

------------------------------ Email 8,445 ------------------------------

From: rtrozzo102
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
ray trozzo

------------------------------ Email 8,446 ------------------------------

From: charlie.strauss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:29
Subject: Do not destroy the internet
Just reclassify the the internet from "information provider" to "common carrier" then impose your regulations of
neutrality/

Strauss Charlie
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 8,447 ------------------------------

From: mmashwani
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I think your recent plan which allows ISPs to charge companies for preferred access to customers is a terrible idea and
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will kill net neutrality. I hope the FCC reconsiders this decision.

Thanks,
Muhammad Mashwani
7355 Balson Ave
Saint Louis, MO

------------------------------ Email 8,448 ------------------------------

From: wfred1959
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:30
Subject: proposed internet rules
Allowing an ISP to charge a web service extra simply to ensure necessary bandwidth is the same as the old Mafia
scheme of charging a business owner “fire insurance” to make sure his business didn’t burn down.
Bill Mitchell
1-607-760-9336

  _____

 <http://www.avast.com/>        This email is free from viruses and malware because avast!
Antivirus<http://www.avast.com/> protection is active.

------------------------------ Email 8,449 ------------------------------

From: ggant1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:30
Subject: Please do not allow large companies to regulate the internet.
What things are coming to, is one day in the not too distant future, it will called the Verizon Internet, or the AT&T
internet… Maybe we could be looking at the “Facebook White House”, or the “Proctor and Gamble Capitol Building”,
or the “Lincoln Memorial brought to you by Alka Seltzer”.  I’m really glad I will probably die before that.  You
politicians have ruined this country…..it is no longer a democracy.

Gene Gant

------------------------------ Email 8,450 ------------------------------

From: kevmosher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want ISP's to be classified as title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,451 ------------------------------

From: janetaggiemom98
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:30
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Here comes the greed machine again !!!

Janet Johnson
1208 Tower Rd
Wallis, TX 77485
US

------------------------------ Email 8,452 ------------------------------

From: hope.schissler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Hope Schissler
1732 Ascot Way #G
Reston, VA 20190

------------------------------ Email 8,453 ------------------------------

From: paulsenbigp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bradley S. Paulsen II
1072 E. Chicago Blvd., Apt #7
Tecumseh, MI 49286
US

------------------------------ Email 8,454 ------------------------------

From: baron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:32
Subject: please reclassify the Internet as a common carrier
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The subject line says it all. But here is an anecdote if you want
more.

In about 1968, I, then a graduate student, was head of the platform
committee of the Ann Arbor (MI) Democratic Party, and I took it upon
myself to put something in the platform about Community Antenna
TV. The candidate for Mayor, Robert Harris, thought that this was a
good idea and recommended that I talk to his colleague at U. Mich. Law
School, Charles Donahue. Donahue recommended some reading about
regulation of public utilities, and I did the reading. We both agreed
that CATV should be regulated at the city level as a common
carrier. This just seemed the right way to do it, as it was
effectively a monopoly, like the phone system. So we put this in the
platform (along with several other provisions).

Harris won the election - the first Democrat in several decades - and
eventually, after I left town for a real job, an ordinance was passed
after extensive revision. I don't know what the status of it is
now. Donahue is now at Harvard Law School. I don't think he is
interested in this anymore.

Well, here we are again, but now we are talking about the national
level. Yes, these companies are still behaving like monopolies, even
if they aren't quite. (In Philadelphia, there are two, but both of
them are nasty, especially Comcast. Don't get me started on this.)
Thus, the rationale for common carrier regulation is as strong as
ever.

My understanding is that you can do this. Please do it.

Jon

------------------------------ Email 8,455 ------------------------------

From: susieahildebrand
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sue Hildebrand
2072 A Natures Lane West
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
US

------------------------------ Email 8,456 ------------------------------

From: marcieberle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marci Oliver
1202 gatehouse dr
Cary, NC 27511
US

------------------------------ Email 8,457 ------------------------------

From: zac.kaiser
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:33
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Breaking net neutrality is an awful move that will hurt internet startups by giving already large companies resources for
faster service and will harm consumers as an already obscenely marked up business will further increase prices for
consumers claiming they need it to pay for the increased bandwidth. ISP’s are already a monopoly as they move in to s
neighborhood and they are the only ISP there so a consumer has no choice but to buy from them, there is hardly any
competition. It will be even worse if the Time Warner - Comcast merger goes through. ISP’s have no inceptive to be
consumer friendly as we have no choice, they should be classified as a Title I telecommunications and government
regulated such as utilities are because consumers have no choice with those either and the government did something
about it, why aren’t you doing something about this now?

------------------------------ Email 8,458 ------------------------------

From: cody.barnett
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:33
Subject: Classify Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications  Services
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Sincerely,
Cody Barnett

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 8,459 ------------------------------

From: jcmoranny91
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:33
Subject:
Keep the internet free! don't let companies run this country! do it for the citizens not the people who lobby.

------------------------------ Email 8,460 ------------------------------

From: rhestholm
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Houghton III
194 Church Lane
Wayne, NJ 07470
US

------------------------------ Email 8,461 ------------------------------

From: tech222
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:33
Subject: Regarding Proposed FCC Rules
Dear Sirs,

I am writing you today to express my concern regarding the new rules recently proposed by the FCC regarding the
dismantling of Net Neutrality. There is literally not a single consumer in all of America who has ever expressed a desire
for multi-tier bandwidth speeds at prices determined by their Internet Service Provider. ISP's cannot be allowed to have
to power to pick and choose which parts of the internet get which level of bandwidth. The only function any ISP should
have is to connect consumers with the rest of the internet with no bias whatsoever, similar to a phone company or a
power company. As such ISP's should be categorized as public utilities.

ISP's such as Comcast have already demonstrated themselves to be bad free market actors by charging extra fee's to
individual website such as Netflix for the privilege to reaching their customers. These ISP's currently have a monopoly
on consumers and are charging both consumers for access to the internet and individual website operators for access to
those same consumers. These ISP's have carved the country into zones where they have agreed to respect each other's
monopolies. In light of this egregious anti-competitive, monopolistic behaviour it is clear that these companies can not
be trusted to serve the interests of consumers.

The internet is the single most important, most powerful tool for communicating information and ideas that has ever
been created in all of mankind's history. Previous generations of Americans have fought and died to create institutions
such as public libraries and the postal service for the express purpose for sharing information. This ability for the
common man to freely and easily share information is fundamental to maintaining a functioning democracy. As such I
would hope, and fully expect, that you will be publicly taking any and all actions necessary to fight against these newly
proposed rules by the FCC.  Please send me a reply email stating what specific actions you are your FCC
Commissioners will be taking to put a stop the implementation of these proposed rules and to enshrine in law the
principles of Net Neutrality.

Thank You,

David Lipman
151 Norfolk Street, apt.5a
New York City, NY 10002
ph:  917 687 9751

------------------------------ Email 8,462 ------------------------------
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From: hieters
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:33
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality : Young Female Student Speaks Out (reclassify  Internet providers as common carriers.)
Great. Thanks!

Please continue your integrity and listen to more of the people. We are so busy trying to feed ourselves and our families,
 we do not all have the time to stand out on the street corner and voice our concerns.

We are all not happy, and now have less voice than our forefathers ever intended.

It is a horrifying future.

God help the poor man, for being homeless is becoming illegal, and I fear for those who are being murdered and raped
in our streets by police officials.

I know you know this is all corrupt and I know that it is people like you and the ones in your social circles whom are the
 ones who can stop it.

YOU are OUR voice.
Thank you again.

-Shelby Hieter

Student @ Green Mountain College

On Sat, Apr 26, 2014 at 2:45 PM, OpenInternet < mailto  wrote:

   Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

------------------------------ Email 8,463 ------------------------------

From: pealingchord
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Whitney
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8 Ellen Dr
Wyoming, PA 18644

------------------------------ Email 8,464 ------------------------------

From: ahebrank
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:34
Subject: common carrier status for ISPs
Apparently the FCC has the power to regulate ISPs as common carriers, which would seem like a no-brainer since:

- a free (as in speech), fair, and neutral information packet delivery system (i.e., the internet) is the primary driver and
facilitator of modern American technological innovation
- the large ISPs are universally reviled by consumers for their pricing and service tactics
(http://bgr.com/2013/05/21/american-isp-customer-satisfaction-rankings/)
- incumbent ISPs and large media conglomerates (oh, wait--they're now the same!) will certainly use preferential routing
 to favor their interests and limit those who can't or won't pay to play

There is no possible way a non-neutral delivery system could improve the current state of US internet access, which is
frankly terrible (http://mashable.com/2013/10/28/study-broadband-connectivity/).  How could increased consolidation
and limits on disruptive innovation improve the situation?  Has that ever happened in any market?

It's probably a pretty idealistic view of democratic governance, but the FCC needs to remember its constituency are all
the Americans whose lives and livelihoods depend on free and fair access to information, not just those who hire former
and future commissioners.

thanks--
Andy

------------------------------ Email 8,465 ------------------------------

From: pete.smith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:35
Subject: Revive Net Neutrality
No matter what words our government uses, this is a huge benefit for the monopolies and very bad news for the general
internet.  Please reclassify internet broadband providers as common carriers.

As end users, we have very little choice here.  I can't just choose to go with another provider due to the monopoly.  We
need to have a say or we need to completely open the market and force the medium owners to allow collocation of
equipment from competition.

Please don't let them take the internet away!!!

Pete Smith
IT Professional

--

------------------------------ Email 8,466 ------------------------------

From: sveniaminov



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rostislav Veniaminov
11601 highview ave
Silver spring, MD 20902

------------------------------ Email 8,467 ------------------------------

From: furkan.a.sozen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would like to live in a world with net neutrality. I want ISPs classed as a Title II Telecommunication Service

------------------------------ Email 8,468 ------------------------------

From: ceisenbach
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cody Eisenbach
2107 W Oak St
Apt. A
Denton, TX 76201

------------------------------ Email 8,469 ------------------------------

From: jeffwaec
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: Keep the Internet Free and Open
Mr. Wheeler,
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As a concerned citizen I urge you to keep the internet free and open. Allowing discrimination will kill the creative and
progressive nature of the internet. Don't support the big tel-coms that continue to hurt consumers at every chance. Thank
 you for your time and consideration.

A concerned citizen,

Jeff Waechter

------------------------------ Email 8,470 ------------------------------

From: hamptonwoosley8
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: Net Neutrailty
Taking away net neutrality will only benefit a small number of greedy corporation headers while being detrimental to
literally millions of Americans (pretty much every internet user basically). Please reconsider and make the internet a
Title II Telecommunications Service!

------------------------------ Email 8,471 ------------------------------

From: mattfrazier
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: New Net Nuetrality Proposal
Here is why your current plan is bad:

1. It will hurt internet start ups by giving large established companies the resources to pay for a faster pipeline
(basically, it's like highways. It allows ISPs to say "pay us a fee and your trucks can go 60 mph, otherwise, you can only
 haul your goods around at 30 mph).

2. It will damage e-commerce on the consumer side as well. Companies having to pay for faster bandwidth will have to
pass that cost onto the consumer. Anyone who doesn't have the money will be forced to cancel their plans or avoid
purchasing goods.

3. It allows already oversized ISPs to further monopolize and detriment a market where there are no repercussions. ISPs
like Comcast and Time Warner don't need to worry about their customers leaving for better services. THEYRE THE
ONLY SERVICE! In this situation, why not try to increase profits when you know the only alternative for customers is
no service at all?

Thank you!

Matt Frazier, Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,472 ------------------------------

From: craibuc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

craig buchanan

MN 55408

------------------------------ Email 8,473 ------------------------------

From: jesebus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

George Ferrell
338 15th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90402
US

------------------------------ Email 8,474 ------------------------------

From: dshau1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Diane Shaughnessy

------------------------------ Email 8,475 ------------------------------
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From: jklarson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:36
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Hello,

Please classify ISPs as Title II Telecom Services. I'd appreciate it.

-Jim Larson

------------------------------ Email 8,476 ------------------------------

From: rwivie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ronald Ivie
1357 Meander Street
Abilene, TX 79602

------------------------------ Email 8,477 ------------------------------

From: annikapri
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Annie Prince
6015 Domarray Street
Coopersburg, PA 18036
US

------------------------------ Email 8,478 ------------------------------

From: jamesdonson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:37
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
To Whom it May Concern,
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As a concerned voter, I'm writing to protest the rule changes recently proposed by the FCC regarding network
neutrality. The rules, despite their name, allow "commercially reasonable" charges to content providers (i.e. websites) in
 order to reach consumers, who already (under the existing duopoly system) pay exorbitant fees for access to the
internet. The term "commercially reasonable" is vague and without definition. Using this language as the basis of rules
is ineffective, since it essentially sets no boundaries for service providers, whose goal is to make as much money with as
 little investment as possible.

Content providers already pay their hosting companies for access to the Internet. Consumers pay their service providers
for access to the Internet. Allowing consumer service providers to bill content providers for access to consumers
restricts access by prioritizing the paying content providers over those who do not pay, creating a two-tier Internet
structure. This is unacceptable. If consumers utilize high-bandwidth services that strain their service providers'
networks, it's the burden of the service provider to upgrade their network. The United States ranks 33rd
(http://www.netindex.com/download/allcountries/) in Internet download speeds. At the same time, the Internet makes up
 approximately 5.5% of the GDP of the United States.
(https://www.bcgperspectives.com/Images/Internet_Economy_G20_tcm80-100409.pdf). Allowing more potential
barriers between consumers and content providers will limit the growth of the Internet economy and have far ranging
impacts on technological development.

The amazing Internet ecosystem that exists today exists primarily due to entrepreneurs who had an idea and put it
online. The Internet titans we have today started out small, with limited funds. New start-ups will lack the financial
reserves to pay for access to consumers (via the higher tier Internet structures). Allowing service providers to charge
both their consumer end-users and content providers with the rules as written will squash innovation by limiting access
to consumers.

I expect the FCC to do its job and regulate communication networks fairly. Failure to do so will cause me to reconsider
my options at the polling place.

Best Regards,

James R. Donson
Professional Mechanical Engineer
6445 Essex Street, Apt B
Oakland, CA 94608
510 290 6488

------------------------------ Email 8,479 ------------------------------

From: atecarlos
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carlos Atencio
412 Lakeview Dr #101
Weston, FL 33326
US

------------------------------ Email 8,480 ------------------------------
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From: benjaminjwing
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The current administration promised to support free and open communications, equivocating this proposal to violation
of the first amendment by hampering the growth of small business, learning, original content, and diminishing the
already hushed voice of the average citizen. Such an action would not only be highly contrarian to the interests of the
country but would stifle a resource upon which we rely to stay competitive. It is saddening to see so many policies
designed to end net neutrality in favor of large entities over the last few years. I am personally outraged that this
proposal has made it this far. This action speaks to shortsightedness in favor of profits and the destruction of such a
valuable resource.

Therefore, I urge you to reconsider this potentially devastating action and preserve net neutrality as is your duty and as it
 was intended.

Sincerely,
Benjamin Wing

------------------------------ Email 8,481 ------------------------------

From: toddko3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Todd Kiker
4677 Springwood Way
Concord, CA 94521
US

------------------------------ Email 8,482 ------------------------------

From: gabe the babe07
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
gabriel garcia

------------------------------ Email 8,483 ------------------------------

From: kuwanderer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:38
Subject: Net Neutrality is very important.
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 8,484 ------------------------------

From: brenthartmann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:38
Subject: Do not hurt the internet
If you take away net neutrality the consequences might be violent and aggressive.

The internet isn't cable TV. Net neutrality isn't just about 'content delivery', this is a human rights issue and you know it.

------------------------------ Email 8,485 ------------------------------

From: feliciapnl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Felicia D

 14217
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------------------------------ Email 8,486 ------------------------------

From: spammedbynubz2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Russell Maysey

 27871

------------------------------ Email 8,487 ------------------------------

From: kenbcurry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ken Curry

 80219

------------------------------ Email 8,488 ------------------------------

From: szeraax
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:40
Subject: An open internet request
FCC,

I would like to add my voice to those who do not want ISPs to be able to charge for accelerated access from services. As
 I see it, this move would only service those large players who can maintain a choke-hold on the market.

Can you imagine what it would be like if hospitals could get 'accelerated' care for people who have an insurance
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company that pays the hospital? Hospital companies would seek to grow as large as they can so that they would have
the most amount of power to demand extra fees from the insurance companies. This would negatively affect the quality
of life for many of us Americans. And yet, the people would have no other alternative because the hospital chains would
 own everything in a region with little competition.

This is much of how it feels for Americans that are stuck under the rule of Comcast. We have no alternative for the
hospital care, and if the FCC makes it so that 'the hospital company' (ISPs) can give preferential treatment to patients
(customers) based upon which insurance company (internet services) the patient has, then our country's internet service
will be like a pay-to-win hospital. In that case, everyone loses.

Please don't let ISP's destroy our free and open internet. I don't want only the most well-funded services to have my
promised bandwidth.

Thank you,
Devin Rich

Voting Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,489 ------------------------------

From: ksiewert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:40
Subject: Importance of Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I would like to express the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that the recent legislation
 proposed by the FCC,  would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality. In addition, it would give even
more power to internet providers, who already offer terrible customer service and have monopolistic powers.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 important for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality. The internet is a primary means of sharing ideas, and by classifying
 the internet service providers in this manner, the free spreading of ideas and information could continue.

Sincerely,
Katie Siewert

------------------------------ Email 8,490 ------------------------------

From: mbrovitz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:41
Subject: pay to  play internet
Please do not institute the "pay to play" Internet. Instead, create REAL net neutrality which protects an open and fair
Internet.

thank you,
Michelle  Brovitz

------------------------------ Email 8,491 ------------------------------
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From: jpelissero
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jacob Pelissero
170 Corte Maria
Chula Vista, CA 91910

------------------------------ Email 8,492 ------------------------------

From: daydream.chainsaw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Eric Boulet
1741 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94703

------------------------------ Email 8,493 ------------------------------

From: maverickedberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:41
Subject: ISP
To whom it may concern,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.
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Thanks

------------------------------ Email 8,494 ------------------------------

From: dagrimreaper187
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chris Cartmill
4001 Avalanche Ave.
Yakima, WA 98908

------------------------------ Email 8,495 ------------------------------

From: beninator3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Benjamin Foresti

NJ
US

------------------------------ Email 8,496 ------------------------------

From: nickahring
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Nick Ahring

TX 79015

------------------------------ Email 8,497 ------------------------------

From: robertketcham4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:42
Subject: Keep the Net out of the hands of corporate greed.
I among others strongly oppose the new direction the FCC is planning to deal with Net Neutrality.  As a limited income
household my wife and I only have the money for one type of entertainment and like many others we have chosen
steaming media over cable or satellite service.  Giving Comcast, Verizon. or any other telecom company the ability to
charge extra for companies like Netflix, Hulu, YouTube, Sony, Microsoft, Steam, Twitch.TV, Ustream, Amazon among
 others will just make content more expensive and could lead to a monopoly type situation where people in small towns
like my self are forced to use one provider for TV and Internet.  I would also like to address Data caps they need to go.
From just doing research for school I can use up 50-75% of my full speed data a month this is UNACCEPTABLE.
How is it ok for the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA to have slower connection speed and lower data caps than some
less developed parts of the world.  The internet is a mandatory utility in today's society don't screw people just so a
couple of companies can squish the future of television.  Long Live the Republic and God Bless the United States of
America.

------------------------------ Email 8,498 ------------------------------

From: heatherrnord
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

HeatherR Nord
2035 McKinney ave
Benson, MN 56215
US

------------------------------ Email 8,499 ------------------------------

From: alexanderashleyboese
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:42
Subject: Sucks bigger than anything else in years
Killing Net Nuetrality like this would be like killing JFK (followed by a few dozen others) all over again. If not the
single most corrupt thing done in history, it's easy the most corrupt (even criminal) thing done this year. Washington
would have left the USA at the news of something like this, or formed an army to fight it.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 8,500 ------------------------------

From: jonathanscottart
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:43
Subject: Save the internet
ISP's must be classified as title II telecommunications in order to save net neutrality. Without doing that a free and open
internet will be destroyed.

------------------------------ Email 8,501 ------------------------------

From: lowry 46
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:44
Subject: An open and free internet
I think allowing ISP’s to charge content providers for fast track services is a step in the wrong direction. ISP’s are there
as a bridge between the user and content providers. They have no right to decide which services I should be getting or
what content I should be accessing. This would also push start up operations out of the market because they would not
have the ability to afford the faster connection rates.
     I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.I am in strong support
of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is imperative for this to
happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity of the situation.

Sent from Windows Mail

------------------------------ Email 8,502 ------------------------------

From: dur.sakarya
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:44
Subject: Net neutrality
It is blatantly obvious that  the FCC's only two functions are to protect people from "bad" language  and do whatever the
 Telecom industry wants.

------------------------------ Email 8,503 ------------------------------

From: kandee them
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

kerry mcintyre

FL

------------------------------ Email 8,504 ------------------------------

From: rangerrick222
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:44
Subject: Unfair to the small guy..
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If you pass this proposal you will be discriminating against the small companies who don't have the money the larger
ones do. This would be unfair trade practice.

Please don't give unfair advantage to some. The internet is the internet. Content must NOT be dictated period. Let it
flow naturally please. We beg you.

------------------------------ Email 8,505 ------------------------------

From: rhpflanz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Pflanz

------------------------------ Email 8,506 ------------------------------

From: jloganolson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:45
Subject: Common Carrier
Make ISPs a common carrier, please.

Thanks!
Joseph Logan Olson
zip: 90027

------------------------------ Email 8,507 ------------------------------

From: pgrace50
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:45
Subject: DON'T LET CORPORATIONS INFLUENCE YOU!!!!
To whom it may concern,

I stand for net neutrality.   I stand for equality on the internet.   Companies like Comcast, Verizon, and Cox have been
raising prices for years.  These companies are making record profits.  They often offer internet speeds in tiers to their
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customers.  They say that your internet speeds for extra cost will be UP TO X MB/s. The actual speed is almost never
up to the amount they advertise.  Don't let lobbyists corrupt your judgment on this! These companies will not do as they
say! As Americans, we already pay higher prices for lower internet speeds compared to other advanced countries.    This
 change from net neutrality will only make it harder to access information that cable companies dont want people to see.
 Plus they would essentially be double dipping by getting paid by both consumers and websites to gain access to those
consumers. Again, I beg you preserve net neutrality!  Make access to the internet a right by making it a utility!

Sincerely,
A concerned and real citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,508 ------------------------------

From: bowsa2511
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:45
Subject: Feeback
I want ISP's classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,509 ------------------------------

From: dbuesch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Buesch
109 Murray Court
Redwood City, CA 94061
US

------------------------------ Email 8,510 ------------------------------

From: nkuehnle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:45
Subject: Preserve "Net Neutrality" and Keep the Internet Open
Hello,

The failure of recent attempts by the FCC to ensure that internet companies do not begin charging for "preferred" lanes
of access cannot be tolerated. Broadband internet must be reclassified as a "common carrier" telecommunication
service. The greatest strength of the internet is its open nature and the ability of essentially anyone to create a service or
express themselves and for anyone with a connection to experience that content without paying extra to do so, or to do
so with appreciable speed.
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Internet companies claim this is necessary, because services like Netflix and Youtube use up a substantial portion of all
internet bandwith. They argue that it is unfair for them to pick up the cost of providing this bandwith, and that instead it
should fall on the shoulders of services like Youtube and Netflix, or the individuals who access them to pay them to
continue doing this. Besides the fact that these high-bandwith services are among the only reasons customers typically
care to obtain faster internet speeds, and thus the only reason the companies are able to attract business to their more
expensive plans, this is bad for the health of the internet and our modern society.

It will promote an internet culture similar to that of cable, which is a business model the American public has shown its
great distaste for. Moreover, it will create a barrier to new innovations, favor the status quo and hurt those services who
may serve a smaller, niche market. As a computational biologist I can identify some unexpected consequences you
might like to consider: like MetaVir or METAGENAsssist, tools for analyzing the large amounts of data obtained from
next-generation DNA sequencing technologies. These services rely on fast connections for viability and it would make
the science which they enable more expensive or impossible if they were to be relegated to slower internet speeds than
"premium services" that users or server operators can pay extra for faster access speeds.  Each of these services would
like be left out of such a situation because they are used by only a dozen to a few hundred scientists a month.

A side effect of this would be a significant downgrade in the ability of our nation's biomedical research sector to
conduct cutting edge research. As cuts in research funding continue to disillusion American scientists, this would be yet
another feature which persuades them to expatriate in ever growing numbers.

Sincerely,

Neil Kuehnle

A concerned PhD student at UCLA currently engaged in cancer research and computational biology.

------------------------------ Email 8,511 ------------------------------

From: nkuehnle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:45
Subject: Preserve "Net Neutrality" and Keep the Internet Open
Hello,

The failure of recent attempts by the FCC to ensure that internet companies do not begin charging for "preferred" lanes
of access cannot be tolerated. Broadband internet must be reclassified as a "common carrier" telecommunication
service. The greatest strength of the internet is its open nature and the ability of essentially anyone to create a service or
express themselves and for anyone with a connection to experience that content without paying extra to do so, or to do
so with appreciable speed.
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Internet companies claim this is necessary, because services like Netflix and Youtube use up a substantial portion of all
internet bandwith. They argue that it is unfair for them to pick up the cost of providing this bandwith, and that instead it
should fall on the shoulders of services like Youtube and Netflix, or the individuals who access them to pay them to
continue doing this. Besides the fact that these high-bandwith services are among the only reasons customers typically
care to obtain faster internet speeds, and thus the only reason the companies are able to attract business to their more
expensive plans, this is bad for the health of the internet and our modern society.

It will promote an internet culture similar to that of cable, which is a business model the American public has shown its
great distaste for. Moreover, it will create a barrier to new innovations, favor the status quo and hurt those services who
may serve a smaller, niche market. As a computational biologist I can identify some unexpected consequences you
might like to consider: like MetaVir or METAGENAsssist, tools for analyzing the large amounts of data obtained from
next-generation DNA sequencing technologies. These services rely on fast connections for viability and it would make
the science which they enable more expensive or impossible if they were to be relegated to slower internet speeds than
"premium services" that users or server operators can pay extra for faster access speeds.  Each of these services would
like be left out of such a situation because they are used by only a dozen to a few hundred scientists a month.

A side effect of this would be a significant downgrade in the ability of our nation's biomedical research sector to
conduct cutting edge research. As cuts in research funding continue to disillusion American scientists, this would be yet
another feature which persuades them to expatriate in ever growing numbers.

Sincerely,

Neil Kuehnle

A concerned PhD student at UCLA currently engaged in cancer research and computational biology.

------------------------------ Email 8,512 ------------------------------

From: harrison.kreimer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:46
Subject: We want net neutrality
Hello,

My name is Harrison Kreimer and I want net neutraility.

Thank you,
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Harrison

------------------------------ Email 8,513 ------------------------------

From: mmains
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:46
Subject: Open internet.
While I don't know all the details about the upcoming changes, I certainly am against showing certain content providers
preferential treatment over smaller companies. Just another ploy for big business to make more money and have more
control. The internet should be completely open to all on even ground.

Please don't bow down to the lobbyists and do represent the interests of the general public.

Thank you,

Michael Mains
Van Wert, IA

------------------------------ Email 8,514 ------------------------------

From: keegski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Keegan Allen
2675 S Clement Ave
Apt 4
Milwaukee, WI 53207
US

------------------------------ Email 8,515 ------------------------------

From: iansmithcell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:46
Subject: Please do not destroy net neutrality.
I was the sysadmin of an ISP startup back in 1995.  I've been both a provider and consumer of internet services ever
since.

Allowing ISPs to promote some sites or services and degrade others is a TERRIBLE idea.  They should be treated as a
Title II Telecommunications Services, like phone companies.

Can the phone company make me pay an extra $5 if I want to talk about last nights NFL game?  Or an extra $10 to
allow me to order pizza and other take out?  No.  And ISPs should not be able to charge me, or companies extra to
provide me with service.
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Make no mistake, this will severely harm innovation in the country.  It will drive new startups and products to other
countries, it will make our ISP services fall even further behind the rest of the world.

ISPs are the middlemen, and in most of the country they have no real competition.  A huge monopoly should not have
the power to dictate how I use the internet.

ISP's charge me a monthly fee for a set amount of bandwith.  ISPs that Netflix connects to charges them for bandwidth
used.  We are both paying for our share, and if the ISP is unable to handle the bandwidth that they sold to me, they are at
 fault, not me, not Netflix.

They do not have the right to degrade services so they can continue to amass huge profits.  They can either upgrade their
 services, or charge more, or offer less.  They can NOT take away my freedom to visit whatever site I please.  I will
NOT let them turn the internet from an open system to a tierd platform where I have to pay extra for every site I choose.

Make them a Title II Telecommunications Service.  They sued to have the previous rules overturned, they now must
deal with the consequences, NOT the public who you serve.

Ian Smith

------------------------------ Email 8,516 ------------------------------

From: coluintaylor0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:46
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Colin Taylor
12801 Bexhill Court
Herndon, VA 20171

------------------------------ Email 8,517 ------------------------------

From: oslimejia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:47
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Josh (  writes:

Please do not kill net neutrality.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,518 ------------------------------

From: methecomputernut
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not give ISPs the power to treat internet traffic differently.  There is very little competition already.  I have
only one option for my ISP.  If they are allowed to charge me whatever they want based on my usage habits they will
absolutely do so.  The EU has just stated that they are in support of net neutrality.  Please don't let America fail to follow
 Europe's example.

--
Grayson

"The true measure of a man is how he treats someone who can do him absolutely no good."
    - Samuel Johnson

------------------------------ Email 8,519 ------------------------------

From: mr kins
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Franco

CA 91601

------------------------------ Email 8,520 ------------------------------

From: juliavillars
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Julia Villars
12845 Center Rd.
Bath, MI 48808
US

------------------------------ Email 8,521 ------------------------------

From: ceisenbach
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
I write today to demand Net Neutrality be defended as it was promised by our President.

 Internet Service Providers must be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services to ensure equal access to an
accomplishment of humanity so significant it has been declared a human right.

The ability for someone to communicate and share with any other person instantly has liberated people everywhere. Do
not let it this be infringed in any way lest you be remembered for strangling the the gift of knowledge and the potential
of humanity.

Thank you, Cody Eisenbach

------------------------------ Email 8,522 ------------------------------

From: dickcoolidge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Raymond Coolidge, Jr

SC 29412

------------------------------ Email 8,523 ------------------------------

From: maxbweinberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:48
Subject: Keep the internet open!
Please classify ISP's as a Title II Telecommunication Service!

------------------------------ Email 8,524 ------------------------------

From: edwinhollen
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 16:49
Subject: Net Neutrality is important to me
Hello,

I've been keeping up with net neutrality for quite some time. I think
it's a great concept that only serves to strengthen the idea of a free
market, and other social freedoms that we are fortunate to have in the
United States. I stand with the 80% of internet users who believe
internet access is a fundamental right.

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/shared/bsp/hi/pdfs/08_03_10_BBC_internet_poll.pdf

Classifying internet service providers as a Title II Telecommunications
Service is important to maintaining the freedom and openness of the
internet.

Thank you for your time,
-Edwin

------------------------------ Email 8,525 ------------------------------

From: arena
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:49
Subject: Externalities
Under the assumption of a perfectly competitive market I would way that any contract in the world would be acceptable.
 That market does not exist.
For a market to be completely competitive we need at least
1. So many options that no one producer has ANY POWER AT ALL to affect prices by themselves
2. A perfect justice system that makes it impossible to profit off of contract violations

Now lets take a look at the telecom market:
1. No producer competes in content quality in any way with another producer in many geographical locations in this
country.
2. Contracts that funneled tax-payer money for the purpose of developing high-speed connectivity have ALWAYS
fallen through.
3. The networks already get paid by consumers for access to data transportation.

This last point is extremely salient. It cannot be honestly said that any network in this country isn't paid for its
infrastructure. We consumers by access to the internet with the purpose of regular consumption. That should not
surprise anyone. So when a company says that consumers using the product they paid for is putting strain on their
network the question must be asked, what did they build the network for? Did they not expect demand to increase as the
complexity of online interactions increased? Did they think that content creators would stop and say, "Oh the internet
isn't ready for this yet. Let's wait a couple of years for it to get faster." No, that is not how content creation works and it
should never be forced into a position where it is limited in that way.

In summary, without large distributors of content the networks have no reason to exist at all. Allowing the networks to
be paid twice "allowing content" to run at the speed that the system was built for is ludicrous and give the power to limit
 innovation to the people that are charged with creating it. I don't know of a stupider system that could be created. But
then again, corporate officers are allowed to become regulators and then corporate officers again,if that isn't an
environment for blatant corruption of purpose than I don't know what is.

Tom Arena
Economics and Finance Student
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California Polytechnic University

(805) 286 5667

------------------------------ Email 8,526 ------------------------------

From: louisarnold
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Louis Arnold

GA 30607

------------------------------ Email 8,527 ------------------------------

From: patrick.burkev
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Having pay gates does NOT help the public at all! You're feeding RIGHT into the hands of Comcast. Please stop this
nonsense!

------------------------------ Email 8,528 ------------------------------

From: ryandougherty1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
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petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 8,529 ------------------------------

From: alorty1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: The Need for Net Neutrality
Hello whom this concerns,

My name is Taylor Hunter, and I am a student majoring in computer science and software engineering. Over the past
few years, I have witnessed multiple attempts at various forms of censorship regarding the internet. Companies and
governments each have had their own forms during this attempt, such as SOPA, PIPA, the recent "killing Net
Neutrality" court case, all of which desire as a central goal Money and Power, all under the pretense of saving
corporations money from the "Evil Internet Users". Luckily, the large government based ones have been killed, and all
that remains is fighting corporations from misusing the internet.

As it stands, the only ones who support the censorship and highly monitored internet are those who are either; In a
position in which an unregulated monopoly can be attained, and those who are completely uneducated towards the
internet and never have or would use the internet. The latter of which have only heard the negative bias coming from the
 media.

The media seems to like portraying the non-social media aspect as a means to steal tv shows and music or hack into
major systems. They want us to see the bad and believe they are controlling the bad, but in reality they want to control
every aspect of the internet! They block out the Entertainment, the financial opportunities, and education. They want to
control the User and the Provider, pulling our strings under the false pretense of being the middleman!

So hear our outcry! In this case, only those who care and only those whose lives these decisions actually effect cry out
against unregulated control! We demand that Internet Service Providers become classified as Title II
Telecommunications Services. We want ISP's to become common carriers, acting as uninterfering middlemen,
delivering a service without being liable for what goes through, and not doing anything with our data between A and B,
akin to Telephone services.

We need Net Neutrality, don't enable ISPs to control us.

Thank you for listening,
Taylor

------------------------------ Email 8,530 ------------------------------

From: amkasbarian
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
a kasbarian

------------------------------ Email 8,531 ------------------------------

From: tttiff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tiffany Tsantsoulas

 L6C1Y7

------------------------------ Email 8,532 ------------------------------

From: portia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives. In my mind, this amounts to censorship, money buying more speech for some, shutting out others.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

HELEN ZAMOJSKI

 05443
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------------------------------ Email 8,533 ------------------------------

From: nguyensteve1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi, as we all know, the FCC has failed to keep its promise of net neutrality in recents months. The FCC will be able to
keep this promise true if it can reclassify the Internet as a "title II telecommunications service". Every Internet user
including myself will greatly appreciate if you can keep your promise.

Thanks,
Steve Nguyen

------------------------------ Email 8,534 ------------------------------

From: emeraldroses2002
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Linda Creamer
2808 133rd lane NW
andover, MN 55304
US

------------------------------ Email 8,535 ------------------------------

From: grokcalvin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: We need a free and open internet.
LIsten, I pay my cable company to deliver content to me.  I even pay extra for a faster internet connection.

Recently my ISP severely degraded my Netflix experience.  All other sites ran fine, but Netflix was incredibly slow on
all my devices (laptop, phone, xbox):
http://www.cnet.com/news/netflix-reaches-streaming-traffic-agreement-with-comcast/

This is what is happening NOW, under current laws!  Imagine the shennanigans that will come under the proposed
changes to the law.  The FCC is neither omnipotent nor omniscient.

Please put strong regulations in place to protect Net Neutrality, not the reverse!   I am the customer of my ISP, NOT
Netflix.  I pay them to deliver the bits that I want, NOT the bits that they want.  Frankly, it's none of their freakin'
business how I use the bandwidth I pay them for.

Thanks you for allowing this feedback.

------------------------------ Email 8,536 ------------------------------

From: nickahring
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:50
Subject: ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Do not kill net neutrality. Allowing major companies to further exploit consumers is unacceptable, do your job.

------------------------------ Email 8,537 ------------------------------

From: caseybutler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:51
Subject: Please do the right thing.
Dear Sirs and/or Madams,

    My name is Casey Butler and I'm writing you to express my concern about the looming decisions to be made on the
subject of net neutrality. The only thing I would say is this:  you and your colleagues at the FCC have a rare opportunity
on your hands in that what you decide could have very important consequences for our nation, and in turn, the world. I
ask that you take a moment to reflect and to look towards the future. In 20 years, how would you like to look back on
your decisions concerning the neutrality of the internet and realize that your legacy was to help a handful of very
wealthy and powerful corporations dictate the fate of what is the most powerful tool of communication, commerce,
entertainment, and education (among other things) that the human race has ever known? Really think about that. Not
many people who have ever, or will ever live possess the power to change the course of our entire species. I know it
might sound hyperbolic, but there's no way to really quantify how stifling the internet might affect innovation and
progression.

I truly think that to the layperson there is an obvious right and wrong here, and you have the power to make sure the
right prevails. Please consider classifying internet service providers as a Title II Telecommunications Service so that
they may be regulated accordingly. We're really counting on you to do the right thing here.

Thank you for your time,

Andrew Casey Butler
(817) 597-1198

mailto
Pro Hac Vice Productions<http://www.prohacviceproductions.com>
L<http://www.linkedin.com/pub/andrew-butler/7a/412/24/>inkedin<http://www.linkedin.com/pub/andrew-
butler/7a/412/24/> •
Y<http://www.youtube.com/user/cbtx37/videos>outube<http://www.youtube.com/user/cbtx37/videos>

------------------------------ Email 8,538 ------------------------------

From: zachary.dicesare
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello,

I'm writing to express my support for true net neutrality, and my opposition to the recent FCC proposal. I'm a computer
science student at the University of Connecticut, and I strongly support true net neutrality as it will allow for new tech
companies to compete on equal footing with established ones, and preserve the internet as an equal playing ground for
all.

To that end, I hope that the FCC will classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services, and protect the internet
once and for all.
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Thank you,

Zach DiCesare

------------------------------ Email 8,539 ------------------------------

From: savsal14
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sav Sal

------------------------------ Email 8,540 ------------------------------

From: term171013
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
To the FCC,

I am an American citizen who has spent significant time living in China and upon seeing reports of the proposed policy
to allow carriers to offer preferential treatment to higher paying content providers, all I could think of is how in China I
can access Yoku but not YouTube, Ren Ren but not Facebook, Weibo but not Twitter.  Even sites that aren't blocked are
 significantly slower if they're not on the "VIP list".  Do you understand how incredibly limiting and frustrating it is to
be told what I can and cannot look at with the speed that I PAY FOR?  If the US goes this same route I'll be incredibly
disappointed.

Clearly you are aware of this, but just for the sake of being thorough, please let me explain to you why purchasing
internet already feels like a trap in the US and why this policy will infuriate anyone who purchases internet.

First of all, you've allowed a few companies to establish regional monopolies.  Do you know who provides everyone's
service where I grew up in New York?  It's at least 75% Verizon, with those who are lucky enough to live near cable
sometimes using roadrunner, and do you know what happens when the internet goes down or speeds drop significantly?
 We're essentially told to go suck a fat one because Verizon knows we don't have much choice but to buy their service.
There's 0 customer service because there's 0 competition.  I know other parts of the country are in similar situations with
 Comcast and Time Warner.  Now, with internet prices already high and speeds not nearly what Google Fiber has
already demonstrated possible, how incredibly furious do you think customers will be if their local monopoly can say
"not only are we going to overcharge for slow internet, but you'd better hope the sites you want to watch shelled out too
or they're going to be even slower."?

It's utterly ridiculous that you're even THINKING about giving these tyrants even more power.  Only in a world where
bureaucrats can be bought does it even begin to make sense.  If you pass this proposal I'm going to need a cigarette.  I
like to smoke after getting fucked.

Thank you for your time.
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------------------------------ Email 8,541 ------------------------------

From: liammcox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:51
Subject: Net Neutrality Matters
I would greatly appreciate it if you made ISPs a Title 2 Telecommunication Services. I want to maintain and improve
the state of the Internet and the providers are seeking to exploit consumers in a way that does not follow with the way
the market-economy should be.

------------------------------ Email 8,542 ------------------------------

From: rob.elliott2005
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Do not implement the rules recently proposed!  The FCC is responsible to
the people of this country, not their previous and/or future employers!
The internet needs to stay open to all!

Robert Elliott
Goodyear, AZ 85338

------------------------------ Email 8,543 ------------------------------

From: otforever
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ron Baginski

------------------------------ Email 8,544 ------------------------------

From: evan.explodes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:52
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Subject: A plea.
Dear FCC People,

The telephone industry now sends it's services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to
declassify it as such. We fought hard to deregulate Ma Bell and allow for the advancements in technology that got us
this far, so it feels tragic to be witnessing a state-sponsored undoing of what we, as a country, accomplished.

Please, I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.

Thanks.

------------------------------ Email 8,545 ------------------------------

From: carroyo 54
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:52
Subject: Raise an outcry then.  The  I want ISP's classed as Title II  Telecommunications Services.
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,546 ------------------------------

From: cliveamunz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC,

Please do not allow any preferential treatment of any traffic. ISP’s need to be classified as common carriers. I, like the
vast majority of consumers in this country, have no legitimate choice of ISP and our rights as US internet users need to
be preserved. Also please do something to open up ISP competition. I want legitimate choices such as the availability
offered in most European countries.

Thanks,

Clive Munz

------------------------------ Email 8,547 ------------------------------

From: jayebird
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Jaye Duncan
PO Box 2950
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147
US

------------------------------ Email 8,548 ------------------------------

From: willbur73
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:53
Subject: Internet
I cannot believe the disgustingly selfish actions that the FCC is taking. The internet freedoms are being sold for lining
your own pockets, at the expense of everyone in the country!

What on earth could be the justification for helping nobody but yourselves hurting every consumer? It just doesn't make
any sense.

Will Shoemaker
480-760-1189
480-525-7334

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 8,549 ------------------------------

From: jzcomputershare
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jake Zimmer
1547 14th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90404

------------------------------ Email 8,550 ------------------------------

From: cm1218
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:54
Subject: Please make ISPs common carriers -- don't kill net neutrality :(
To Whom It May Concern:

I am an American who just got word of your recent decision to end Net Neutrality and allow ISPs to decide which
website will get faster speeds. Net Neutrality is the foundation that made the internet the most important invention of
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modern times. The fact that you're trying to get rid of it is unconscionable and I beg you, as an American, to not do this.

The Internet is the American people's last bastion of free thought and expression. Every other form of media is
dominated by a small group of media companies who have such a stranglehold that only they get to decide what we the
people watch on TV, what we hear on the radio, what we read in our newspapers and magazines. Only their interests are
 represented. The people don't have a voice. But the Internet changed all that. Because it is open and (relatively) free for
all people to use, it is the only place where normal people can have their voices heard. It's the only place where
otherwise unknown artists can spread their works, build a fan base, and become famous without having to kowtow to
big business interests, censor themselves, or sell out. It's the only place where one can freely express their political
views and have it openly considered and debated by other people. It is our last bastion for free expression and free
speech and if you destroy Net Neutrality, you will destroy that, and therefore destroy everything that made the Internet
great.

If you take away Net Neutrality, those big corporations that took over our other forms of media will take over the
Internet. They're the only ones who will be able to afford fast pipelining, making only a few sites accessible to everyone,
 thus shutting everyone else out. The people won't have a voice anymore. This can't happen.

Please, please, don't do this. Please don't take away the only means the people have to express themselves. You know in
your hearts that disposing of Net Neutrality is the wrong thing to do. You know in your hearts that kowtowing to big
corporate interests will only destroy us all in the end. And you know that you have the simple solution to the problem:
reclassify ISPs as common carriers so they can be regulated the way other companies are, so everyone has an equal
chance to be seen and heard.

Please don't let the Internet die in the dark.

Sincerely,
-Angela Allen

------------------------------ Email 8,551 ------------------------------

From: yugen101
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Grattan
657 South 6th Street
Apt 1
SAN JOSE, CA 95112

------------------------------ Email 8,552 ------------------------------

From: burleyr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:54
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Subject: a letter regarding net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Richard Ford Burley, and I'm a doctoral student at Boston College, and a US permanent resident. I am
writing to you today as someone concerned about the way the FCC is moving toward allowing service providers to
create so-called "fast lanes" -- allowing them to charge content-providers to allow for greater reach, at the same time
marginalizing non-paying content providers.

I believe this to be a grave mistake, and urge the FCC to move in the opposite direction. A tiered internet where only the
 rich and powerful can afford the bandwidth to reach consumers is not the way to go. It will stifle the growth of new
companies and the American economy, unduly tax the flow of information over what is, at present, a fair and
democratic system, and give even greater power to the already monopolistic companies that provide what is for all
intents and purposes a utility. Other countries have called it a human right, because it is how we conduct our business,
find jobs, find social services, pay our bills and do our banking.

I strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

Please protect the democratic internet.

Sincerely,

Richard Ford Burley

------------------------------ Email 8,553 ------------------------------

From: fcharleshughes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Franklin Hughes

Baltimore, MD 21230

------------------------------ Email 8,554 ------------------------------

From: moyer48
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:55
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want ISPs classified as title II telecommunications

Keep the internet with the people
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From: jbash
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:56
Subject: Two words on net neutrality
Common carrier.

Quite a few more words:

Common carrier status is the only sane solution. If it's not enough by
itself, then you can go ahead and put regulations in place to broadly
define "unjust and unreasonable". If you have to, find or *seek* the
authority to adopt a mandatory model tariff where the most a provider
can do is plug in a few numbers.

And include wireless this time.

Basic rules for carriers:

1. You must apply the same published rate structure to all
   connections, with no discounts, kickbacks, or the like.

   You may charge either by guaranteed link bandwidth, or as a linear
   function of actual volume in either direction on the link. You may
   have peak-hour charging. You may charge consumers for static IPv4
   addresses.  You may charge for multicast based on a reasonable
   estimate of how many copies of that particular packet you will have
   to carry or deliver. There may have to be some other defined
   exceptions. But the basic rate structure for this commodity
   service should be a commodity rate structure.

   That applies at inter-provider interfaces as well as at end user
   interfaces. I'm sure the FCC can figure out some kind of plan for
   odd cases like access to monopoly last mile infrastructure.

2. Once a packet enters your network, you treat it the same
   as every other packet, regardless of where it came from
   or where it's going.

3. If you yourself provide content (other than billing and service
   management), then you must divest that function into an arms-length
   entity and treat it the same way you would treat any other
   connection.

4. You may not block anything except at the explicit request of the
   recipient END USER or on a court order. You as a carrier are not a
   court of law, and you do not get to make determinations about what
   is "legal content". If you got paid to carry the packet, you carry
   the packet, the same way you'd carry any other packet.

5. You may not put any restrictions on the connected equipment or
   software, other than that they follow the applicable technical
   standards. You may cut off connections that consistently violate
   those standards. You may NOT have any requirement program to
   precertify the user's equipment or software, or to try to verify
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   what the user has connected. Your demarcation point may be
   inside or outside the customer's premises as mutually agreed.

6. As an obvious consequence of the above, you don't get
   to have any restrictions on things like residential
   customers running servers or whatever. A customer is
   a customer and a packet is a packet.

There were possible QoS-based approaches that could have
created a "fair" fast lane. The industry didn't take them.
It's too late now.

Oh, and by the way, you need to define what "Internet service" is.

1. NAT-free, unfiltered IPv6 is a basic expectation for anything
   sold as "Internet access".

2. IPv4 may have NAT. Offering IPv4 is optional.

3. The service does NOT include any form of DPI. We need to
   maintain a clear social understanding that DPI is wiretapping,
   not network management.

What will it take to get reasonable regulation of this basic commodity
public utility? Do we have to get Congress to force it on you? Do we
have to get Wheeler removed?

                                        -- J. Bashinski

------------------------------ Email 8,565 ------------------------------

From: teddyog
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:56
Subject: Regulation is the death of growth
Getting rid of net neutrality is an awful mistake to make. The internet started as the world wide web, and because it was
so world wide and open, almost like the wild west, it flourished and ideas came and went and now there is no
information or media delivery service as important as the internet. By raising costs[which is also tremendously
distasteful given we pay more for the worst service in the first world, truly embarrassing for our country] many of the
inventive types and minds coming of age will have to suffer and possibly give up due to the ever growing monopolies
controlling our media. The internet is already pretty much a group of apps and services that people use and the true dark
net is vast and unexplored. If the FCC or anybody can come up with a single reason net neutrality needs to be removed
other than making a bunch of rich assholes a lot more richer I would like to hear it, as it stands it's a money grab pure
and simple. I wish the FCC would actually work on something more beneficial to the citizens of the country, rather than
corporate interests the majority of the time. Obviously Reagan era trickle down economics are an utter failure, and serve
 as a gross misunderstanding of the realities of money sitting and nepotism that plagues us today.

--

-Edward Brekhus

------------------------------ Email 8,566 ------------------------------
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Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,570 ------------------------------

From: sorrydave
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:57
Subject: Net neutrality
The internet is the single most important development/resource of our time. It is FAR past time that it be classified as a
Title II Telecommunications Service.

------------------------------ Email 8,571 ------------------------------

From: uribulow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
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network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 8,572 ------------------------------

From: lknkj.nick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
The internet is in a grey area between private enterprise and public utility, and much like the railways in the 1800s. I
hope the internet turns out similarly.

I’m sure you’re getting lots of form letters, but I’m sending another to show support.

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

N. Bidler

P.S. thanks to the NSA, you can probably already find everything you need to prove I’m legit.

------------------------------ Email 8,573 ------------------------------

From: jauntafied1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

michael Toomey
12945 tangerine
west palm beach, FL 33412
US

------------------------------ Email 8,574 ------------------------------

From: nemisis.82
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:57
Subject: Open internet
I'm writing to express my concern about the latest proposals from the FCC. I believe that this will actually harm net
neutrality. I believe the FCC should reclassify the Internet as Title II Telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 8,575 ------------------------------

From: bourbs14
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

matt bourbonnais
3354 w wilson ave



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

chicago, IL 60625

------------------------------ Email 8,576 ------------------------------

From: hgriffith01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Haydn Griffith

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 8,577 ------------------------------

From: rangerrick222
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:58
Subject: Freedom to watch content
We americans now wants to watch live stream television on all of our devices. Can you unshackle the licensing fees
please and allow us to do that if we are paying already for it at home? That is what  our kids want and this is what we
want!

------------------------------ Email 8,578 ------------------------------

From: willrodg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:58
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Will Rodgers (  writes:

Funny how someone from the industry is setting the legal standards for them. Basically like you're writing your own
laws. You're a disgusting sell out with a fake smile and a bad hairdo. I know my life will be infinitely better than yours.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,579 ------------------------------

From: nathan.samra
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nathan Samra
1 lewis ln
Atkinson, NH 03811

------------------------------ Email 8,580 ------------------------------

From: p.shahbodaghi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 16:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Parsa Shahbodaghi
151 Tremont St.
Apt. 21D
Boston, MA 02111

------------------------------ Email 8,581 ------------------------------

From: kimgoff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kimberly Goff
63 Rutledge Avenue
Apt. 22
Charleston, SC 29401

------------------------------ Email 8,582 ------------------------------

From: nkuehnle
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"premium services" that users or server operators can pay extra for faster access speeds.  Each of these services would
like be left out of such a situation because they are used by only a dozen to a few hundred scientists a month.

A side effect of this would be a significant downgrade in the ability of our nation's biomedical research sector to
conduct cutting edge research. As cuts in research funding continue to disillusion American scientists, this would be yet
another feature which persuades them to expatriate in ever growing numbers.

Sincerely,
Neil Kuehnle

A concerned PhD student at UCLA currently engaged in cancer research and computational biology.

------------------------------ Email 8,585 ------------------------------

From: mryanhotchkiss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Ryan-Hotchkiss
35 NW 107th Ave
Portland, OR 97229
US

------------------------------ Email 8,586 ------------------------------

From: erik.lentz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:01
Subject: Open Letter regarding the future of Internet regulation in the  United States
To whom it may concern,

    I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

    As a concerned citizen and a network manager for a school district that now conducts a large portion of its business
over the Internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified
as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act. This service needs common carrier status.

    Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold make the rules.

    The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

    A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
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vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

    As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Erik Lentz

------------------------------ Email 8,587 ------------------------------

From: egremm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Elaine Gremminger
3810 N. 92nd St.
Milwaukee, WI 53222
US

------------------------------ Email 8,588 ------------------------------

From: jakezimmer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:01
Subject: Net neutrality is necessary.
Without net neutrality there can be no free Internet. Like Adam Smith's invisible hand, the success of a website must be
governed by the people and the need for it, not the ability to get to it.

Please allow a free Internet. Stop Comcast from deciding who succeeds.

-Jake

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,589 ------------------------------

From: frank313131
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Frank Schroepfer
8 Maple Lane
Howell, NJ 07731
US

------------------------------ Email 8,590 ------------------------------

From: j.alan.payne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Justin Payne

------------------------------ Email 8,591 ------------------------------

From: michael.millerick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please classify Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services.
~~~
Michael Millerick

------------------------------ Email 8,592 ------------------------------

From: norm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Just classify ISPs as common carriers.
That's what they're acting as. Why not treat them like it.
The alternative--letting ISPs charge content providers for "fast lane"
access--is reprehensible. It will create an Internet where big corporate
players dominate and little voices will be drowned out. An end to
innovation online.

Stop screwing around and classify ISPs as common carriers.

------------------------------ Email 8,593 ------------------------------

From: tim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Support for Net Neutrality & The American Consumer
Dear FCC,

I am writing to you today in support of net neutrality and the American consumer, such as myself. The telephone
industry now sends its services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to declassify it as
such.  We fought hard to deregulate Ma Bell and allow for the advancements in tech that our country has benefited
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from.  To undo something that took so long to accomplish and essentially hinder other possible advancements for
society and technology is absolutely ridiculous. We need to be looking to the future and do what it takes to maintain our
leadership in the world when it comes to all things tech.

The possibility of suppressing new start-ups or companies from bringing new inventions and tech to the market because
of the demise of net neutrality would be a slap in the face to our tech companies and entrepreneurs.  Instead of giving
them another reason to start-up offshore we need to be relaxing regulations here to give and give those folks even more
incentives here at home.

In addition, I would like to express the disservice to the American consumer if the Comcast/Time Warner merger is
allowed to go through.  Cable, Internet and Phone prices are already very high and internet speeds specifically are low
compared to other nations at comparable prices.  Lack of competitions is just going to make this scenario last longer and
 good internet speeds at affordable prices are crucial to so many industries, not just the American consumer.

I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.  There will be a very vocal backlash on this
issue, voters are younger and wiser when it comes to technology and we will not stand for this blatant attempt by these
media monopolies to line their pockets with even more of our money.  Disguising the dismantling of net neutrality has a
 “benefit” to the American people is laughable at best and will only serve as a detriment to our country.  Thank you for
your time.

Regards,

Timothy Nicely

Austin, TX 78727

------------------------------ Email 8,594 ------------------------------

From: lucialyou
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
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Lucia You

------------------------------ Email 8,595 ------------------------------

From: andrew.orr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Net neutrality
It is absolutely critical that the FCC not dilute the concept of egalitarian Internet. Recent proposals floating the idea of
tiered services should be abandoned.

Andrew Orr
29 Marina Road
Sebago, ME 04029

------------------------------ Email 8,596 ------------------------------

From: rzarajevo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
RAPHAEL ZARA

------------------------------ Email 8,597 ------------------------------

From: jackgildern
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:03
Subject: Regarding net neutrality...
Hello,

   I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
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   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. This persistent madness needs to end. I hope you will
understand the gravity of the situation.

   Thank you,
   Ashton B.

------------------------------ Email 8,598 ------------------------------

From: dadtxn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Denise Dunlap
15144 BRAZIL CIR
WOODBRIDGE, VA 22193
US

------------------------------ Email 8,599 ------------------------------

From: emailshang
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shang Gao

 30024

------------------------------ Email 8,600 ------------------------------

From: ikohlert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:03
Subject: Don't destroy the internet
Net neutrality is a vital part of the greatest thing man has ever created. Your ‘fast lane’ proposal puts the next generation
 of innovation at risk and screws over the little guys to benefit big corporations. Please, please, please reconsider your
position and don’t just be a corporate shill for Comcast and the other big companies.

IK
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------------------------------ Email 8,601 ------------------------------

From: neilpanchal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:04
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

--

Neil Panchal
Phoenix, AZ USA

------------------------------ Email 8,602 ------------------------------

From: andrew.orr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:04
Subject: Open Internet policies
It is absolutely critical that the FCC not dilute the concept of egalitarian Internet. Recent proposals floating the idea of
tiered services should be abandoned.

Andrew Orr
29 Marina Road
Sebago, ME 04029

------------------------------ Email 8,603 ------------------------------

From: cflynn7007
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Flynn
227 Pello Rd
Brick, NJ 08724

------------------------------ Email 8,604 ------------------------------

From: michael.millerick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:05
Subject: Re: Net Neutrality
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Hopefully you actually do. I don't have very much confidence that the FCC will actually read through these.

~~~
Michael Millerick

On Apr 26, 2014, at 2:02 PM, OpenInternet <  wrote:

> Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

------------------------------ Email 8,605 ------------------------------

From: evanuphil
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Evan Phillips
582 w 1300 n
Orem, UT 84057

------------------------------ Email 8,606 ------------------------------

From: forestjje
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thanks for your time,
John

------------------------------ Email 8,607 ------------------------------

From: susantoscano
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:06
Subject: I support net neutrality
I support net neutrality - Please, scrap your current proposals they could potentially destroy my ability to make a living.

Concerned and active voter, Susan  Toscano



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Susan Toscano, Consultant

phone (951) 780-9470

cell       (951) 283-7525

------------------------------ Email 8,608 ------------------------------

From: wb2jax
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
gary schnakenberg

------------------------------ Email 8,609 ------------------------------

From: michael
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:06
Subject: Open Internet Rules
Allowing carriers to negotiate opaque and secret contracts with select
application providers and sites is not the way to ensure a continued open
Internet.

I urge the FCC to immediately use its authority to declare Internet
service providers to be common carriers and put an end to this nonsense
before the utility of the Internet is destroyed and it is turned into a
glorified pay per view television network.

Regards,

Michael Passer

------------------------------ Email 8,610 ------------------------------
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From: pegshafer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Margaret Shafer

CO 80014

------------------------------ Email 8,611 ------------------------------

From: kaelabrown
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

You are a piece of work. I hope you rot in hell. Corporations should not have this type of control over the masses, you're
 basically dominating our information itself. This is all types of sickness. You are not going to be a dictator, the public
deserves free speech, this is our first amendment, and it should not be put away to appease your filthy greed.

Kaela Brown
suwannee way
suwannee way
Marietta, GA 30067
US

------------------------------ Email 8,612 ------------------------------

From: wes1274
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

wes mciver
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 92128

------------------------------ Email 8,613 ------------------------------

From: del07200-pol
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:07
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Lacey

------------------------------ Email 8,614 ------------------------------

From: barf314
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:07
Subject: ISP classifications should be title II telecommunication services
I am hereby notifying you that as a US Citizen, I want ISPs classified as a  title II telecommunication service.

Net neutrality must be preserved.

------------------------------ Email 8,615 ------------------------------

From: mindofmoria
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Miles BAIRD
518 East Market St
Harrisonburg, VA 22801

------------------------------ Email 8,616 ------------------------------

From: lea.belton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lea Belton

------------------------------ Email 8,617 ------------------------------

From: mannzs89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and potential small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via
the internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
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A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 8,618 ------------------------------

From: tonylang1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Keep the internet neutral and open
Please dont sell out this one to corporate interests again. There has to be a starting point to turning our country around
from this "bought and paid for" policy that is embraced by our government. Remember, it was supposed to be about the
people and for the people. You know in your heart corporations are not people. Thank you for your time.

Tony Lang, Designated Broker
Land Advisors Organization<http://www.landadvisors.com/>
410 S. Rampart, Ste 390
Las Vegas NV 89145
(702) 379-4849

For your paragliding pleasure!
The Desert Skywalkers<http://www.desertskywalkers.com/>

------------------------------ Email 8,619 ------------------------------

From: justin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Net Neutrality and Innovation
Hello,

I am a productive member of society who owes their employment and their families employment to a small internet
marketing startup in Colorado. Our company owes its existence to a wonderfully massive market with a very low barrier
 to entry, where knowledge and skill are practically the only prerequisites to open up shop. My understanding of this
plan is that it would add capital to those prerequisites, if not for us, then for our clients or their clients, which would
most likely make our business impossible. Without this business I would've known only a fraction of what I know, and
been unable to help so many people that I have.

There are entirely new markets emerging as software that traditionally had to be packaged is now being powered
directly by the web and the browsers polished interfaces. These too would be strangled by an ISP that could charge them
 to be competitive with the incumbent services, and a great many people would be less for it.

So please, consider the context of this decision, consider the long lasting impact it will have on our nation and several
generations, and err on the side of caution.
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One final note: I think it is particularly unfair to this nation that we as a whole agreed to give a handful of internet
service providers unimaginable sums of money to build up an infrastructure that we are still waiting for, as every other
nation on Earth passes us by. As a web developer having to deal with constraints unique to us and some third world
countries, this frustrates me.

Best regards,
Justin Proffitt
Burton and Proffitt Design Group, L.L.C.
719.964.7350

------------------------------ Email 8,620 ------------------------------

From: nemisis.82
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Aaron Rietschlin
51 King Ave.
Apt. C
Columbus, OH 43201

------------------------------ Email 8,621 ------------------------------

From: jackgildern
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Addendum to "in regards to Net Neutrality"
Hello,

I wish to expand my previous contact about this issue with a more elaborate response.

My self (and my fellow Americans) demand, as President Obama pledged several years ago, real and effective net
neutrality.

We require:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
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providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Thank you,

Ashton Banker

------------------------------ Email 8,622 ------------------------------

From: juliangaub
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
My name is Julian. I have read about the proposed "Internet fast lane" which would essentially bring an end to net
neutrality. Multiple people, including myself, think it is a terrible idea to allow an internet fast lane. While it may be
difficult for politicians to understand, normal people do not have enough money to buy whatever internet speed they
want. Allowing companies with a lot of money to do this is stupid.

Many countries have taken the smart initiative of protecting net neutrality. In 2010, Chile created a net neutrality law.
On April 23, 2014, Brazil signed into law a bill that guarantees equal internet access. In early April, European
Parliament voted to protect net neutrality. This all raises the question of why the US doesn't do the same thing.

If the greedy internet service providers feel they need more money, they should get over themselves instead of getting
politicians to throw away net neutrality. The public has no choice but to deal with the internet speed we are given, and
no one should get priority simply because they have money. For once, I hope that the politicians deciding this will stop
thinking about themselves and their money and put the interests of the people they are supposed to work for ahead of
their own.

Sincerely,

Julian Gaub

------------------------------ Email 8,623 ------------------------------

From: kyti1653
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:08
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sheri Kuticka

------------------------------ Email 8,624 ------------------------------

From: kimoconnornyc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:09
Subject: classification of ISPs
I would like to register the following comment.  ISP’s should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.
Protect net neutrality and stop letting the greedy cable companies make more money while providing ever worsening
service!
Kim O’Connor
New York

------------------------------ Email 8,625 ------------------------------

From: obnoxious88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi,

I believe we're all pretty well educated on the issue, so I think I'll keep this short and not beat around the bush.  I'd
appreciate it if you'd re-classify Internet Service Providers as common carriers so that we can be free to consume
whatever information it is we want instead of ending up shoehorned into being exposed to what someone else feels we
ought to be.

Thanks,
David C. Kent

------------------------------ Email 8,626 ------------------------------

From: mastersmeg
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:10
Subject: We need Network Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

    I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

    As a concerned citizen and a network manager for a school district that now conducts a large portion of its business
over the Internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified
as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act. This service needs common carrier status.

    Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold make the rules.

    The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

    A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

    As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Erik L

------------------------------ Email 8,627 ------------------------------

From: leviwhite9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:10
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business employee who conducts a main share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
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promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Levi W. White

------------------------------ Email 8,628 ------------------------------

From: zachhinnergardt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Zachery Hinnergardt
1835 SW Jewell Ave
Topeka, KS 66621

------------------------------ Email 8,629 ------------------------------

From: timcnicely
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:10
Subject: Fwd: Support for Net Neutrality & The American Consumer

Dear FCC,

I am writing to you today in support of net neutrality and the American consumer, such as myself. The telephone
industry now sends its services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to declassify it as
such.  We fought hard to deregulate Ma Bell and allow for the advancements in tech that our country has benefited
from.  To undo something that took so long to accomplish and essentially hinder other possible advancements for
society and technology is absolutely ridiculous. We need to be looking to the future and do what it takes to maintain our
leadership in the world when it comes to all things tech.
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The possibility of suppressing new start-ups or companies from bringing new inventions and tech to the market because
of the demise of net neutrality would be a slap in the face to our tech companies and entrepreneurs.  Instead of giving
them another reason to start-up offshore we need to be relaxing regulations here to give and give those folks even more
incentives here at home.

In addition, I would like to express the disservice to the American consumer if the Comcast/Time Warner merger is
allowed to go through.  Cable, Internet and Phone prices are already very high and internet speeds specifically are low
compared to other nations at comparable prices.  Lack of competitions is just going to make this scenario last longer and
 good internet speeds at affordable prices are crucial to so many industries, not just the American consumer.

I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.  There will be a very vocal backlash on this
issue, voters are younger and wiser when it comes to technology and we will not stand for this blatant attempt by these
media monopolies to line their pockets with even more of our money.  Disguising the dismantling of net neutrality has a
 “benefit” to the American people is laughable at best and will only serve as a detriment to our country.  Thank you for
your time.

Regards,

Timothy Nicely

Austin, TX 78727

------------------------------ Email 8,630 ------------------------------

From: thndrs1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:10
Subject: Net neutrality
I believe that all Internet Service Providers should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.
Thank You.

------------------------------ Email 8,631 ------------------------------

From: dennis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dennis Jozefowicz
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------------------------------ Email 8,632 ------------------------------

From: rpkkazi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear whom this may concern_

Governments are meant to represent the people, not corporations. Our oligarchy just keeps vaccumming more and more
money in and now they want the internet? That is the only true voice of the people, as you guys just seems lie to us and
let the lobbyests represent the people. Pay-to-play isn't the way the internet works. Get your head together FCC.

Sincerely,
Rubble Petric Kazi

------------------------------ Email 8,633 ------------------------------

From: josue.martinez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:11
Subject: Net neutrality
We Americans asked for net neutrality and President Obama promised it. This requires that FCC chairman Tom
Wheeler make no proposal allowing ISPs to charge content providers to deliver content that subscribers are already
paying for. Content from certain sources must not be prioritized at the cost of content from other sources.

Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. The operator should be compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted
to control who and what can be access or to artificially affect the throughput.

Sincerely,
Josue Martinez

------------------------------ Email 8,634 ------------------------------

From: tegan.palmer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tegan Palmer
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3463 South Akron Street
66
Denver 80231

------------------------------ Email 8,635 ------------------------------

From: eghazali
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
The proposed guidelines so far put too much trust in ISPs to self regulate. ISPs have repeatedly shown that they cannot
be trusted, arbitrarily blocking legal content(bit torrent), refusing to upgrade infrastructure even after agreeing to it
explicitly to receive grant money, and attempting to solidify their monopoly on internet services(comcast time warner
merger). We customers already pay them to access the internet, and their margins are laughably large. How does it make
 sense if then also charge content providers? It seems a little fishy that they would get paid from both sides, and it is just
asking for a war where companies slow or block traffic from competitors. It is everyone that loses if this trend is
allowed to continue.

------------------------------ Email 8,636 ------------------------------

From: u.s adkins
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
I think its appalling that there is not equality for everyone on the internet. The internet is like a railroad or electricity. No
 you don't have to use it but you won't get anywhere in life with out it. How in the world could you turn it over to the
highest bidder? Who has paid you all off? Way to look out for the average person!

------------------------------ Email 8,637 ------------------------------

From: bryan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am strongly in favor of a neutral internet.

There is nothing fair or honest about allowing internet providers with near or actual monopolies to charge higher rates to
 content providers.  Would we allow auto makers to own toll roads and charge higher rates for use to those who own
vehicles from a different manufacturer?  The answer is no.  Why is net neutrality any different?  Would an electric
utility be allowed to charge more per kWH for service to customers that used bought Sony TV's instead of Samsung
TV's?  The answer is no.  Should comcast be allowed to charge me for internet access, Netflix for internet access, and
then to degrade service between me and Netflix unless Netflix pays them AGAIN?  The answer is absolutely not.

Internet service should be treated as a utility.  How is it different than phone, electric, gas, water, or sewer?  Internet
Providers should not be allowed to treat any traffic differently.  I have already paid for my internet service and expect
the best service that can be provided no matter the content.  Content providers such as Netflix, Hulu, Amazon, Google,
etc have paid for their internet service and expect the best service that can be provided.  This is a simple concept: The
FCC requiring anything less than honesty and fairness from all internet providers to all customers will make visible the
corruption that we all believe already exists in this system.

The vast majority of voters in the united states would ONLY BE HARMED by the implementation of any rules that
allow these regional monopolies to degrade service to their paying customers. Me.  I'm a paying customer and it hurts
me.
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Just because the existing monopoly owners can afford to saturate the political market with money and lobbyists should
not give them such power over the laws and policies of this country.

------------------------------ Email 8,638 ------------------------------

From: nathan.samra
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should reconsider his position. The recent policy proposal from the FCC on net
neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that the
subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

4) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

5) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Regards,
Nathan Samra

------------------------------ Email 8,639 ------------------------------

From: landscapersunlimited
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

murray bell
108 county highway 10
morris, NY 13808
US

------------------------------ Email 8,640 ------------------------------

From: kosec20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:13
Subject: Net neutrality
I am writing this email to at least put my thoughts into writing about our recently troubled internet.

As the time Warner and Comcast merger looms, I can only bow my head in sadness. I am currently a time Warner
customer that is feeling the squeeze of their wallet.

I pay about 60 dollars a month for time Warner basic package. How absurd is this? How could people that may be
unable to afford this be denied access to the internet? The internet is a utility. It is increasingly a requirement in our
daily lives. This merger is only bad news. How doesn't this qualify as market dominance?

No matter what Comcast will spew out of their lying mouths, they only are looking out for themselves and their wallet.
They don't care about competition and will continue to destroy this industry. Of course, who ever is getting this email
will probably receive 100 times the phone calls from pro Comcast lobbyists.

If America is truly free, this businesses must be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Honestly, how much money could they possibly need? The will an extra hundred thousand dollars on everyone's salary
really make a difference when that already make millions? Help out us middle and lower class citizens.

Please think of the population that uses these services. Not the people padding their wallet.

Thanks

------------------------------ Email 8,641 ------------------------------

From: kar mod1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I am very concerned about keeping the internet free and fair for everyone.  Allowing the big ISP's to charge more for
internet content only benefits the big ISP's. The concept of the internet, a place of free flowing information available to
all, will be irreversibly damaged if the ISP's greed and self-interest aren't kept in check.  In an environment where large
corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and we will lose
the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Hugh McNamara
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OH 44136

------------------------------ Email 8,642 ------------------------------

From: mgmtgraph
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Harris

------------------------------ Email 8,643 ------------------------------

From: nofx39
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kyle Wells
6 Brown Street
Commercial Point, OH 43116

------------------------------ Email 8,644 ------------------------------

From: agathac930
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:13
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sister C.PP.S.
930 Withnell
St. Louis, MO, MO 63118
US

------------------------------ Email 8,645 ------------------------------

From: dianneandron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ron S.
P. O. Box
HP, CA 95233
US

------------------------------ Email 8,646 ------------------------------

From: elevenblackbirds
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
By allowing companies to negotiate for "fast-lane" Internet service, the FCC would be a doing disservice to consumers,
small business owners and anyone else who is not a large company with the funds necessary to secure these "fast-lane"
agreements, with ISPs acting as a gate-keepers to their consumer pools.   An ISP should not be able to deny access to its
 customer base by purposely degrading or providing poor service unless it is paid an extra fee.  These agreements pave
the way for ISP-favored content and services from companies like Comcast who already have an incentive to push their
own streaming options and content over others and stifle attempted innovation and business from small companies who
simply can't pay the toll.  While this is immediately bad for all businesses save those with money to pay, long-term it
may become a way to stifle speech or opinions that the gate-keeper ISPs find counter to their interests.  The Internet is
one of the most important gateways for communication in the history of mankind and neutrality for all who wish to use
it as a portal for speech or services must be maintained.  It is for this reason that I urge the FCC to reclassify broadband
access as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

------------------------------ Email 8,647 ------------------------------

From: flamedragoon345
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin Jacobs
103 artillery rd
hampton, VA 23669

------------------------------ Email 8,648 ------------------------------

From: twitch142
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
The internet is something really special. Please keep it an open medium. Anything less would ruin it.

------------------------------ Email 8,649 ------------------------------

From: oaj2011
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joshua Olson
2800 Waterview Parkway #5417
Richardson, TX 75080

------------------------------ Email 8,650 ------------------------------

From: suisho2006
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

cassandra brown
108 county highway 10
morris, NY 13808
US
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------------------------------ Email 8,651 ------------------------------

From: roboman827
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:14
Subject: YOU KNOW WHAT THIS EMAIL IS ABOUT!!!
Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title
II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II Telecommunications Services Title II
Telecommunications Services

------------------------------ Email 8,652 ------------------------------

From: threeemperors
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:15
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brandon Humble

Oklahoma City, OK 73108

------------------------------ Email 8,653 ------------------------------

From: neerdebeech
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:15
Subject:
Dear FCC People,

The telephone industry now sends it's services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to
declassify it as such. We fought hard to deregulate Ma Bell and allow for the advancements in technology that got us
this far, so it feels tragic to be witnessing a state-sponsored undoing of what we, as a country, accomplished.
Please, I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.

Thanks,
A Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,654 ------------------------------

From: jjpozy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:15
Subject: Net neutrality
A ruling like this one is devastating to the economic well being of this country.  Cable/Internet Providers already charge
an astronomical price for services that cost almost nothing to render.  And frankly, they remain behind the times in
comparison to other nations in terms of speed and reliability of services (and costumer services I must add).

With prices being almost out of reach for the majority of people in this country, allowing Cable providers to charge
businesses such as Netflix and Hulu in order for customers to view their shows adds insult to injury to the working class
 members of this country.  Loses to all businesses could be substantial if rates for Netflix and Hulu rise.  From
advertising to the the entertainment industry, there is certain to be a chain reaction if this takes effect.

A concerned citizen!!

Jamie L. Pozy

------------------------------ Email 8,655 ------------------------------

From: pjeramy_
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jeramy Peters
18375 47th pl NE
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155
US

------------------------------ Email 8,656 ------------------------------

From: mterran
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Terran
5280 NW 7 Street
Apt. 401
Miami, FL 33126
US

------------------------------ Email 8,657 ------------------------------

From: dustin.pepper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Net neutrality requires the internet service providers be classified as common carriers.  If this is not done, anything you
call net neutrality is actually the opposite.  Fast and slow lanes are a terrible idea, unless you're a Chinese web developer
 with innovative ideas, and then you'll be happy your American counterparts' web services are choked by Comcast.

Reclassify the ISPs.

Thanks,
Dustin
+61 429 534 456

------------------------------ Email 8,658 ------------------------------

From: ethancrochet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:16
Subject:
Dear FCC People,
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The telephone industry now sends it's services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to
declassify it as such. We fought hard to deregulate Ma Bell and allow for the advancements in technology that got us
this far, so it feels tragic to be witnessing a state-sponsored undoing of what we, as a country, accomplished.
Please, I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.

Thanks,
A Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,659 ------------------------------

From: daniliebling
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Daniella Liebling

------------------------------ Email 8,660 ------------------------------

From: ilya543
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ilya Aleksandrovskiy

NY 14226
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------------------------------ Email 8,661 ------------------------------

From: janinsonora
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Janice Parker

------------------------------ Email 8,662 ------------------------------

From: danabrianw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Please do not pass any laws that would infringe on net neutrality.  The internet is a milestone for humanity and
hindering will just hurt us.  Let it grow at its own rate, please do not interfere.

Thanks,

Dana W

------------------------------ Email 8,663 ------------------------------

From: antonyhhughes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:17
Subject: Please Reclassify ISPs as Title II Common Carriers under the  Telecommunications Act of 1934

I'm writing today to ask you to please help protect true Net Neutrality. Internet Service Providers should be reclassified
as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934. The internet should be a place for freedom of
communication and innovation for everyone.

Thank you,
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Antony Harold Hughes Jr.
Durham, North Carolina 27704

------------------------------ Email 8,664 ------------------------------

From: ssstewart10
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please don't let big businesses squeeze out startups by abandoning net neutrality. This will not be good for the country,
and I believe it will be the end of a free internet, and a serious challenge to free speech in our country.

Thank you.

S. Scott Stewart

------------------------------ Email 8,665 ------------------------------

From: sweetman6525
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

alex moore

WA 98444

------------------------------ Email 8,666 ------------------------------

From: chester.mclaughlin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:18
Subject: Common Carrier Sense
ISPs are common carriers. They provide a fundamental communication service. Please acknowledge this reality and
make common carrier rules enforceable.

--
Chester McLaughlin

Sent with Sparrow<http://www.sparrowmailapp.com/?sig>

------------------------------ Email 8,667 ------------------------------

From: ctfritz
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Raphaela Fritz
193 Mountain Page Rd.
Saluda, NC 28773
US

------------------------------ Email 8,668 ------------------------------

From: skaterguyjg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:18
Subject: Protect the Open Internet
My name is Julian. I have read about the proposed "Internet fast lane" which would essentially bring an end to net
neutrality. Multiple people, including myself, think it is a terrible idea to allow an internet fast lane. While it may be
difficult for politicians to understand, normal people do not have enough money to buy whatever internet speed they
want. Allowing companies with a lot of money to do this is stupid.

Many countries have taken the smart initiative of protecting net neutrality. In 2010, Chile created a net neutrality law.
On April 23, 2014, Brazil signed into law a bill that guarantees equal internet access. In early April, European
Parliament voted to protect net neutrality. This all raises the question of why the US doesn't do the same thing.

If the greedy internet service providers feel they need more money, they should get over themselves instead of getting
politicians to throw away net neutrality. The public has no choice but to deal with the internet speed we are given, and
no one should get priority simply because they have money. For once, I hope that the politicians deciding this will stop
thinking about themselves and their money and put the interests of the people they are supposed to work for ahead of
their own.

Sincerely,

Julian Gaub

------------------------------ Email 8,669 ------------------------------

From: joshua.allen.olson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:18
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Kind regards. -Josh
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------------------------------ Email 8,670 ------------------------------

From: chuckramirez2013
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chuck Ramirez

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 8,671 ------------------------------

From: ccdesan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

This is beyond a travesty; the American people will not tolerate the selling of the Internet to the highest bidder. If there
are those in the power structure who think that they can get away with this sort of jiggery-pokery with impunity, let
them watch their political and economic backs; torches and pitchforks are the likely next step for the citizens of our
nation.

Christopher DeSantis
423 Pommel Drive
Payson, UT 84651

------------------------------ Email 8,672 ------------------------------

From: jon.mervine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:19
Subject: Preserve the Open Internet

Hello,

My name is Jonathan Mervine and I want to stress the importance of net neutrality. It would be extremely damaging to
allow for any kind of discrimination of the type of traffic on the internet. A pay for priority system would prevent
startups, nonprofits, and everyday users from growing and engaging in all the activities that they enjoy. I urge you to
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scrap these proposed rules and instead restore the principle of online nondiscrimination by reclassifying broadband as a
telecommunications service.

Thank You for taking the time to read,

Jonathan Mervine
Cell: 540-710-4273
e-Mail: mailto

------------------------------ Email 8,673 ------------------------------

From: fasimm67
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:19
Subject: Net neutrality

> To whom it may concern,
> As an individual, Net Neutrality is very important to me. A corporation cannot be relied upon to fairly provide content
 of interest to me.
> As a citizen of the USA, Net Neutrality is important to all of us and our struggling economy. Paying to gain web
traffic will surely stifle innovation and invention.
>
> Please protect the individual consumer as well as potentially new burgeoning businesses.
>
> Sincerely,
> Frank Simmer
> 10003 Riata Ln.
> Bakersfield, 93306
> 661-378-7459

------------------------------ Email 8,674 ------------------------------

From: cyclingtherainbow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:20
Subject: Net neutrality
To keep information available exclusively for the ones that can pay is the end of our democracy.   Internet needs to be
part of the commons

Sent from my Galaxy S®III

------------------------------ Email 8,675 ------------------------------

From: chrisdossey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:20
Subject: Internet neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler,

 My name is Christopher L. Dossey. I live in Albuquerque, NM. I am writing the email cause I am concerned about the
changing dynamic of the internet. Allow service providers the ability to limit access to the full internet is to hand over a
tax payer funded area of development to private companies to do with what they please and charge the American
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people, twice, for what we have already paid for.

 Correct me if I am wrong, but, the development of the internet was paid for by US tax payers. We funded the creation
of this life changing UTILITY. I use the word utility, because that is what it is and should remain. To had over the
online world to private corporations is to give away something that does not belong to them. They simply own the utility
 lines, poles and the rest of the infrastructure that brings this service to millions of homes.

 What will happen if we limit access? You will be killing millions of online industries around the globe. Entrepreneurs
that have put their life's work online only to have it fail due to over pricing a service. I don't pay door covers for every
shop, store, or business I enter. So why should online be any different? This will not stand.

 I understand you and your colleagues have ties to the cable and internet providers. But, you work for a government
organization now, so tax money pays your current salary. You are in government sir, not a private sector company.

 I will be expecting a reply to this email. Do not limit mine or anyone else's ability to explore a whole world of
information

 Sincerely, Christopher L. Dossey.

P.S. I have already been instructing more people to contact you on this subject and I will be contacting my congress
person.

Sent from my HTC on T-Mobile 4G LTE

------------------------------ Email 8,676 ------------------------------

From: stealyphil1905
To:

Mike.ORielly
@fcc.gov
Date: 4/26/2014 17:21
Subject: No to internet access packages.
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

------------------------------ Email 8,677 ------------------------------

From: stealyphil1905
To:
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Mike.ORielly
@fcc.gov
Date: 4/26/2014 17:21
Subject: No to internet access packages.
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

------------------------------ Email 8,678 ------------------------------

From: stealyphil1905
To:

Mike.ORielly
@fcc.gov
Date: 4/26/2014 17:21
Subject: No to internet access packages.
I am very much in favor of the internet. One aspect of this is net neutrality, which I am in favor of. I'm not really up to
writing a long, detailed letter right now, but I wanted to add my support for: "All Internet Service Providers to be
reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934." From what I've been told, this
will force all ISPs to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in
any way.

To rephrase, I want the FCC to classify broadband access as a "Title II telecommunications service." From my
understanding, these are the magic words that -- under the Communications Act -- let the FCC tell companies "this is
like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in -- you are hired to move the
information, not mess with it."

I do not want the carriers to be able to mess with the traffic, with us only debating the details of how much they can
mess with it.

So, I think that should get the point across/make it clear as to what it is I want.

------------------------------ Email 8,679 ------------------------------

From: alberto549865
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:
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1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Thank you for reading,
Jesus Coreas

------------------------------ Email 8,680 ------------------------------

From: patmclean03
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Patrick McLean

 88310

------------------------------ Email 8,681 ------------------------------

From: frederickce
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher Frederick (  writes:

By allowing companies to negotiate for "fast-lane" Internet service, the FCC would be doing a disservice to consumers,
small business owners and anyone else who is not a large company with the funds necessary to secure these "fast-lane"
agreements, with ISPs acting as a gate-keepers to their consumer pools.   An ISP should not be able to deny access to its
 customer base by purposely degrading or providing poor service unless it is paid an extra fee.  These agreements pave
the way for ISP-favored content and services from companies like Comcast who already have an incentive to push their
own streaming options and content over others and stifle attempted innovation and business from small companies who
simply can't pay the toll.  While this is immediately bad for all businesses save those with money to pay, long-term it
may become a way to stifle speech or opinions that the gate-keeper ISPs find counter to their interests.  The Internet is
one of the most important gateways for communi
 cation in the history of mankind and neutrality for all who wish to use it as a portal for speech or services must be
maintained.  It is for this reason that I urge the FCC to reclassify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications
Service.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,682 ------------------------------

From: bjwalsh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brian Walsh
Saint John's University
PO Box 7066
Collegeville, MN 56321
US

------------------------------ Email 8,683 ------------------------------

From: dirk4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: Destruction of net neutrality
Greetings:

Please so not allow the net to become another profit center for corporate interests.

You have already allowed the airwaves and print media to be dominated by corporations. The result is a loss of diversity
 in stories covered and voices heard. With the recent supreme court decisions election coverage on these outlets will be
dominated by money. Advertising will be what most of us experience when it comes to elections. Based on past
experience it will be mainly negative, certainly not informative.
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The net remains a challenging place to derive information. There are many voices. But that is life. Should access be
manipulated by content providers able to pay for better access things may be easier, but due only to the effective
silencing of so many.

The lack of effective FCC regulation of media ownership of the airwaves and the printing presses has created a near
wasteland for any but ‘approved’ views. Will the FCC now extend that wasteland to the net?

Best, Dirk De Lu

------------------------------ Email 8,684 ------------------------------

From: blake.summers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

blake summers

 97211

------------------------------ Email 8,685 ------------------------------

From: dsteele
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: "Net neutrality" means all service packets treated equally
Providing a paid 'fast lane' for some services is antithetical to the
principles of Network Neutrality. In a market where near network
monopolies are also in competition with those services, it is vital to
maintain Network Neutrality in practice, not just in name.

Internet services must not be permitted to provide preferential
treatment for some service traffic over others, whether or not that
treatment is bought and paid for.

------------------------------ Email 8,686 ------------------------------

From: muffildy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: net neutrality
If your going to get rid of net neutrality, then it is only fair to force ISPs to produce the speeds they advertise to their
consumers 100% of the time. If im paying for 60 mbps then i should get 60 mbps no matter what website i go to.

------------------------------ Email 8,687 ------------------------------
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From: jorgensen9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

lynn jorgensen
1349 dutchtown rd
endicott, NY 13760
US

------------------------------ Email 8,688 ------------------------------

From: frederickce
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:22
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner
Christopher Frederick (  writes:

By allowing companies to negotiate for "fast-lane" Internet service, the FCC would be doing a disservice to consumers,
small business owners and anyone else who is not a large company with the funds necessary to secure these "fast-lane"
agreements, with ISPs acting as a gate-keepers to their consumer pools.   An ISP should not be able to deny access to its
 customer base by purposely degrading or providing poor service unless it is paid an extra fee.  These agreements pave
the way for ISP-favored content and services from companies like Comcast who already have an incentive to push their
own streaming options and content over others and stifle attempted innovation and business from small companies who
simply can't pay the toll.  While this is immediately bad for all businesses save those with money to pay, long-term it
may become a way to stifle speech or opinions that the gate-keeper ISPs find counter to their interests.  The Internet is
one of the most important gateways for communi
 cation in the history of mankind and neutrality for all who wish to use it as a portal for speech or services must be
maintained.  It is for this reason that I urge the FCC to reclassify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications
Service.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,689 ------------------------------

From: michaelhouse2001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael House
78
Phoenix, AZ 85020
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US

------------------------------ Email 8,690 ------------------------------

From: joonshr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joon Steinar Hustad Rian

ot
NO

------------------------------ Email 8,691 ------------------------------

From: ms.mintingwei
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:24
Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a heavy Internet user in order to express broad and deep concerns that I have with the draft
rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to provide so called “internet fast lane”
services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm[1]http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070
810_002683.html[2]

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
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act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide the service. It is also
 likely that these communications companies must be recl

------------------------------ Email 8,692 ------------------------------

From: ericgs88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:24
Subject: Open Net
Hello,

I work in IT and consider myself very tech savvy. For the love of everything good fight these damn ISPs and DO NOT
gut net neutrality. Clients and businesses I support will have sub par speeds in a country in which speeds are a global
joke. I refer to http://www.akamai.com/stateoftheinternet/ for more information.

If the chairman succeeds at this you will have a decimated IT industry and an exodus of IT professionals.

------------------------------ Email 8,693 ------------------------------

From: allfun101
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
David Peller (  writes:

please do not end net neutrality you scumbag criminal
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,694 ------------------------------

From: msd6494
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marjorie David

Venice, CA 90291
US
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Pancner

------------------------------ Email 8,701 ------------------------------

From: airwatervac
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
The FCC has the same responsibility to provide a level Internet as they did to provide equal access to phone service
when POTS was the only service available..

Any usage based pricing will be massively subject to the laws of unintended consequences and will, ultimately, limit
Internet use in some demographics or communities.

Larry Host
918-708-5367
AirWaterVac Support Services

------------------------------ Email 8,702 ------------------------------

From: achapman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi,
  I'd like ISPs classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. Thanks,
  -Adam Chapman

------------------------------ Email 8,703 ------------------------------

From: politics
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Michael Lampi

------------------------------ Email 8,704 ------------------------------

From: joseph.cator
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joseph Cator
2412 Waterstone Dr.
Cedar Hill, TX 75104

------------------------------ Email 8,705 ------------------------------

From: zen.nightz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:26
Subject: Open Internet
Hello,

I'm concerned and rather shocked by the FCCs reneging on their precedent of actually regulating cable and Internet
companies responsibly.

First off, I was wondering if your new version of Net Neutrality meets the criteria in the Common Carrier clause of the
Telecommunications Act?

If not, then please elaborate to the public why you're considering creating a different (illegal in terms of the above law's)
 policy instead of following established rule of law?

I mean, the FCC is not even representing the taxpayer any more. You're paid salaries from our tax dollars and instead of
representing these people, you crumble under the weight of the same corporations you're meant to be regulating. If this
isn't a sign that your agency is weak, I don't know what is.
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Step back and think for a second. What happens when Google (and by extension, YouTube) only loads at 15kB/s for
everyone except users of Google Fiber as their ISP? All it costs Google is a little tightening of the Corporate Firewall,
and everyone is sent scurrying to Fiber for massive profit.

Is this the beginning of vertically-integrated Internet service, in the spirit of Rockefeller?

In this dystopia you're creating, my choice is being forced into slow YouTube/Google speeds, paying for Fiber Optic
connection that I have no money or use for besides exclusive content, or retreating to internationally-located VPN
companies, 4G or Tor and hope I'm not using a malicious relay or someone's fake cell tower... and at still less than
normal speed.

And yes, this is the way people used Netflix while stuck in Comcast's grip. Not very consumer-friendly, is it?

Thanks for your time.

------------------------------ Email 8,706 ------------------------------

From: cprousalis77
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
Keep net neutrality. Make the internet a utility, or watch this nation fall further behind compared to the world. The
internet is the only free speech forum left on the airwaves. NO group of private companies nor individuals have a right
to control such a powerful medium.

------------------------------ Email 8,707 ------------------------------

From: zen.nightz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:26
Subject: Open Internet
Hello,

I'm concerned and rather shocked by the FCCs reneging on their precedent of actually regulating cable and Internet
companies responsibly.

First off, I was wondering if your new version of Net Neutrality meets the criteria in the Common Carrier clause of the
Telecommunications Act?

If not, then please elaborate to the public why you're considering creating a different (illegal in terms of the above law's)
 policy instead of following established rule of law?

I mean, the FCC is not even representing the taxpayer any more. You're paid salaries from our tax dollars and instead of
representing these people, you crumble under the weight of the same corporations you're meant to be regulating. If this
isn't a sign that your agency is weak, I don't know what is.

Step back and think for a second. What happens when Google (and by extension, YouTube) only loads at 15kB/s for
everyone except users of Google Fiber as their ISP? All it costs Google is a little tightening of the Corporate Firewall,
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and everyone is sent scurrying to Fiber for massive profit.

Is this the beginning of vertically-integrated Internet service, in the spirit of Rockefeller?

In this dystopia you're creating, my choice is being forced into slow YouTube/Google speeds, paying for Fiber Optic
connection that I have no money or use for besides exclusive content, or retreating to internationally-located VPN
companies, 4G or Tor and hope I'm not using a malicious relay or someone's fake cell tower... and at still less than
normal speed.

And yes, this is the way people used Netflix while stuck in Comcast's grip. Not very consumer-friendly, is it?

Thanks for your time.

------------------------------ Email 8,708 ------------------------------

From: colinatural
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:27
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.  Thank you.

   --
   Colin Webb
   (314) 776-3591

------------------------------ Email 8,709 ------------------------------

From: louannballew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

LouAnn Ballew
16541 Redmond Way
PMB 207C
Redmond, AK 98052

------------------------------ Email 8,710 ------------------------------
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From: cvc201069
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

cecil vermillion
2021 W. Kingsley St.
Springfield, MO 65807
US

------------------------------ Email 8,711 ------------------------------

From: tikal415
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eduardo Sosa
1663 Valencia St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
US

------------------------------ Email 8,712 ------------------------------

From: tjamesosborne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:28
Subject: Please don't kill net neutrality
Net neutrality is vital to preserve the open flow of ideas on the internet, please don’t destroy it.

------------------------------ Email 8,713 ------------------------------

From: gillettboy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Nicholas Gillett
1810 Colorado
San Angelo, TX 76901

------------------------------ Email 8,714 ------------------------------

From: seananderson33
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:28
Subject: ISP Classifications
I would like ISPs classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you,
Sean Anderson

------------------------------ Email 8,715 ------------------------------

From: tmstover
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thomas Stover

NM 88001
US

------------------------------ Email 8,716 ------------------------------

From: ethanjpatton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:29
Subject: Net Neutrality
We, the people, want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 8,717 ------------------------------

From: ztg360
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:29
Subject: Net neutrality
It is my opinion (and the opinion of many others) that ISP's should be classified as title II telecommunication services,
this is a fundamental fight that will have far- reaching consequences if lost. Thank you for fighting for net neutrality.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,718 ------------------------------

From: steve
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:30
Subject: Reclassify my ISP as a common carrier
My internet service should work like a utility. I pay Charter a
certain amount of money per month and I expect a level of service, and
then I get to watch Amazon Prime, or upload videos, or play internet
games or whatever it is I like to do on the internet. Please
reclassify my ISP (Internet Service Provider) as a common carrier.

Best Regards,

Steve
--
http://steve.kargs.net/

------------------------------ Email 8,719 ------------------------------

From: fosterb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:30
Subject: One suggestion
Howdy,

Network neutrality is an important aspect of the internet. I would personally like to see it preserved. Ideals, however, are
 difficult to maintain in a commercial marketplace. Under limited circumstance I would be willing to support the
proposal.

The one suggestion I can offer is a simple improvement: Require "reasonable and non discriminatory" terms similar to
patent licensing for standards. This might ensure transparency, fairness, and open access. It's a compromise.

Brett

------------------------------ Email 8,720 ------------------------------

From: phuc.truong31
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Please take a stand against the new net neutrality laws.

It is unfair that corporate companies should be able to charge companies an additional amount for faster speeds to the
consumers. That cost will only be passed down to the consumers. This is a huge loss to consumers and only a gain to
large telecommunication companies.

Is this why the law is going into effect? Because large telecommunications companies are able to spend the money and
pay "political contributions" to make laws like this go into effect? When is the judicial and federal departments going to
take a stand for the citizens of it's country? When will it stop being about money? Take money from the people, and
giving it to large corporations is the problem with this country. When it all hits the fan, and the economy goes back into
its recession again, don't you need consumers to spend money on shit that matters to jump start this economy?
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Telecommunication companies have been stealing billions of dollars from customers and the government. How do you
go through to protect and help these companies profit with such a law? Shouldn't the best interest be to let the
consumers profit? When the consumers profit, companies in the end will be able to profit. Vice-versa, you continuously
let companies profit at the cost of consumers, soon there will be no consumers to take advantage of. Unless this is what
the government wants?

I believe that if this law is passed, which it shouldn't, then companies should HAVE to provide low speed internet at
greatly reduced costs or close to free. Consumers in the United States are already paying an arm and a leg compared to
other countries. And now both content providers and consumers, who make the internet thrive by the way, have to pay
more for faster speeds, while consumers in other countries already pay much less for even faster speeds then us?

The internet is the future. Do not let it get into the hands of companies who will destroy it.

--

Phuc Truong
(626) 677-1417

mailto:

------------------------------ Email 8,721 ------------------------------

From: johnhoward7788
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:30
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
I have to imagine the FCC is going to get a lot of e-mail on this topic so I doubt all of it will be read. I'm hoping the
subject line alone conveys the gist of my sentiments, but if by some miracle a human being is reading this and is curious
 at the reasoning behind this, please feel free to reply and I'd be happy to go into it.

-John Howard
Registered Voter
92612

------------------------------ Email 8,722 ------------------------------

From: surfer833
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kaden Scott
21409 dewdney trunk rd
Maple ridge, BC V2x 3g5
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------------------------------ Email 8,723 ------------------------------

From: enholtmann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Erich Holtmann
71 Mozden Lane
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
US

------------------------------ Email 8,724 ------------------------------

From: izka d
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Izabella Dabrowski
11805 Eubank Dr
Austin, TX 78758
US

------------------------------ Email 8,725 ------------------------------

From: lucas.dixon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lucas Dixon
500 W 148 St. Apt 3F
NEW YORK, NY 10031
US

------------------------------ Email 8,726 ------------------------------

From: herzgewachse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:33
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Peyman Farzinpour
55 Adams Street
Somerville, MA 02145
US

------------------------------ Email 8,727 ------------------------------

From: johnsoap
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:33
Subject: State of the Web
Hi there,
I'm currently a student at Whitman College, about to graduate. I've been following the news on net neutrality over the
last few years, and it seems like we're at a crucial point in re-understanding what the internet means for each of us. I
think it's important to remember events like the Gulf of Tonkin and 9/11 that led to decisions which gave inordinate and
virtually un-vetted power to those in military command to pursue justice. I think something similar may be starting to
happen with regards to net neutrality--if internet access moves towards being filtered by businesses that throttle certain
websites, it may lead to unprecedented and unforeseen attempts to control information in way that is detrimental to a
culture of freedom.

Thanks for your time,
Alexander Johnson

------------------------------ Email 8,728 ------------------------------

From: tpeckham9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tina Peckham
2801 Dryden Drive
#301
Madison, WI 53704
US

------------------------------ Email 8,729 ------------------------------

From: nadelle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:33
Subject: Net Neutrality!!!!
ISPs need to be classed as a Title I Telecommunications Services plain and simple.
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-Victoria Tyrrel

------------------------------ Email 8,730 ------------------------------

From: josh gregory05
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joshua Gregory
943 County Hwy 518
Sikeston, MO 63780
US

------------------------------ Email 8,731 ------------------------------

From: paullink
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Link
91 West St apt B
Winooski, VT 05404

------------------------------ Email 8,732 ------------------------------

From: sdvornik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Srdjan Dvornik

------------------------------ Email 8,733 ------------------------------

From: mooneymoon96
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:34
Subject: Open Internet
The upcoming plans for a 'fast lane' are preposterous and can not be allowed. It is not in consumers' best interests to
allow ISP's this much power over us. It is getting old having to fight a bill like this every 8 months.

------------------------------ Email 8,734 ------------------------------

From: jberry66
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Berry
2835 Chalet Knolls Ln
Katy, TX 77494

------------------------------ Email 8,735 ------------------------------

From: alicewonder
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:35
Subject: A Free Internet
I'll keep this short and to the point.

I hope we can all agree that freedom of speech and freedom of the press
are both crucial cornerstones to a free society. So much so that they are
in the U.S. Constitution.

A free and open Internet with Net Neutrality is just as important.
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Michael A. Peters
Redding, CA

------------------------------ Email 8,736 ------------------------------

From: brandolfff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brandon Hildebrandt
741 First Ave.
Berwyn, PA 19312

------------------------------ Email 8,737 ------------------------------

From: mdeycaza
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
mike deycaza

------------------------------ Email 8,738 ------------------------------

From: lgsmithrn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:36
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lesa Smith
250 S Meadow Ridge Trail
Edwardsville, IL 62025
US

------------------------------ Email 8,739 ------------------------------

From: cuevahonda58
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

covi lopez
4930 30th ave se
naples, FL 34117

------------------------------ Email 8,740 ------------------------------

From: cfharrison
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Catherine Harrison
10 Sandy Pine Dr
Surfside Beach, SC 29575
US

------------------------------ Email 8,741 ------------------------------

From: lea.belton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:37
Subject: Net neutrality
FCC chairman, Tom Wheeler:

Your new plan to create a pay to play Internet came to light Wednesday in the Wall Street Journal.

Under the plan wealthy corporations will be able to purchase faster service, while those that cannot do so will have
slower service. Are you aware of this and that it will make the growing gap between the rich and poor grow even more?
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It is similar to the US's era of slavery. Just as slaves were not allowed to learn to read and therefore were unable to gain
knowledge, this limiting of faster internet will take the access to knowledge via the internet away from those that cannot
 afford it. Class-based Internet, which is the result if your plan is unethical in regards to equality. I, a voting citizen of
the United States, do not support it.

A scientific study recently came out that proves that the United States has lost its democratic legitimacy and now is a
plutocratic oligarchy. Your internet plans are an action that encourages and promotes this plutocracy, a type of
government that I am not okay with my America being.  Policies designed for the wealthy, so they can make more
money from the rest of us are not okay. According to the Times: “The new rules, according to the people briefed on
them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate separately with each content company – like Netflix,
Amazon, Disney or Google – and charge different companies different amounts for priority service. That, of course,
could increase costs for content companies, which would then have an incentive to pass on those costs to consumers as
part of their subscription prices."
In the future, if a new start-up – the future Twitter or Facebook – begins it will have a very hard time competing with
those who are established Interne companies because the slower service of the start-ups will make them less consumer
friendly. As a result we can expect less creativity on the Internet.

Might I suggest to you, a member of my government who is supposed to work for/represent me, to create proposals that
will bring us back to a democracy, and create policies that limit the power of the most wealthy. We all deserve equality,
please use your power to promote that notion.
your current internet proposal would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
We have a right to access information. We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

I encourage you not to let money corrupt you,
-Lea Belton

------------------------------ Email 8,742 ------------------------------

From: bglick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:37
Subject: Comment on the Open Internet question
To the Commission,

As the founder of a new technology startup, I'm very concerned about the establishment of rules that would allow ISPs
to treat the traffic from my service on a lower tier than the traffic of more established competitors with deep pockets.

Innovating and growing a technology-based business is hard enough without the deck being stacked against us at the
most fundamental communication layer. I've worked for Google in the past and long ago learned that even a 100
millisecond delay can mean all the difference on whether a customer returns to use your service again.

My hope is that the FCC can set the vision for an open Internet where all traffic travels along the same shared roads.

Sincerely,

Brian Glick

------------------------------ Email 8,743 ------------------------------

From: shane.snedden
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:37
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shane Snedden

------------------------------ Email 8,744 ------------------------------

From: arosemary1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rosemary Ward
1216 Greenway St.
Greenville, MS 38701
US

------------------------------ Email 8,745 ------------------------------

From: phil.lopreiato
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:37
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
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traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting, and functions akin to a utility, and should be regulated as such using common carrier
provisions (either by declaring Internet providers Title II telecoms or regulating them as public utilities). Whether or not
 a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of every citizen to participate within it should
not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Phil Lopreiato

------------------------------ Email 8,746 ------------------------------

From: paul link 82
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:38
Subject: Net neutrality

Simply put. Money does not equal speech. Any proposal that allows for a pay to play fast lane for content on the
Internet is subversive to net neutrality specifically and free speech generally.

Thank you
Paul Link

Sent via the Samsung GALAXY S®4 Active™, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone

------------------------------ Email 8,747 ------------------------------

From: william.meltzer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

william meltzer
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736 chaffin ridge
columbus, OH 43214

------------------------------ Email 8,748 ------------------------------

From: eric.arn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eric Arn
152 Colburn Rd
Milford, NH 03055
US

------------------------------ Email 8,749 ------------------------------

From: mjpreecs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

M. J. P.

IN
US

------------------------------ Email 8,750 ------------------------------

From: bmacok
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:38
Subject: Net Neutrality is as Fundamental as Freedom of Speech and Press
Internet Service providers should be classified as common carriers, as their service has become so integral in modern
life, their place as a public utility is equivalent to that of water, gas, and electricity.  Many government functions can
now only be accomplished online.

No company should have the ability to own publicly owned spectrum hostage from content producers or consumers
alike.

The end of net neutrality ends the most american thing about the internet, which is the inherent equality of all users.
The cabal of telecoms aim to leverage the necessity of the surface to augment what is already the single highest margin
industry in the entire country. They do this while delivering one of the lowest quality and slowest products in the
developed world.

Market forces can not drive increased competition when competition does not exist, and thuggery should not supersede
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a necessary public resource.

Thanks you.

------------------------------ Email 8,751 ------------------------------

From: anne.epley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Anne Epley

 37916

------------------------------ Email 8,752 ------------------------------

From: jhandly1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:39
Subject: Net neutrality
The proposal to do away with net neutrality is not in the public interest.
John Handly

------------------------------ Email 8,753 ------------------------------

From: mdickey46
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:39
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

 I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,754 ------------------------------

From: industrialfoodie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sam Olivari
81 Pennsylvania Ave
Somerville, MA 02145

------------------------------ Email 8,755 ------------------------------

From: jaybles169
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

Thanks,

US Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,756 ------------------------------

From: myoung92656
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
In a democratic country, the internet must be affordable and accessible to everyone. It must also be secure and insure the
 privacy of those who use it.

Madonna Young
26701 Quail Creek
Unit 212
Laguna Hills, CA 92656
US

------------------------------ Email 8,757 ------------------------------

From: longtide33
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

R C
115 stevens rd
Fairlee, VT 05045

------------------------------ Email 8,758 ------------------------------

From: ejaneb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:41
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Edna Bowman

------------------------------ Email 8,759 ------------------------------

From: ltsamanda
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:41
Subject: Open Internet
To whom it may concern,

I am writing because I am very concerned with the state of the Internet and the path it is heading down. I strongly
believe that broadband access should be classified as a Title II telecommunications service. Carriers should not have the
right to interfere with the citizens' internet usage. Thank you for reading. I hope you take this message to heart as it is a
serious concern of mine and millions of others.

Sincerely,
Amanda Szymanski

------------------------------ Email 8,760 ------------------------------

From: lushmind
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 17:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tim Syth

 53204

------------------------------ Email 8,761 ------------------------------

From: alandelf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alan Covey
1747 Salem St.
Chico, CA 95928
US

------------------------------ Email 8,762 ------------------------------

From: speltier90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:41
Subject: On the Importance of Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

The internet is a utility.

Protect America's utility. Protect the internet. Resurrect net neutrality.

I am a single voice. But, you have the power.

Make a decisive and quick and just action in protecting our rights to have an open and unbiased share of the
fundamental utility of the 21st century: the internet.

Best,
Stephen Peltier

MFA Screenwriting, June 2015
School of Theater, Film, & Television
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University of California, Los Angeles

------------------------------ Email 8,763 ------------------------------

From: longtide33
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

R C
115 stevens rd
Fairlee, VT 05045
US

------------------------------ Email 8,764 ------------------------------

From: lea.belton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Commissioner Mignon Clyburn:

The new plan to create a pay to play Internet came to light Wednesday in the Wall Street Journal.

Under the plan wealthy corporations will be able to purchase faster service, while those that cannot do so will have
slower service. Are you aware of this and that it will make the growing gap between the rich and poor grow even more?
It is similar to the US's era of slavery. Just as slaves were not allowed to learn to read and therefore were unable to gain
knowledge, this limiting of faster internet will take the access to knowledge via the internet away from those that cannot
 afford it. Class-based Internet, which is the result if the plan is unethical in regards to equality. I, a voting citizen of the
United States, do not support it.

A scientific study recently came out that proves that the United States has lost its democratic legitimacy and now is a
plutocratic oligarchy. This proposal for the internet is an action that encourages and promotes this plutocracy, a type of
government that I am not okay with my America being.  Policies designed for the wealthy, so that they can make more
money from the rest of us are not okay. According to the Times: “The new rules, according to the people briefed on
them, will allow a company like Comcast or Verizon to negotiate separately with each content company – like Netflix,
Amazon, Disney or Google – and charge different companies different amounts for priority service. That, of course,
could increase costs for content companies, which would then have an incentive to pass on those costs to consumers as
part of their subscription prices."
In the future, if a new start-up – the future Twitter or Facebook – begins it will have a very hard time competing with
those who are established Interne companies because the slower service of the start-ups will make them less consumer
friendly. As a result we can expect less creativity on the Internet. As well as less access to it from less affluent people.
That is economic based oppression.

Might I suggest to you, a member of my government who is supposed to work for/represent me, to create proposals that
will bring us back to a democracy, and create policies that limit the power of the most wealthy. We all deserve equality,
please use your power to promote that notion.
your current internet proposal would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
We have a right to access information. We demand an open Internet and real net neutrality.

I encourage you not to let money corrupt you,
-Lea Belton

------------------------------ Email 8,765 ------------------------------

From: creaser111
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:42
Subject:
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen, I feel it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered
and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   -Adam Creasey

------------------------------ Email 8,766 ------------------------------

From: gabriel.allan.cook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gabriel Cook
217 West 78th St.
KANSAS CITY, MO 64114

------------------------------ Email 8,767 ------------------------------

From: ostranderjr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:43
Subject: Keep the net neutral!
Don't let companies like Comcast, Time Warner, and Verizon determine our legislation. Money is not free speech and
laws should not be dictated by corporations.

The purpose of the government is to protect the people, and approving things like the death of net neutrality goes against
 that.

--

Tim Ostrander
913.526.6033
timostrander.com<http://timostrander.com>

------------------------------ Email 8,768 ------------------------------

From: voided101
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Izatt
1235 Shavington Street
North Vancouver V7L1L1

------------------------------ Email 8,769 ------------------------------

From: jjldclark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Leroy Clark
2776 Unicorn Lane, N.W.
Washington, DC 20015
US

------------------------------ Email 8,770 ------------------------------

From: hussongd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:43
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,?

------------------------------ Email 8,771 ------------------------------

From: maketheweather
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality
I am writing to advocate for the FCC declaring internet service as a public utility to enshrine net neutrality. I believe this
 is essential to democratize internet service and stimulate innovation in the economy.
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Thanks,

Nick Cucé

------------------------------ Email 8,772 ------------------------------

From: gbin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: Traffic on the internet should remain indiscriminated.
My name is Guillaume Binet, I am a computer scientist with 20 years of experience currently working for Google.

Promoting "fast lane" instead of what it is in reality i.e. "slow lane for everybody else" is a real risk for the innovation
on the internet.

The next Google or Facebook will never be able to compete with any incumbents if they can simply make them pay
more to be peered correctly.

Enforcing net neutrality should be a primary mission of your organization and instead you are pushing to destroy it.

This is a blow to the rights of every single consumer you are supposed to protect.

------------------------------ Email 8,773 ------------------------------

From: josephrusso232
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joseph Russo
3363 Clearing Lane
Corona, CA 92882

------------------------------ Email 8,774 ------------------------------

From: fem telenaus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tia Chapman

 37013

------------------------------ Email 8,775 ------------------------------

From: aaronmbettinger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Aaron Bettinger
3218 Crystal Springs Ln
Hermitage, TN 37076

------------------------------ Email 8,776 ------------------------------

From: kantlivelong
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: ISPs & Net Nuetrality
Hello,

I am going to keep this short and sweet. Please reclassify ISPs as common carriers.

-Shawn

------------------------------ Email 8,777 ------------------------------

From: erin.reasoner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: Net neutrality

   My name is Erin Reasoner and I would like to let it be known that I wish to have ISP's classified as Title II
Telecommunications Services.
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   Thank you.

   Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,778 ------------------------------

From: keenan90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Without Net Neutrality, those that can afford to pay the ISP's will have an absolute advantage and will crush any
competition without even having to lift a finger. This favoritism is the exact opposite and damages the very capitalism
our market is based on.

KEenan Mau

 95112

------------------------------ Email 8,779 ------------------------------

From: desertsnake98
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:45
Subject: My brief thought
I for a long time have been in awe of the internet and the gifts it has given to society so indiscriminately, and I believe
that internet fast-lane agreements between ISPs and other companies would be an attack on the principle that the
internet is here for everyone.

------------------------------ Email 8,780 ------------------------------

From: shwall0142
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Susan Wall
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------------------------------ Email 8,781 ------------------------------

From: rwdalpe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:45
Subject: Comments on the Open Internet
Hello,

I'm a 22 year old software engineer currently living in South Carolina, and I would like to give my feedback about the
Open Internet issue.

I am not fully aware of all the legal precendents, laws, and limitations around what I am about to say, but I will say what
 matters to me as a constituent and consumer.

My current job and standard of living require that I have access to broadband internet. Objectively, I would be worse at
my job and my quality of life would decrease without such access. I can confidently say the same about others in and
out of my demographic. The world is simply moving too fast and is too connected for an individual to get by without
some sort of reliable, fast internet connection.

I pay a decent amount money every month to a company that I don't necessarily trust with my wellbeing for that kind of
access. Why? Because I need it and I don't have a choice about where I get it from. Where I live, I have 2 companies
from which I could receive reasonably fast internet access. I know I'm one of the lucky few who actually has any kind of
 choice, but really what kind of choice is 1 of 2 options for such a necessary service?

I don't really trust or like either company. I chose my current provider based on which I believed was less insidious.

Here's what I think could be done to improve the situation, ordered by priority of importance to me:

1.      Force providers to be transparent about their service. This includes information about:

   *    Any additional fees they charge to heavy users or premium content providers
   *    What % of their profit goes towards network/infrastructure upgrades
   *    Justification for additional limitations beyond bandwidth such as data caps

        My biggest gripe is that I have no real premise to complain even when I suspect there is something amiss. If I
wanted to determine if my access to a service was being throttled, I would be on my own to try and do network
diagnostics. That's in the realm of possibility for me as a software engineer, but I can't imagine what sort of chance a
consumer without my knowledge would stand.

2.      Make internet providers as non-descriminatory and as much like a public utility (phone, gas, electric, etc) as
possible.

Access to the Internet may as well be a public utility at this point. Some countries have made broadband Internet access
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a legal right ( http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/10461048 ). Since so many goods and services take place online at this point,
I feel that the infrastructure for that service should not be leveraged for the benefit of a private company.

If that is not possible, at least try and make easier for more options to be available to consumers. I understand that it's
hard to offer Internet access since someone basically has to dig a cable into the consumer's front yard (hence why I think
 it should be a public utility), but at the very least more competition should help some of the issues.

I can't just cancel my Internet service, regardless of what happens with Net Neutrality. I admit it: I am trapped. But if I
start seeing biased, descriminatory practices by providers, I will attempt to find and exercise every option available to
me to resolve the issue, including my vote. I would become a single issue voter over this.

Thank you,

Robert Winslow Dalpe

------------------------------ Email 8,782 ------------------------------

From: doug
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:45
Subject: Reclassify Internet broadband providers as common carriers
We must preserve net neutrality
--
Doug Alberg

------------------------------ Email 8,783 ------------------------------

From: yesthatjohn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

john patterson
5-33 49th Avenue
long island city, NY 11101

------------------------------ Email 8,784 ------------------------------

From: justina.powell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Justina Powell
310 Fox St.
Ojai, CA 93023
US

------------------------------ Email 8,785 ------------------------------

From: mark.hemsath
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:46
Subject: Net neutrality
Allowing Internet Service Providers to charge individuals or companies for better access to their customers is wrong.
There is no meaningful competition in the ISP business in the United States. I have access to only one high bandwidth
provider and as with most Americans it is the cable company. Data bandwidth is too important to allow the cable
industry such draconian power. Classify the cable companies as Common Carriers! Perhaps forcing the TV and ISP
segments of the business to split into separate entities is necessary. Cable is a monopoly.

Do not allow Mr. Wheeler to destroy net neutrality. He stands to benefit greatly by doing this but the public will be the
ones paying out of pocket. Will the FCC please stand up and say no to the creeping horror of business insiders running
our government? The United States should be a world leader for Internet service and instead we lag further and further
behind because of the insidious influence of corporate money.

Sincerely,

Mark Hemsath

------------------------------ Email 8,786 ------------------------------

From: mfthom
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:47
Subject: Broken net neutrality
The proposed fastlane/slowlane plan for ISPs is awful for consumers and for innovation.  It will kill startups before they
start.

Please treat ISPs as common carriers.  This is no time to be weak.

Thanks

--Mike Thompson

------------------------------ Email 8,787 ------------------------------

From: rdufault
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert DuFault
Willow Lane
Shoreview, MN 55126
US

------------------------------ Email 8,788 ------------------------------

From: battleopponent
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

You're getting a lot of these I'm afraid. I read this and cannot phrase it any better, so here goes:
 I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ryan Bellune
1281 Aiken Rd
Bogart, GA 30622

------------------------------ Email 8,789 ------------------------------

From: naporaandrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:48
Subject: Regarding the classification of Internet Service Providers
This needs to be addressed, please classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services. We need Net Neutrality to
stay forever, ISPs are trying to change the internet as we know it.

------------------------------ Email 8,790 ------------------------------

From: wheelbitethefirst
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Richard Durning



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 8,791 ------------------------------

From: naporaandrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Re: Regarding the classification of Internet Service Providers
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation

On Sat, Apr 26, 2014 at 5:48 PM, OpenInternet < mailto  wrote:

   Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

------------------------------ Email 8,792 ------------------------------

From: awesomemomx2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Catherine E. Schmidt (  writes:

I had hoped to call you, however your mailbox was full.  I am writing you to indicate that you need to re-evaluate and
delete the proposed FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment.

These rules would destroy Net Neutrality. I urge the chairman to throw them out and instead reclassify broadband as a
telecommunications service. This is the only way to restore real Net Neutrality.  A free and non-preferential internet is
essential for the free flow of information and ideas for which countless men and women have died to protect.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,793 ------------------------------

From: todd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

We know that the water company, electric company, and phone company are all utilities based on the public service
they provide and the natural monopolies that result out of the logistics of their existence. If we use this as a baseline
definition of what makes something a utility, then the internet would easily fall into this category.
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Just like electricity or water, internet access isn't a luxury or a choice if you live and participate in the modern economy.
The internet isn't an adjunct to real life. It's not another place. You don't do things "on the internet" you just do things.
Like other utilities, the internet is interwoven into every moment of our lives, and we should treat it that way.

Just like electricity or water, there's virtually no competition for internet service. Depending on where you live, you get
either Comcast or Time Warner or Verizon FIOS or Google Fiber or ATT U-verse. This lack of competition leads to
Americans paying the most money for some of the slowest speeds in the world when the internet should be a
commodity that gets better and faster and cheaper over time.

The telephone company is considered a utility and the internet is nothing more than it's new and improved offspring.
Common carrier rules should apply, but don't.

There are many arguments to support the theory that the internet is a 21st century utility, but Susan Crawford's book
"Captive Audience" explains it better than most.

http://www.amazon.com/Captive-Audience.../dp/0300153139

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed, sans
the content servers hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade environment
whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid for delivery
of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a medium of
content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gatekeeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.  Everyone
agrees that The Internet is a utility and should be subject to "common carrier" laws.
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Everyone, except you, apparently.  Why is that?

In closing, I'd like to refer you to a 2007 article where President Obama pledged Net Neutrality laws if elected.

http://www.cnet.com/news/obama-pledges-net-neutrality-laws-if-elected-president/

Sincerely,

Todd McGuckin
System Administrator

------------------------------ Email 8,794 ------------------------------

From: todd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

We know that the water company, electric company, and phone company are all utilities based on the public service
they provide and the natural monopolies that result out of the logistics of their existence. If we use this as a baseline
definition of what makes something a utility, then the internet would easily fall into this category.

Just like electricity or water, internet access isn't a luxury or a choice if you live and participate in the modern economy.
The internet isn't an adjunct to real life. It's not another place. You don't do things "on the internet" you just do things.
Like other utilities, the internet is interwoven into every moment of our lives, and we should treat it that way.

Just like electricity or water, there's virtually no competition for internet service. Depending on where you live, you get
either Comcast or Time Warner or Verizon FIOS or Google Fiber or ATT U-verse. This lack of competition leads to
Americans paying the most money for some of the slowest speeds in the world when the internet should be a
commodity that gets better and faster and cheaper over time.

The telephone company is considered a utility and the internet is nothing more than it's new and improved offspring.
Common carrier rules should apply, but don't.

There are many arguments to support the theory that the internet is a 21st century utility, but Susan Crawford's book
"Captive Audience" explains it better than most.

http://www.amazon.com/Captive-Audience.../dp/0300153139

There is probably nothing I can say or do to make you reconsider your plans of killing off one of the founding principles
 of the Internet, Net Neutrality. The principle, whereby all content is created equal and is delivered at equal speed, sans
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the content servers hosting capacity. This simple yet effective arrangement had ensured fair free trade environment
whereby content providers paid for costs of hosting and delivery of content, while content consumers paid for delivery
of content as well. Most importantly, such content delivery equality allowed for Internet to flourish as a medium of
content exchange, where popularity of content was simply a function of content originality and/or quality.

Now, communications monopolies are changing all of that. Instead of profiting from competing on speed of delivery or
their network capacity, these cartels are demanding a double rent from the same amount of content moving through their
 pipes. When some content is delivered faster, it's already an unfair practice in the egalitarian world of the Internet. Not
only would it lead to a sub par quality of "basic" service, but it would also unfairly promote "faster" content as well as
"faster" content publishers. It would also introduce additional costs in the start-up community business model. In
addition to the already existing costs of content creation, hosting and bandwidth you are introducing "fast access" cost,
which is currently inherent in all of the already existing ISP services contracts. ISPs are simple utilities, they do not
enhance content or provide any value add beyond delivering it to consumers. By allowing this double dipping practices
you are placing a lot of entrepreneurs unable to pay additional "fast access" cost at a great disadvantage. You are also
changing the already existing fabric of the Internet, while supporting another power grab on behalf of monopolistic
enterprises that should be broken apart, not granted another carte blanche.

Many of us in the Internet community realize that you are doing this not because you are unfamiliar with the subject at
hand, but because you are an important part of the pyramid of monopolistic power, an agent of consolidation. You are
the gatekeeper, the Chairman of a government agency who is already paid to represent "we the people". Not unlike ISPs
which you seem to represent instead, you are clearly seen as someone collecting the rent from these monopolies, in
exchange for the rights of the people. How effective would Abraham Lincoln be if he had to pay double or triple for his
wartime telegrams, because they were "urgent" in nature? You should know, you wrote a book about it. You were also a
 venture capitalist once, helping peer to peer start-ups become viable businesses, which is admirable. At that point you
should realize just how damaging these "fast access" costs would be to any Internet entrepreneur.

We can only hope you are able to muster any remnants of your common sense and entrepreneurial good will and do the
right thing, namely recognize the obvious fact that ISPs are simple utilities and preserve the Net Neutrality.  Everyone
agrees that The Internet is a utility and should be subject to "common carrier" laws.

Everyone, except you, apparently.  Why is that?

In closing, I'd like to refer you to a 2007 article where President Obama pledged Net Neutrality laws if elected.

http://www.cnet.com/news/obama-pledges-net-neutrality-laws-if-elected-president/

Sincerely,

Todd McGuckin
System Administrator

------------------------------ Email 8,795 ------------------------------

From: reinmasamuri
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: I disagree with the proposed "Fast Lane" language in the proposed  Open Internet rule
Allowing a "Fast Lane" for internet traffic is a horrible idea.  In 2010 the FCC themselves made several very good
points against having a fast lane:
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> If permitted to deny access, or charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, broadband providers may
have incentives to allow congestion rather than invest in expanding network capacity.

> Broadband providers would be expected to set inefficiently high fees to edge providers because they receive the
benefits of those fees but are unlikely to fully account for the detrimental impact on edge providers’ ability and
incentive to innovate and invest, including the possibility that some edge providers might exit or decline to enter the
market... Moreover, fees for access or prioritized access could trigger an “arms race” within a given edge market
segment. If one edge provider pays for access or prioritized access to end users, subscribers may tend to favor that
provider’s services, and competing edge providers may feel that they must respond by paying, too.

> Fees for access or prioritization to end users could reduce the potential profit that an edge provider would expect to
earn from developing new offerings, and thereby reduce edge providers’ incentives to invest and innovate. In the rapidly
 innovating edge sector, moreover, many new entrants are new or small “garage entrepreneurs,” not large and
established firms. These emerging providers are particularly sensitive to barriers to innovation and entry, and may have
difficulty obtaining financing if their offerings are subject to being blocked or disadvantaged by one or more of the
major broadband providers.

> If broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, they will have an
incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide to non-prioritized traffic. This would
increase the gap in quality (such as latency in transmission) between prioritized access and non-prioritized access,
induce more edge providers to pay for prioritized access, and allow broadband providers to charge higher prices for
prioritized access. Even more damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in order to
“squeeze” non-prioritized traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and confront edge
providers with a choice between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access to end users.

The internet is extremely important for our economy and freedom. Please do not allow special interests to capitalize the
internet. It needs to be free and open. Please propose a rule making all Internet Service Providers (ISPs) a Title II
telecommunications service. The future of the internet literally depends on it.

------------------------------ Email 8,796 ------------------------------

From: alexwotell11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

My name is Alex Wotell and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy, as it would prevent start ups from forming and would do irreversible damage to the
Internet.
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I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers. Please

Thank you for your time, Alex Wotell

------------------------------ Email 8,797 ------------------------------

From: naporaandrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Re: Regarding the classification of Internet Service Providers
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

On Sat, Apr 26, 2014 at 5:49 PM, duffman04 . < mailto:
wrote:

   I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
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gravity of the situation

   On Sat, Apr 26, 2014 at 5:48 PM, OpenInternet < mailto  wrote:

      Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

------------------------------ Email 8,798 ------------------------------

From: joe.uelk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Keep the net neutral
Allowing carriers to differentiate Internet content streams on the last mile will change the web as we know it.

Bandwidth is, like spectrum, a limited resource. Allowing ISPs to prioritize certain content streams over others will
ensure only the richest companies can deliver bandwidth intensive media, turning the web into something more akin to
radio after the ’96 Telecommunications Act where the airwaves became dominated by a handful of companies. Why?
Because the cap on radio station ownership was eliminated.

The beauty of a neutral network means anyone can run their own “station” and anyone can listen to their “broadcast”
regardless of the infrastructure deployed by larger organizations.

And this doesn't even touch on the fact that carriers will have a financial incentive to keep their networks congested.
Why would an ISP upgrade their network if content companies are paying them to bypass congestion?

Do not allow ISPs to differentiate Internet traffic on the last mile. Perhaps the best option for "we the people" is to
regulate ISPs as a utility. Internet connectivity should be treated the same way as water, electricity and gas.

Joe
Dallas, TX

------------------------------ Email 8,799 ------------------------------

From: gothangel1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
jade white

------------------------------ Email 8,800 ------------------------------

From: michael.a.diaz89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Diaz
5902 CYPRESS POINT AVE
LONG BEACH, CA 90808

------------------------------ Email 8,801 ------------------------------

From: philiptottenham
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:50
Subject: Revolution
If you don't protect the people, there will be a Revolution.

------------------------------ Email 8,802 ------------------------------

From: dave.imbriaco
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:50
Subject: Net Neutrality Rules
To Whom it May Concern,

Add my voice to the long list of people who want to see the internet reclassified as a Common Carrier as it should be.

-Dave Imbriaco

------------------------------ Email 8,803 ------------------------------

From: rlane32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:51
Subject: Inherently illegal monopolistic actions by internet providers.
Assuming we ignore the absurdity that ISPs are doing by charging the consumer, the service providers they host, the
traffic that transits them, and then charging the service providers from other networks for the same set of traffic, there's
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a still a very insidious problem with removing network neutrality:

The ISPs are also content providers. Charging companies like Netflix for reasonable speeds while providing a high level
 of speed for their own products is a text book illegal monopolistic practice of using one dominate market share to
dominate another. In most markets there is no competition for internet services. You can choose DSL or cable and both
of those providers are also providing content. It's impossible to choose a vendor which has no conflict of interest and it's
 impossible to start a content business that competes with any of these providers as they can price you out of the market
or ensure your customers can't reliably access your content.

Without network neutrality we can't have a competitive market. If ISPs wish to be free of neutrality they should, at
minimum, be restricted to that market.

Sincerely,

Ryan Lane

------------------------------ Email 8,804 ------------------------------

From: ryanmichaelbailey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

This is going to be bad for new business,  which will be bad for job creation,  which will be bad for the economy.

ryan Bailey
1349 Jefferson ave
redwood city, CA 94062

------------------------------ Email 8,805 ------------------------------

From: wchillman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:51
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
WALTER HILLMAN (  writes:

Wheeler, what you are creating is a mafia protection racket wherein ISPs can extort fees out of companies in order to
insure reasonable access. You absolutely need to reclassify broadband as a common carrier. Wheeler, step up to the
plate and start advocating for the common good and not just for your cable buddies.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
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Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,806 ------------------------------

From: will.f.lutz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William Lutz

ME 04101

------------------------------ Email 8,807 ------------------------------

From: ihpares
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:52
Subject: Ney Neutrality
I, and many other americans would like to see the internet reclassified as a Type II Communications network. Thank
you.

------------------------------ Email 8,808 ------------------------------

From: adamlaugisch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

With the recent developments regarding Net Neutrality I feel I need to express my concern. As a Cyber Systems
Operator in the USAF I have a deep understanding and direct relation to communications and it's effects on a large
populous.

We currently live in the age of information,  it is my personal opinion the access to a interconnected network is vital -
and I would go as far to say a necessity - to modern day life here in America.

Because of this I feel it is very important that the communications industry be regulated, a merger between two giants
(Comcast & Time Warner) would be devastating to Americans. Their constant poor business choices, lack of support,
consistent increase in price/fees without an improvement in service is disgusting.  Now, making them the only choice
will place myself and others in a very uncomfortable position.

Please reclassify ISPs as a Title II Telecommunications Services. We deserve a fair price for quality communications
nation wide. This is a must for modern America.
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Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,809 ------------------------------

From: cook4q
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tim Cook
81 Devitt Rd.
Rochester, NY 14615
US

------------------------------ Email 8,810 ------------------------------

From: fedecp12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christopher Federici (  writes:

Hello,

my name is Christopher Federici, and I am a student at Wake forest University in Winston-Salem North Carolina. I am
studying business, both finance and accounting in the nations 11th best undergraduate business program. The School of
Business focuses on one primary notion, "to create ethical business leaders". Mr. Wheeler, you are not practicing what a
 major educational business institution is pushing forward. I will be honest, I was not in Washington D.C. when this
choice was made, I am not a member of the senate or in the room when the president nominated you, but I realize a
terrible situation when I see one. The citizens interests are not at heart. Lobbying led you to this position and now net-
neutrality is at stake. FREE AMERICAN SPEECH, a notion that this country used to hold above all others, is in
jeopardy. As a human, I imagine that you could indeed do a fantastic job at your newly appointed position, but as a
lobbyist, I have my doubts and I worry for a nation that once sep
 arated business from government.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,811 ------------------------------

From: drag0nrott2001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jimmy Armes
1808 webbervill Rd
Austin, TX 78721
US

------------------------------ Email 8,812 ------------------------------

From: mkoskela
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Net Neutrality is not an Option, it's a Necessity
To Whom it May Concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster Internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen who uses the Internet on a day-to-day basis for multiple reasons, it is imperative that broadband
access--and Internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under
the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The Internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

In short, the Internet is a public resource. Like all public resources, it should be protected from anything that isn't in the
best interests of the people.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Matthew Koskela

------------------------------ Email 8,813 ------------------------------

From: silentsw0rd1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
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Subject: Net Neutrality

Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Please do not give in to the influence of the companies insisting that you cater to their desire for profit. If allowed to
continue, the current loosening of restrictions will only end up costing the consumers, me, more for a product of less
quality. I urge you to take us into consideration, for once, and make a ruling that will benefit the American public by
keeping the flow of information free and unrestricted on the internet.

Regards,

Matt Wilson

------------------------------ Email 8,814 ------------------------------

From: jsm33
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and members of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes and smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.

This concept is quite simple and has held sway from the moment Tim Berners-Lee created the World Wide Web.There
is no reason whatsoever to do anything besides bringing the Internet back under the full control of the FCC and ensuring
 ISPs are treated equally in all situations.

Joseph Magid
411 Holly Lane
Wynnewood, PA 19096
US

------------------------------ Email 8,815 ------------------------------

From: jsm33
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and members of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes and smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We
want net neutrality.

This concept is quite simple and has held sway from the moment Tim Berners-Lee created the World Wide Web.There
is no reason whatsoever to do anything besides bringing the Internet back under the full control of the FCC and ensuring
 ISPs are treated equally in all situations.

Joseph Magid
411 Holly Lane
Wynnewood, PA 19096
US
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------------------------------ Email 8,816 ------------------------------

From: justin.wyss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Net Neutrality.
I don't need to repeat the arguments you've no doubt heard as to why your latest idea is totally mad. Please find a way to
 institute true net neutrality before you send us down the long road to suffering under the thumbs of these corporations
who already treat their customers like a pure commodity.

Justin Wyss-Gallifent

------------------------------ Email 8,817 ------------------------------

From: claire.glattly
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

claire glattly
4083 Georgia Street
san diego, CA 92103
US

------------------------------ Email 8,818 ------------------------------

From: ericb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Net Neutrality -- Make Internet Access A Utility
Please support net Neutrality. When I pay for Internet access I want all of my bits going in or out to be treated equally.
In the end I just want my ISP to honor their commitment to deliver bandwidth and latency in dependent of the traffic
type.

Eric

------------------------------ Email 8,819 ------------------------------

From: lynnd.johnson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Lynn Johnson (  writes:

Internet access is a necessary part of life these days. Restricting access or speed is bullying. Once again big money
controls everyone else. They have all our money now you are giving them our voices. Shame on you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,820 ------------------------------

From: vallee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Vallee Johnson
po box 803
Erie, CO 80516
US

------------------------------ Email 8,821 ------------------------------

From: ninemusesreh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Rob Hollander
POB 20
Bible School Park, NY 13737
US

------------------------------ Email 8,822 ------------------------------

From: chriswbriggs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,
   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.
   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.
   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
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   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
   Thank you very much for your time,
   Chris Briggs

------------------------------ Email 8,823 ------------------------------

From: zjleone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,824 ------------------------------

From: wuvbear
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Neysa Brooks
1129  Echelon Ave
La Puente, CA 91744
US

------------------------------ Email 8,825 ------------------------------

From: ginny1218
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Virginia Davis

------------------------------ Email 8,826 ------------------------------

From: degeus.amy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Net Neutrality and ISP classification
Dear FCC:

Please preserve net neutrality and classify broadband internet as "telecommunications" and designate Internet Service
Providers (ISPs) as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications act of 1934. This is the solution to help
keep the internet a public good. Thanks!

- Amy DeGeus

------------------------------ Email 8,827 ------------------------------

From: christiannet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Christianne Thompson (  writes:
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Stop interfering with the Internet.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,828 ------------------------------

From: wrightdlca
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: No extra internet charges please
Our internet providers provide barely acceptable service at very high prices, then they put data caps on their service only
 to reinforce their TV monopoly. If your rules allow them to charge Netflix and Hulu for downloads will they also
charge/have to charge all of the online backup companies? Allowing them to gouge us further will diminish innovation.
Maybe they should be allowed to charge if a complimentary rule is passed enforcing real competition.

------------------------------ Email 8,829 ------------------------------

From: nicovreeland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Net neutrality
I'm writing to ask you to protect net neutrality, and reject the cable companies' attempt to squeeze the internet for profit.
Declare internet a common carrier, appeal the decision to abandon net neutrality, do whatever you need to do, but do
what you know is right and don't bend to faceless, merciless corporations.

Thank you
Nico Vreeland

------------------------------ Email 8,830 ------------------------------

From: brandon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:56
Subject: Protect net neutrality
I'm a small business owner and so is my wife. Both of our business are run entirely online. If Mr. wheelers no proposed
rules take effect we will see the internet devolve into tiered services, similar to cable/satellite services. The telcos as
cable operators are not competitive as is and instead of innovating new technology and services they want to charge
more for what they already have.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,831 ------------------------------

From: sandra shilko
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Sandra Shilko
7004 N W 77th St
Kansas City, MO 64152
US

------------------------------ Email 8,832 ------------------------------

From: conornwilson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:58
Subject: Save net neutrality
Hello,

I am a soon to be graduate of the computer science program at a large state university. In a little over a month I will start
 my career as a software engineer at a major tech company on the west coast. My hope is to one day start my own
technology company.

I tell you this because I worry that harming net neutrality will have massive consequences within the US technology
industry. I fear that without the equal playing field that net neutrality will harm the US tech industry's ability to compete
 with technology industries abroad. As a result, innovation within the US could stagnate.

I also fear that the lack of an equal playing field provided by net neutrality will prevent would-be entrepreneurs, such as
myself, from even entering the market.

For these reasons I believe ISPs should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you for your time,

Conor Wilson

------------------------------ Email 8,833 ------------------------------

From: raleigh.godsey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:58
Subject: Internet Freedom: An Absolute Imperative

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
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of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm[1]http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070
810_002683.html[2]

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
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wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide the service. It is also
 likely that these communications companies must be reclassified as common carriers as well.

Without first having this in place, we simply cannot begin the conversation about an “internet fast lane.” It’s just far too
premature. As like-minded individuals interested in the preservation of a free, open and universal-access internet, it is

------------------------------ Email 8,834 ------------------------------

From: chicanaartist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Cecilia Alvarez

------------------------------ Email 8,835 ------------------------------
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From: turnerjer523
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:59
Subject: The internet is our species's best hope
If we let the the usual suspects wreck the internet, we may as well give up on the climate change race.  The internet is
our best defense against the oligarchs who would raze our civilization to a pile of dust if it meant they'd still be standing
on top.  Please don't let it happen.

-Jeremy Turner

Internet liker

------------------------------ Email 8,836 ------------------------------

From: bacchuswino
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:59
Subject: #Net Neutrality
Any American citizen that pays attention to this subject for five minutes comes out in favor of net neutrality.  That Tom
Wheeler is even considering allowing telecommunications companies to prioritize internet traffic for companies that pay
 them more is unacceptable.  No one supports this decision.  No one.  That it is likely to happen now is one of the most
clear cut signs of oligarchy we've encountered in ages.  Because if the American people don't want this to happen, but
the FCC is going to do it anyway it means they they don't work for us anymore.  You work for Comcast, and other
telecommunication companies.

This will bring about the end of the internet being used as a tool to encourage small business.  But you have to know
that.

If the FCC decides to side with the telecommunications companies on this matter, and continues to ignore the needs of
the American people he will go down in history as the most useless and potentially corrupt bureaucrats of our age.

No one is happy with you.  Fix this or #sacktomwheeler is going to become a pretty famous twitter trend.

I'm disgusted with this situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,837 ------------------------------

From: wault
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 17:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom it May Concern,

The Internet should remain free of any Fast Lanes or Slow Lanes, all traffic, no matter what it is, should be treated
equal. While I do understand why it seems like allowing ISPs (Internet Service Providers) to  offer "Fast Lanes" to those
 services such as Netflix, Amazon Prime, or Hulu would grant the consumer a superior product from both the content
provider and the ISP, it is not the case. Allowing this type of special treatment for internet traffic will cause startup
companies, whom cannot afford these fast lanes, to be unable to compete with those whom are able to afford them.
Additionally, with prioritization of some traffic comes the deprioritization of other traffic, this is a simple fact in the
world of internet networking. I am an Information Technology professional and can speak with knowledge on this
subject. When traffic enters a networking router (all information on the internet passes from routers across the globe) or
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switch that has been programmed to prioritize one kind of traffic over another it will bypass it's normal first come first
served processing, stopping all other kinds of traffic from being processed. This will have the effect of slowing all other
traffic that isn't in the "Fast Lane".

I truly hope the FCC considers that for those who have no special interest in ISPs or content providers such as Netflix
there is an overwhelming majority whom know that a lack of a Free and Open internet will be a great detriment to our
wonderful country. Further proof exist from the fact that other foreign governments are working to pass or have already
passed Net Neutrality laws.

Thank you for your time,

Wesley Ault

The information contained in this communication is highly confidential and is intended solely for the use of the
individual(s) to whom this communication is directed. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
any viewing, copying, disclosure or distribution of this information is prohibited. Please notify the sender, by electronic
mail or telephone, of any unintended receipt and delete the original message without making any copies.

------------------------------ Email 8,838 ------------------------------

From: letterforwill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Mister Wheeler,

I would like to preface the form letter thus:

You could be remembered as the man who saved the internet.

Please do!

Regards,

William Sanders

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William Sanders

San Jose, CA 95127
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------------------------------ Email 8,839 ------------------------------

From: oygoloshchapov
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:00
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am not going to waste either one of our times by writing a long diatribe about how unethical our beautiful country has
become. Government is in the process of ruining our future, society, and freedom.

YOU KNOW IT IS WRONG TO LET 1% CONTINUE THEIR GREED. We need to reclassify Internet providers as
common carriers.

Now stop bending over for the big corporations and the big billionaires who line your pockets, and understand this YOU
 CAN STOP THE DESTRUCTION OF OUR FUTURE. It is up to YOU to change the destructive, draconian,
disgusting road we are traveling down, and save our country from this Oligarchy plunge into the Dark Ages.

Stop spying on your citizens. Stop controlling our freedom of information. Stop sending our tax money to kill children.
STOP THE TPP. STOP XL Pipeline.

Support renewable energy. Support freedom of speech. Support the backbone of this country, b/c there are MORE OF
US THAN YOU! And we would rather take care of our own, instead of letting our country kill and oppress others.

Thank you,

Olexandr Goloshchapov

------------------------------ Email 8,840 ------------------------------

From: bronkt7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thomas Bronk

 13210
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------------------------------ Email 8,841 ------------------------------

From: southporkx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Gismondi

OH 44512

------------------------------ Email 8,842 ------------------------------

From: larrymc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:00
Subject: Load shaping

One of the arguments the telcos use is that some users are using more than
their fair share of bandwidth. When I pay my bill, I pay for a certain
amount of bandwidth, with no specifications on how often or how long it
may be used. If they really need to load shape to fit capacity, then it
seems that they are selling a commodity they don't have. At the very
least, what they are practicing is bait-and-switch; at worst, it is
outright fraud.

--
JL (Larry) McClellan

semiprofessional pygalge

------------------------------ Email 8,843 ------------------------------

From: ryeachus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:00
Subject: Restore Net Neutrality
Dear Federal Communications Commission:

The D.C. Circuit’s decision in the Verizon case dealt a huge blow to the open Internet.

Right now there is no one protecting Internet users from ISPs that block or discriminate against websites, applications or
 services. Companies like Verizon will now be able to block or slow down any website, application or service they like.
And they’ll be able to create tiered pricing structures with fast lanes for those who can afford the tolls and slow lanes for
 everyone else.
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It’s time for the new FCC leadership to correct the agency’s past mistakes and to reassert the agency’s clear authority
over our nation’s communications infrastructure. To preserve the open Internet, the FCC must reclassify broadband
Internet access as a telecommunications service.

Use your authority to establish a solid legal footing for the vital policies and protections this court decision threatens.

Thank you,
Rachel Bennett

--

We ourselves feel that what we are doing is just a drop in the ocean. But the ocean would be less because of that missing
 drop. - Mother Teresa

------------------------------ Email 8,844 ------------------------------

From: senseidoodles
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Le

------------------------------ Email 8,845 ------------------------------

From: tjmcdo92
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:01
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 8,846 ------------------------------

From: rand.mann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:02
Subject: Classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services.
Keep the internet open, don't let the world down.

------------------------------ Email 8,847 ------------------------------

From: aourchan
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 18:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Adam Ourchane

 85701

------------------------------ Email 8,848 ------------------------------

From: brazierbfit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:02
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
Can you not let ISPs not become giant monopolizing tyrants the internet is not something that anyone should be able to
control to this extent it's ridiculous

------------------------------ Email 8,849 ------------------------------

From: drewpickard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am writing in about your upcoming plan for Net Neutrality.

The internet should be completely open and accessible by everyone, and every service should have equal right to full
speed access to their customers. Turning any portion of the internet into a 'paid lane' will destroy the opportunity that the
 internet gives to small businesses and services.

Comcast, Time Warner, etc may control the 'last mile' of the internet but they have no right to police, manage or charge
for access or bandwidth to particular services. Consumers pay for internet access and should be able to reach whatever
they want, whenever they want without their ISP standing in the way.

What you are proposing, in essence, is a fee for companies like Netflix, Dropbox, Pandora, etc to be able to reach
Comcast's customers. Comcast should never decide which services I can access or what speeds they should be limited
to.

I believe that internet access should be classified as a Type II Utility just as phone service is. It is more important and
more used than phones are already.

The US is very fortunate to be home to many, many internet based businesses and yet we are far behind many countries
for cheap access to fast internet.

Please, support Net Neutrality. Do not let Comcast or other ISPs charge for access to their cabling.
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This will slowly destroy our economy.

Thanks.

Drew Pickard
UX Designer @ Microsoft
& Web Design business owner

------------------------------ Email 8,850 ------------------------------

From: scubasteve1280
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Steven Spencer (  writes:

Thanks for killing the Internet for us. Everyone can see through you,  and your selfish,  greedy ways. You are a joke and
 you are part of the problem.  When the rest of America wakes up you will no longer be in post of any kind.  We, the
true American citizens hate you and your kind.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,851 ------------------------------

From: whitehurst.sean
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:03
Subject: Fare and Open Internet
To whom it may concern,

I am appalled at the changes you are going to implement about net neutrality.  Do you understand how the internet
works?

There is a certain maximum bandwidth that comes into a home, or apartment complex, or any other switching location.
While Broadband providers allocate bandwidth across users there is a maximum amount of bandwidth available.  I
believe that it is in the US's best interest to regulate all broadband providers to treat every bit as equal.  If a fast lane is
created for priority access to certain types of bits then there is less bandwidth available to other types of bits.

I am currently pursuing a masters of engineering from Columbia University through their online program.  To complete
a course I must download around 40 lectures, each of which is over 1.0GB.  I do not believe that Columbia University is
 going to pay every broadband provider for fast lane access.  That would not be economically feasible.  If a fast lane is
created and other broadband users on the same side of a network switch as I am are using services that have paid for
priority access there will be less bandwidth available to me.  It is possible that the bandwidth left for my 'slow-lane'
content is not going to be enough for me to obtain the content that I need to further my education.

All of this would not be an issue if I could change my broadband service provider, but I can't.  The FCC has protected
broadband providers in legally monopolies for too long.  There is no competition where I live and no alternative to
COX.

A concerned citizen,

Sean Whitehurst
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------------------------------ Email 8,852 ------------------------------

From: combsc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Combs

Saline, MA 48108

------------------------------ Email 8,853 ------------------------------

From: alysony
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:03
Subject: On the Subject of new net neutrality guidelines
Good Morning,

I am writing as a concerned citizen of the United States of America. I am a 30 year old woman living in San Diego
California. I work as a Network Engineer for the US Navy, I pay my taxes, and live a fairly modest life. I am also a fan
of watching movies and television shows. I am a MASH fanatic. I also love The Dick Van Dyke show and I Love Lucy.
 I'm expanding upon this in hopes to humanize me, to possibly make me more than just another addition to the roar or
voices you are probably hearing. To get to the meat of the situation.

Having a tiered system to allow carriers to charge more for high bandwidth applications is wrong. This is why. There
are statements going around that the markets are the best way of dealing with inefficiencies. I agree 100% with that
observation. However, in this instance it's false. It's false because in the current system we do not have a free market for
internet access. I will give you a prime example. In the FCC's definition of broadband is 30 Mbps. I currently can make
a selection of 3 providers for internet access: Cox, AT&T Uverse and Time Warner Cable. However if I move less than
a mile away, I am no longer able to purchase Cox Cable. This is due to pre-arranged agreements removing my rights as
a consumer to decide who gets my money. It's even worse where my parents live. Their choices are Comcast. They have
 no other provider to choose from, as Comcast has successfully litigated former local ISP's (small businesses run by
locals) out of business.

From a technical standpoint it makes less sense as well. The point of this tiered system is to pay for data flow that
doesn't cause damage. The companies pushing for tiered systems like to state that it's causing wear and tear on their
hardware. As if carrying higher data loads is like a plane carrying more cargo than it should. Their reasons for wanting
this legislation is simple. It's economics. They realize they are reaching market saturation. More people are cutting their
highly lucrative cable packages and just sticking to the net. They need to make up this money somehow, so they make
the content providers pay for it. Once the providers costs increase they simply sweep in with their own service at much
more competitive pricing. Oh and it won't apply to the bandwidth cap either. How nice of them. This is the crux of the
argument that it stifles innovation. Rather than coming up with a service that is legitimately new and fresh, they merely
make the cost of doing business too expensive to exist.
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I realize the positions of the higher members of the FCC are there as a stepping stone to higher paying jobs within the
very companies they are currently trying to regulate. I would like to mention that while you sit in that position. Your job
 is to look out for the best interests of the people. While the corporations are deemed people, there are still more of us
than them.

I would like for you to know I am showing my negative response for laws and regulations that would provide a tiered
system for the internet.

Thank you for your time.

Alyson Young

------------------------------ Email 8,854 ------------------------------

From: lbashernow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Louis Asher
4525 Birch Ridge Road
Vadnais Heights, MN 55127
US

------------------------------ Email 8,855 ------------------------------

From: henryjmah
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:04
Subject: True Net Neutrality
Hi Tom and FCC members,

As a Canadian citizen, much of what happens in the U.S. affects what happens here in Canada, not the least the whole
issue of net neutrality.

I think that compelling the bandwidth holders and the large corporate controllers of the internet flow to let the market
decide what is useful and valuable web exploring is the way to go. These corporate stakeholders should not be in charge
 of what information gets fast tracked, or even what information by their narrow standards is deemed appropriate for
global consumers. In fact, to the former, I think the idea of fast tracking will ultimately only serves the flow controllers,
not the general public.

The temptation to manipulate the information flow for the benefit of large monied interests or for their own personal
interests is too great to ignore. Charging these large conglomerates with policing themselves regardless of what they
promise is leading us down the same road that led to the financial collapse of 2008, when the system allowed bankers to
manage their own system breaches. In the end, the ones that suffered the most were the general citizens, not the bank
manipulators themselves.

To that end, I recommend compelling the telecom companies to allow the free flow of information and to honestly and
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truly uncap the bandwidth so that the speeds of information transfer is at optimum at all times, and not just at the behest
of the flow controllers.

The risk is not in allowing any and everything to be on the internet. Yes, there is a chance that something egregious and
hateful could be posted, but then the general market will decide if said sites are worthy of visiting, and they will then
lose their viability due to lack of traffic. The risk here is putting the control of the information flow into the wrong
hands, that being big telecom and large monied interests, and not leaving it up to the people.

I implore you to put in place regulation of the big telecoms to serve the people as I've suggested above, rather than
allowing them to try to gouge the people to bolster their monopolied profits.

Sincerely,

Henry J Mah

A Concerned Canadian Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,856 ------------------------------

From: tashtush
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Harout Pampoukjian
2345 anapati arev
austin, TN 49285

------------------------------ Email 8,857 ------------------------------

From: oconnomo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:04
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Morgan O'Connor (  writes:

Chairman Wheeler,
Protecting net neutrality is incredibly important.  The internet is a place abounding with innovation, a place where the
little guy actually has a chance if their product out-performs the big guy's.  However, by failing to protect net neutrality
and requiring people to 'pay to play' innovation will be stifled.  This is the exact opposite of what the American
economic ideals are based on.  Please, protect net neutrality.
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------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,858 ------------------------------

From: balietodd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Balie Todd
2619 Crooked Oak Dr.
Lenoir City, TN 37771
US

------------------------------ Email 8,859 ------------------------------

From: michaelfox100
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:05
Subject: Common carrier now
Please do your job and ensure that American's primary form of communication is protected. I am honestly surprised that
 the agency seems to ignore what protects the consumer in favor of the telco lobby. Just because they decided to call
themselves information services doesn't change the fact that the internet is the primary form of communication for
Americans. What are you going to do when they start doing VoIP over their data transport? Think about that.

Thanks.

Michael Fox

------------------------------ Email 8,860 ------------------------------

From: ladymidath
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robyn Brice
135 Karcoola Street
Sydney, ot 2228
AU

------------------------------ Email 8,861 ------------------------------
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From: nw12687
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nick Williams

------------------------------ Email 8,862 ------------------------------

From: gonzo4160
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

david Gonzalez
835 Timber Pond Dr
BRANDON, FL 33510
US

------------------------------ Email 8,863 ------------------------------

From: kjlinarez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. Just another power grab by our corporate overlords.

KJ Linarez
5249 Manzanita
Carmichael, CA 95608
US

------------------------------ Email 8,864 ------------------------------

From: philip
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Philip Geisse
2712 Sunset St
Erie, CO 80516

------------------------------ Email 8,865 ------------------------------

From: cdow515
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:07
Subject: Net Neutrality: For It
From: Clinton G. Downing, Raleigh, NC

I think allowing the typical ISP the ability to slow down particular
traffic is a bad idea.  I can just imagine Comcast/Time Warner slowing
down traffic to dialup speeds if they aren't being paid by BOTH ends of
the connection.  Maybe competition would partially fix this problem, if
there were any.  One vote for Net Neutrality here.

---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

------------------------------ Email 8,866 ------------------------------

From: j3ffg1lb3rt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeff Gilbert
2539 Hunting Ridge Trail
Bridgeville, PA 15017

------------------------------ Email 8,867 ------------------------------

From: dsmitchell55
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:07
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Subject: Net neutrality
Allowing backbone internet providers to shape traffic based on premiums paid effectively will destroy the greatest
apparatus for growth and innovation this country, perhaps the world, has seen since the printing press.

Other than greed there is no logical reason to allow this. Data is data. Lots of data takes more bandwidth to deliver
quickly but this is already paid for by buying a fatter pipe.

Allowing premium service gives the biggest players such an unfair advantage that growth and innovation will be limited
 or stagnant as young, inspired companies will flounder and I predict that before 2020 the internet will be mostly
abandoned by the user base that currently fuels the fire of the best tool for economic growth most of us have or will ever
 see.

The economic boost the internet has provided over the last 20 years or so, the technical innovation and achievements
and the free market opportunities that are made possible by a neutral internet will go away and we will be in a holding
pattern waiting for the next thing. Sadly I don't think I will see this next thing before I die.

It is your duty to not let this happen.

David S Mitchell

------------------------------ Email 8,868 ------------------------------

From: lemkeel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality so everyone, regardless of financial ability, can have access.

E. lemke
100 main st
Lady Lake, FL 32159
US

------------------------------ Email 8,869 ------------------------------

From: kikhan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

kieffer connelly

 97333
US

------------------------------ Email 8,870 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: patingebuckley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

pat buckley
5660 slick rock ct.
boulder, CO 80301
US

------------------------------ Email 8,871 ------------------------------

From: uolamer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:08
Subject: Internet
There already is an Oligopoly or Monopoly in some instances for internet providers in many areas including mine in the
 USA. Letting you and them destroy net neutrality is a terrible step in the wrong direction... Just my two cents.

------------------------------ Email 8,872 ------------------------------

From: francis.sameon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Francis Sameon

 94949

------------------------------ Email 8,873 ------------------------------

From: jchate6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joey Chatelain

AZ 86005

------------------------------ Email 8,874 ------------------------------

From: fredz72
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Big money is already too much in control. Keep the playing field level!

Fred Zickrick
926 W Morton
DENISON, TX 75020
US

------------------------------ Email 8,875 ------------------------------

From: bernard.beckerman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:10
Subject: Don't want it
Dear FCC,

The free market works under certain conditions, one of which is the existence of a thriving diversity of options that
compete fairly. High-speed internet does not meet this condition and an unregulated marketplace would be a failure of
the free market a la Chicago privatizing its parking meters, with much more far-reaching consequences. The internet is
becoming the center of the modern world. Those that control it control that world and you, the FCC, decide who that
control goes to. Since you are government employees in this vocation your duty is first to the people, and so your duty is
 propagate the free flow of information, hinder those who would restrict it, and to fight for common good rather than
profit, so I expect you to uphold internet neutrality in spite of the influence large companies may hold.

Thank you,

Bernard Beckerman

------------------------------ Email 8,876 ------------------------------

From: ljhlittlesong
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

AMEN AND AMEN!  DON'T YOU RIG THE SYSTEM MORE THAN YOU'VE ALREADY RIGGED IT!  I
DEMAND TO LIVE IN A DEMOCRACY.
LYRITA JEANINE HARRISON, CAUCASIAN FEMALE, BORN ON THE LLANO ESTACADA (STAKED
PLAINS OF TEXAS) 1931.

You're messing with MY freedoms now, Buddy!

Lyrita Harrison
10210 Elmhurst
Houston, TX 77075
US

------------------------------ Email 8,877 ------------------------------

From: madfree
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

The Internet is for the People.  As an educator I rely on the Internet for access to all the information it can provide me
and my students.

Mary Freeman
2124 East 1850th Street
Coatsburg, IL 62325
US

------------------------------ Email 8,878 ------------------------------

From: patrick.i.sutton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:11
Subject: Protect the Internet from Greedy ISPs
I pay Verizon almost 100/mo for just my internet.  Now, you want allow Verizon to charge the companies I use and pay
money to for them providing the services that I have paid for twice.

My access and speed is paid for.  My Netflix, Hulu, gaming services etc are paid for by me monthly.(which they use to
pay their ISP for internet access).

Stop being shills to these people and do the right thing and protect US the people.

What I request from whom is not the business of Verizon unless I am breaking laws, which I am not. They have no right
 to interfere with my internet usage by decreasing MY speed due to who pays them and it seems clear  you only care
about your next job outside the FCC.
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Well thanks for selling out everyone else so you can get a job at big company like the last FCC chairman(woman).  Glad
 to know that the great FCC designed to protect the people cares more about their personal wealth than the people they
were created to be guardians for against businesses.

Patrick

P.S. its 2014, let radios swear and make people accountable for what they listen to. Let's grow up.

------------------------------ Email 8,879 ------------------------------

From: reidl.joe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:11
Subject: The Internet is Unique and Special
Dear Chairman Wheeler and Commissioners Clyburn, Rosenworcel, Pai, and O’Rielly,

    Thank you for considering direct public opinion in regards to Open Internet.  I can only imagine the amount of
comments you are receiving from people on both sides of the issue and the difficulty in filtering people with valid
concerns from the rest of the “noise”.  While I’m sure a number of them are debating about the effects policy will have
businesses and the economy, I think a free and open internet including free access to everyone, is more important to us
as a civilized species to leave in the hands of private interests.  Now before you think that is a sensationalist statement,
let me explain my reasoning and I’ll try to keep it brief since running the FCC is not the easiest job.

    There has been a cycle since the start of civilization in which technology, the sciences, art, and communication are all
 linked, advancing each other when one of those areas improve.  Although we might never know the meaning behind
cave paintings, there are theories they were used as guides for hunting and calendars to track herd migrations in areas,
which would help future generations that knew the history of the paintings and their meanings.  With the advent of
farming and reduction in labor from work need to survive as a hunter-gatherer, came the rise of cities, government and
law, and specialized classes of people.  Some of those people would learn about the world around them to make it better
 and to protect their homes and food stores from raiders.  New technologies like metalworking and pottery making gave
cities new goods to trade between each other, idea exchange being a natural by product of that.  The spread of ideas and
education across wider areas opened up the labor reduction on a wider scale of the human population, which turns back
in to letting people be able to examine and experiment in the world around them without worrying about meeting their
needs to survive as much.

    I could continue to give examples throughout multiple points in history that demonstrate the cycle, like the Industrial
Revolution or invention of the printing press, but I’m sure none of you either want or have time for a history of the
world through that perspective.  There is danger though when education and learning is suppressed or repressed because
 of an individual or group’s beliefs,  Galileo, Alan Turing, and Rhazes are all real life examples.

    We are in the midst of a revolution, one in which people from all over the globe can communicate and learn, entertain
 themselves, vote, buy and sell goods, all unrestricted by physical boundaries or borders.  For the first time in our history
 as a species, we have the ability and place for our collective thoughts to be stored and shared.  With connected
computers becoming embedded into more every day objects, they could be interacting over the internet just sending data
 back and forth to each other with no user interaction.

    I would argue we’re about to experience another one soon, an automated one, where low skilled jobs will be replaced
on large scales, and the support structure necessary to maintain it won’t be able to replace what’s lost.  Google has been
working on self driving cars for a few years now, once the technology becomes widespread in the market, taxi drivers,
bus drivers, truck drivers, lawn mowers, and others will be replaced by machines.  Not everyone has the ability or
interest to work on making or repairing machines, and not everyone will be able to afford the higher education needed to
 pursue those jobs.  Those jobs being replaced are the same low skill jobs people traditionally used to save up to afford
the higher education.  An internet with unrestricted access will be needed to connect ideas from around the world to
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solve 21st century problems brought on by the rapid pace of technology.

    Over and over again, companies like Verizon and Comcast have shown they don’t play by the rules they’re supposed
to follow and I don’t trust them with their statements about being committed to a free and open internet.  I truly believe
the FCC should not be concerned about their profits or cost of doing business at the expense of our greatest tool for
communication in history.  They have no rights to profit, but education and the opportunity to learn is a human right that
 should be extended not just to US citizens, but eventually to every person on the planet, through free and open access to
 the internet.  That is a lofty goal, maybe impossible, but that doesn’t mean we shouldn’t try to do better.

Best wishes to you all in dealing with such an important issue,
    Joe Reidl

------------------------------ Email 8,880 ------------------------------

From: lisaelyea
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:11
Subject: #NetNeutrality

Please do not mess with the internet.   The people at SLOTUS just do not have the technical knowledge necessary to
decide what changes should be made to the internet.    It is WAY TOO COMPLICATED!

PLEASE DO NOT let CEO’s and Financial Stakeholders in Cable & Telecom companies be the major influencers in
what you decide.  That would be so wrong in so many ways.   You must listen to the many millions of us USERS of the
internet.   Not listening to users would be SIMPLY WRONG in so many obvious ways.     .     We The People ask that
the FCC RECLASSIFY INTERNET BROADBAND PROVIDERS AS COMMON CARRIERS.  The telecom giants
are quite rich already, and can get even richer through ADVERTISING ON THE INTERNET.    Don't give them more
control over what we watch & what we pay for.

Thank you very much!!

Lisa Smith-Elyea
1-30 Beaty Avenue
Toronto, Ontario, Canada
M6H 3B4

Telephone:   416-850-5004
email:
Facebook:    Lisa Smith-Elyea
Twitter:  @lisaelyeasmith

Mrs. Lisa Smith-Elyea

------------------------------ Email 8,881 ------------------------------

From: jaredaadams
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:
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1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 8,882 ------------------------------

From: dolton.elizabeth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:12
Subject: Please have ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
I don't want to pay more for less than what I have now complete with censoring the internet.

------------------------------ Email 8,883 ------------------------------

From: amo23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ann Orsini
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Durham, NC 27707

------------------------------ Email 8,884 ------------------------------

From: jayxboii57
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jonathan Anderson
2533 Augusta Ln
Grand Prairie, TX 75052

------------------------------ Email 8,885 ------------------------------

From: darylabowman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daryl Bowman
11957 Lavinia Way
Northglenn, CO 80233

------------------------------ Email 8,886 ------------------------------

From: crichey1937
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
Don't make the Internet rules complicated and tricky like much of Health Care is today. The Internet should be a
common carrier. It is in the public interest.

------------------------------ Email 8,887 ------------------------------
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From: ogurek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Aleksandra Biedron

------------------------------ Email 8,888 ------------------------------

From: hariustrk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

JEFFREY FULLER
176 kenwick drive
rochester, NY 14623

------------------------------ Email 8,889 ------------------------------

From: cj.ash13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Casey Ash

------------------------------ Email 8,890 ------------------------------

From: turza
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:15
Subject: The internet

ISP's should be classified as title II telecommunications services.
Sent from my Samsung Galaxy™ S II 4G

------------------------------ Email 8,891 ------------------------------

From: casey.jordan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:16
Subject: Net Neutrality Plan
Hi,
I'm deeply concerned about the proposed plan around changing how traffic is prioritized. We're already seeing
deficiencies in the ability of some companies to operate due to the way current prioritization rules work. You've already
seen companies like Netflix have to resort to basically bribing companies like Comcast for access. This does not sound
like the actions of a properly functioning market to me, as in most places, you have 1 choice when looking for a
broadband provider, 2 if you're lucky.
The internet has become such a key part of our lives that it should be kept open and equal for all, as it's more a utility
these days than landline phones are. I think the growing resistance to faster internet speeds by ISP's should be reversed,
and legislation like this will do nothing of the sort. We have a whole new generation of content and opportunities
available, but most won't be able to take part due to the lack of true broadband penetration (greater than 20 Mbps
consistently with low latency).
Please keep the internet open and equal for all and stop kowtowing to the demands of monopolies like Comcast.

Thanks from a concerned citizen,

Casey Jordan

------------------------------ Email 8,892 ------------------------------

From: graham6841
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 18:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Stop giving more freedoms to corporations than actual U.S. citizens, it's inexcusable. Do not take away net neutrality!

McKenzie Graham

Fort Myers, FL 33919
US

------------------------------ Email 8,893 ------------------------------

From: graham6841
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Stop giving more freedoms to corporations than actual U.S. citizens, it's inexcusable. Do not take away net neutrality!

McKenzie Graham

Fort Myers, FL 33919
US

------------------------------ Email 8,894 ------------------------------

From: meleemaster4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Julian Gutierrez
2462 18th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95820

------------------------------ Email 8,895 ------------------------------

From: rlpent
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ruth Potts
405 Cedar Grove Rd
Edgewater, MD 21037

------------------------------ Email 8,896 ------------------------------

From: nelsonbt2001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:17
Subject: Net Neutrality is a Must!
Failure to enshrine Net Neutrality in strong laws will be the defining moment of our generation. It will be when the first
true glimmers of actual democracy were cast down into darkness. It will not be a fast change, but rather the slow
grinding march of oligarchy over the citizenry.

Do not let your legacy be the end of the American Dream.

Brian Nelson

------------------------------ Email 8,897 ------------------------------

From: lorenserfass331
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Loren Serfass

------------------------------ Email 8,898 ------------------------------

From: seanmchugh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:17
Subject: NO END TO NET NEUTRALITY
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.
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This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Sean McHugh
Software Developer, Iraq Veteran, U.S. Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,899 ------------------------------

From: waynier13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:18
Subject: I support Net Neutrality!
Keep the Internet free from censorship and throttling.

-Wayne Remy from Ohio

------------------------------ Email 8,900 ------------------------------

From: christophe.bryant
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:19
Subject: Please
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
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------------------------------ Email 8,901 ------------------------------

From: hecate100
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sharon Anderson
17229 Jo Boy Road
Prairieville, LA 70769

------------------------------ Email 8,902 ------------------------------

From: maryfpetrou18
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Petrou
866 redwood ln
Chester, SC 29706
US

------------------------------ Email 8,903 ------------------------------

From: tharter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:21
Subject: Network Neutrality YES
Dear Commissioners,

As an entrepreneur who has been involved in Internet related business since 1994 and assisted in the creation of a
number of businesses I must say that I was profoundly disappointed and disturbed by the nature of FCC Chairman's
recent announcement on the subject of network neutrality.

The proposed rules are simply nothing but a fig leaf. They virtually insure that the public will pay more for their
services and enjoy less choice. From the perspective of entrepreneurs these rules would put very substantial financial
barriers in the way of successfully starting an Internet related business.
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The Internet and by extension the various physical networks which compose it, are quintessentially a common public
utility and I urge you in no uncertain terms to apply common carrier rules to Internet service, and reverse earlier rule
making which removed the requirement for Internet Service Providers to share their lines.

Yes, the incumbent service providers are going to scream and yell and cry that their business will suffer horribly, but all
their protestations are shown to be naught when we look abroad and see that just such rules as I am recommending are
in place all over the developed world with very salutory effects.

Your Truly

Tod G. Harter

CTO Whit's End Solutions LLC

--
The Wise adapts himself to the world. The Fool adapts the world to himself. Therefore, all progress depends on the
Fool.

------------------------------ Email 8,904 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:21
Subject: Your net neutrality decision
Glad to see the revolving door of Washington is in full effect as you craft friendly regulations for those being regulated.
It only took a few decades for you to get around to ruining the Internet.

/* Daniel R. Hollingsworth
 * 
 * tel: 1.855.519.2845
 */

------------------------------ Email 8,905 ------------------------------

From: ladybluesonic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tara Kerksick
2956 Carron Rd
Festus, MO 63028
US

------------------------------ Email 8,906 ------------------------------

From: meeneghan
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mathew Meeneghan
1 strawberry ridge ln
Durham, NC 27713

------------------------------ Email 8,907 ------------------------------

From: jbenriquez.je
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:22
Subject: Keep the internet open!
America is not a filthy whore that can be bought with money. Keep the Internet open and free.

------------------------------ Email 8,908 ------------------------------

From: theanthalus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:22
Subject: Net neutrality
It is imperative that net neutrality be mandated. Freedom means free from censorship and equally as important
protection from large corporations who only care about the bottom line. To them American citizens are just sources of
income, exactly like slavery.

------------------------------ Email 8,909 ------------------------------

From: amareshvidyarthi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:22
Subject: Internet should be open and free Please reconsider!
The internet should be open and free. It should not be limited by corporations. You know who limits the internet,
dictators, tyrants, basically people we fight against day in and day out. Do you want to be associated to those kind of
people? Making it so corporations such as Comcast can limit bandwidth is just a terrible idea. The internet is a very
powerful tool. It should be allowed to grow. We as Americans need to foster this growth. You know it's like the
American Spirit.

Please don't limit the internet. What you should be doing is expanding it, making it faster. Let us compete with other
countries net speeds. We have to foster this growth if we want to be number one again. Don't do this. This wrong. Don't
let greed win this one. Trust me you will gain way more supporters aged 20-35 if you don't do this if you do. Trust me.

Thank you for reading this. I hope that you do not do this if you do well I'll have to vote for the people who are willing
to foster growth and American ingenuity then those who will kill it before it can take root.
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Amaresh Vidyarthi

------------------------------ Email 8,910 ------------------------------

From: jessemaner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:22
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality.
If the merger between Comcast and TWC happens, it will put many people out of internet. This may happen because of
multiple reasons. The price may become far too high to be able to pay as a middle-class citizen or people will refuse to
pay the price because of slow cable speed. If the merger happens it will basically be a monopoly as you know. The
internet needs to be open to as many people as possible.

------------------------------ Email 8,911 ------------------------------

From: genesrus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gene Smith
526 Second Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US

------------------------------ Email 8,912 ------------------------------

From: jorge.lopez.983
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

jorge lopez

 92057

------------------------------ Email 8,913 ------------------------------

From: docbrowngc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:24
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gerald Chapman

IN 46383

------------------------------ Email 8,914 ------------------------------

From: michellemccorkle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:25
Subject: Classify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services
I am a concerned citizen who rarely writes to government agencies or officials. I am very concerned with Comcast and
companies like it who are lobbying now to use the government to protect their shady business dealings. Let's classify
ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services, and remain among the most free nations of the world.

Thank you,
Michelle McCorkle
Young professional in Denver, Colorado

------------------------------ Email 8,915 ------------------------------

From: leachalc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:25
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Saving Net Neutrality is the single most important issue for Americans at the moment. Our future is on that is ever more
 connected, the Internet is a core aspect to our everyday lives and this will influence our day to day lives for generations
to come. Large companies who hold a monopoly as internet service providers do will singlehandedly hold our country
back from the rest of the world just for the greater profits of a hand full of people. If you do not save Net Neutrality it
will hurt everyone. Please listen to the citizens the government is meant to serve.

------------------------------ Email 8,916 ------------------------------

From: jstillion
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:25
Subject: Concerns of Net Neutrality
I have concerns by internet service providers and net neutrality.

Without net neutrality, I feel internet service providers, especially cable based internet will be price gouging both
consumers, and streaming services.

I especially have concerns about Comcast, with it stake in Hulu favoring it, and putting Netflix, an competitor at a
disadvantage.
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I feel the united states is falling behind other countries in both terms of speed, availability, and affordability. With Net
Neutrality, I feel this situation will get much worse.

Other countries are developing new innovation and business models on the assumption there is affordable, fast internet,
that is accessible by the majority of there citizens. The united states is missing out on this, and net neutrality is an
important part of this.

------------------------------ Email 8,917 ------------------------------

From: mccorkle me
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michelle McCorkle
6827 South Webster St., Unit B
Littleton, CO 80128

------------------------------ Email 8,918 ------------------------------

From: kinseyftw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicole Lewis
714 Greene Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11221

------------------------------ Email 8,919 ------------------------------

From: msmythe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mike Smythe

 30318

------------------------------ Email 8,920 ------------------------------

From: titansilversword
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Zachary Creekmore
16 carneal st.
Ludlow, KY 41016
US

------------------------------ Email 8,921 ------------------------------

From: chyse3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:26
Subject: Open Internet and Net Neutrality
Hello,

I am a United States citizen who uses the internet on a frequent basis. We need more robust protections for the open
internet. Internet service should be classified as a Title 2 Broadcast service under the Telecommunications Act of 1996.
The internet benefits our entire population best when it is open and not regulated by telecommunications corporations. If
 businesses have the ability to give preferential treatment to certain web pages over others, small internet start-up
businesses will fail, as they cannot pay the large sums required by these large businesses. This allows
telecommunications corporations to stifle innovation by charging a large price for much faster service.

For example, let's say Google buys the premium internet service from Comcast. Google is known for its powerful search
 engine and ad services. Later, an american student fresh out of college has a great idea for a better search engine. She
buys a domain and puts her idea out onto the internet. It has some bugs at first but she works hard and fixes it. The site
works great. But she isn't getting very many hits, almost none. Then she visits google.com<http://google.com> and sees
that everything on Google's website is connecting to clients much much faster than her website can. She remembers the
recent FCC ruling that allows Comcast to throttle and internet of certain websites, provided the owners of those sites
pay a fee. So she calls Comcast Business to ask about this service. The businessman tells her it will be $100,000 for
premium service. She hangs up the phone, her American Dream crushed.
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This is just one example of how this could negatively effect the population as a whole. We cannot allow large
corporations to stifle innovation and hurt the american dream. If Mark Zuckerberg had to pay a fee to Comcast to get
Facebook started, we would all be using MySpace still. Allowing telecommunications corporations to control the
internet destroys innovation and puts America behind the rest of the world in telecommunications regulations.

For the sake of America and the american dream, change the laws. Classify internet service as a Title 2 Broadcast
Service under the Telecommunications Act of 1996. The American people deserve the right to a fair and open internet.

Thank you,

Chris Nellis

------------------------------ Email 8,922 ------------------------------

From: creed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:26
Subject: Establish Firm Net Neutrality Rules
Please do not allow cable industry executives (both current and former executives, many of whom now serve in the
FCC) to write the rules that govern our internet access in favor of a handful of corporations - namely Comcast, Time
Warner, AT&T, and Verizon.  Such actions are bad for consumers, bad for the economy as a whole, and bad for our
growth as a human race.  Yes, keeping the internet free and open is that important.

Everyone understands why the FCC is proposing these rule changes (to allow the aforementioned corporations to make
more money), but I implore you to do the right thing for the people who will be harmed by these changes.  The FCC is
facing a watershed moment in its history.  If it decides to rule against a free and open internet, history will remember.

Creed Perry

------------------------------ Email 8,923 ------------------------------

From: skehlen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:27
Subject: Preserve net neutrality
The purpose of the FCC is to protect the american public from the greed of corporations. Chairman Wheeler's recent
proposal  goes against this and tosses the american public under the bus so his friends in the cable industry can make an
easy buck. This proposal would destroy net neutrality as we know it and stifle innovation at an unprecedented level
causing great harm to the economy.

The United States, once the forefront of technological innovation is already falling rapidly behind the rest of the
developed world when it comes to the internet and this proposal would make it far worse. I urge chairman Wheeler to
remember why he was nominated in the first place, and to strike down this proposal. If we want to continue to compete
at a global level we need to adapt true net neutrality, a system where playing favorites is not allowed and broadband
internet needs to be reclassified as common carrier status instead of the ineffective system we have in place currently.

Sincerely,
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Sam Ehlen

------------------------------ Email 8,924 ------------------------------

From: nik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nik Allday
80 Sleaford Road
Boston PE21 8EU
GB

------------------------------ Email 8,925 ------------------------------

From: dagood4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:27
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kevin Goodwin

------------------------------ Email 8,926 ------------------------------

From: bsilvas78
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Brandi Silvas

------------------------------ Email 8,927 ------------------------------

From: bestabdesigns
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alexander  Martinia Best
449 Putney Lane
Newport  News, VA 23602

------------------------------ Email 8,928 ------------------------------

From: mjk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:29
Subject: Rethink fast lanes
The recently floated notion of approving "fast lanes" for internet
traffic needs to be grounded, promptly and permanently.

This is a plain and obvious betrayal of net neutrality and, more to the
point, of the entire promise of the open internet as a revolution in
publishing. A basic understanding of the profit motive, to say nothing
of US telco habits, leaves zero question that a right to establish
premium "fast lanes" will inevitably produce an incentive to neglect and
degrade "regular lanes."

Promised enforcement of "good behavior" within the context of such a
scheme has no credibility. The Economist, an experienced observer of the
world of commerce, commented recently that "it is hard to view [the
FCC's] proposal as 'net neutrality'. The likely effect will be the
creation of an internet with two distinct lanes: a high-speed digital
toll-road for big content providers with deep pockets and the market
power to make their customers pay, and a digital dirt-road for everyone
else…"

To be absolutely clear: I do not want this. Thanks anyway. Instead of
operating as a service center for our bloated and lethargic
telecommunications industry, please go back to regulating that industry
in the public interest.
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Dump "fast lanes," not net neutrality.

Matt Kuhns
17305 Madison Ave Apt 1
Lakewood, Ohio

------------------------------ Email 8,929 ------------------------------

From: woldegiorghis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sofia Gebru
143 Cross Street, Apt #1
Foreign Relations and International Affairs
Somerville, MA 02145
US

------------------------------ Email 8,930 ------------------------------

From: alexandermbabb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:30
Subject: Net Neutrality
I'm emailing in favor of scraping the FCC's plan to allow Internet service providers to charge for preferential treatment.
I urge the FCC to reclassify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service. Thank you.

------------------------------ Email 8,931 ------------------------------

From: corumsd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:30
Subject: Keep the Internet FREE AND OPEN
Greetings,

I am sending this email to voice my concerns with Net Neutrality. As an Iraq Veteran and sole proprietor of a small
business doing photography and videography I must be in favor of Net Neutrality. As I run my own business, a
significant portion of my client interactions a delivery of goods relies on the internet. I already pay once for access to
the internet and if we loose Net Neutrality then it will affect many aspects of doing my business. It will affect many of
the services I have to use to do my business and it will REDUCE the services I am able to choose from when it comes to
 conducting my business. It will make it so my own website will run slower if I don't pay more fees.

Access to unbiased information (not the information itself being unbiased but the ACCESS to it) is absolutely key to
having a well informed and educated citizenry. Paying for access to the internet is one thing but having those companies
 become the gate keepers of the quality I can access various sources is just not right. There is very little actual
competition when it comes to being able to choose a provider as well. I am very lucky because my current apartment
has access to two different internet providers but this is the FIRST residence I have had since I moved out on my own
over 12 years ago that has had that choice. Every single one before then was locked into one cable and internet provider.
 Many providers have a monopoly when it comes to much of their customer base and the simple fact that this monopoly
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exists is enough reason to declare cable, fiber optic, and any future means of providing access to the internet as a
Common Carrier.

The FCC was created to PROTECT the citizens, not the Corporations.

Thanks you for your time,

Sgt. Samuel Corum
USMC Retired

Sam Corum | Photographer
Editorial<http://www.samuelcorum.com> | Weddings<http://weddings.samuelcorum.com> |
Blog<http://blog.samuelcorum.com>
910-554-9430

------------------------------ Email 8,932 ------------------------------

From: codybatman25
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:30
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a working class member of society who conducts the lion’s share of his business operations
via the internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified
as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
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service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

  _____

 <http://www.avast.com/>        This email is free from viruses and malware because avast!
Antivirus<http://www.avast.com/> protection is active.

------------------------------ Email 8,933 ------------------------------

From: melbiav
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:30
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
M Andrews

------------------------------ Email 8,934 ------------------------------

From: golden3000997
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Beth Reyes

------------------------------ Email 8,935 ------------------------------

From: corey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:31
Subject: Title II
I'm unsure as to a lot of the intricacies that surround the issue, but allowing corporate control over what has become the
ultimate form of free speech is morally egregious. Please don't let Comcast control what I see or hear.

-Corey Lennon

------------------------------ Email 8,936 ------------------------------

From: obrienb612
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:31
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bruce O'Brien

------------------------------ Email 8,937 ------------------------------
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From: auroradizon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Aurora Gunsalus
1420 W 7th st
Hastings 68901

------------------------------ Email 8,938 ------------------------------

From: kjacoby
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:32
Subject: Don't allow internet discrimination
FCC:

Please don't allow there to be a fast and slow lane on the internet. For one thing, you'll be killing innovation for small
start-ups, and that's how we've gotten 99% of the wonderful things on the net to date. There are plenty of other reasons,
but the bottom line is this: don't do it.

Sincerely,

Kyle Jacoby

------------------------------ Email 8,939 ------------------------------

From: 13sunrise
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:32
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.
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The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kate Lunn

------------------------------ Email 8,940 ------------------------------

From: mariekane408
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Marie Kane
509 N Jackson
Cabot, AR 72023

------------------------------ Email 8,941 ------------------------------

From: jdunn936
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Dunn
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------------------------------ Email 8,942 ------------------------------

From: boyd.white
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:33
Subject: Please keep our Internet free
Hi,

I just wanted to write to let you know I support an open and free Internet. I am a concerned US citizen, a tax payer, and
a veteran.

In my opinion the Internet needs to be a common carrier or be protected from huge corporations who never have our
best interests at heart. I have moved all over this great nation and learned about Internet service providers.  They are
monopolies just like gas and electric companies. However with electric companies I've never seen such corrupt
practices. Contracts, hidden fees, poor service not meeting service levels agreements, and the like. ISPs in my opinion
are the worst corporations I have dealt with and citizens are truly losing out by allowing even more control over the
Internet.

In my opinion I shouldn't be throttled when using Netflix and Netflix shouldn't have to pay fees to these terribly rich
corporations to remove the restrictions.

I hope we can do something soon. I truly am disturbed at how much these organizations have gotten away with.

Please let me know if there is anything I can do to help.

Best regards,

Boyd White
410-504-2516

------------------------------ Email 8,943 ------------------------------

From: tmjpouliot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Pouliot
Overlook Dr
Bloomington, MN 55431
US

------------------------------ Email 8,944 ------------------------------

From: seanmchugh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:35
Subject: NO END TO NET NEUTRALITY
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.
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This requires:
1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.
2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.
3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.
4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.
5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.
6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Sean McHugh
Software Developer, Iraq Veteran, U.S. Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,945 ------------------------------

From: rosemmariebrewer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rose Brewer



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 8,946 ------------------------------

From: hongkongphooey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dan Weissman
15431 Francis Oaks Way
Los Gatos, CA 95032

------------------------------ Email 8,947 ------------------------------

From: seanmchugh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:36
Subject: NO END TO NET NEUTRALITY
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:
1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.
2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.
3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.
4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.
5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.
6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.
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Sean McHugh
Software Developer, Iraq Veteran, U.S. Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,948 ------------------------------

From: xxxx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jerry Seinfeld

AL 32123

------------------------------ Email 8,949 ------------------------------

From: findme1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

You represent the American public, NOT the corporate interests.
Nothing short of an unconditional commitment to preserve net neutrality is acceptable. Do not leave as  your legacy a
betrayal of the public trust.

william selig
15517 12th ave ne
shoreline, WA 98155
US

------------------------------ Email 8,950 ------------------------------

From: josh.slauson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:37
Subject: ISP's should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services
Hi,

My name is Josh Slauson. I believe that ISP's should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services. Please don't
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let ISP's have their way with the internet.

All the best,
Josh Slauson

------------------------------ Email 8,951 ------------------------------

From: paul.hirsch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:37
Subject: Statement in favor of reclassification of Internet Service  Providers as Common Carriers
To whom it may concern,

I have been personally and professionally involved with the Internet since 1995.  I specialize in network security and
connectivity and work for a cloud services provider that also has a sister company providing voice and ISP service.   I
work with the routers, switches, and services that make the Internet work on a daily basis.

I can say unequivocally that allowing ISPs to provide different service levels OTHER than amount of bandwidth will be
 extremely damaging and put the US consumer and economy at a major disadvantage.

·         “Fast lanes” only benefit the bottom line of a small number of huge ISPs.  Smaller ISPs who purchase bandwidth
from the big players will likely face similar “pay for quality” issues.

·         Consumers pay for a given amount of bandwidth.  Just like electricity, it is not the ISPs place to judge how it is
used or give one use priority over another.

·         Implementing equipment to enforce “fast lanes” costs money and adds points of failure.  The result will be more
expensive and less reliable service.

·         ISPs should be focused on one set of goals: More bandwidth to more places with more reliability.  “Fast lanes”
shift the focus to squeezing more revenue out of existing connections.

·         The US already trails many other nations in average speed of home Internet connections, cost, etc.  “Fast lanes”
will exasperate the problem.

·         Once you allow the infrastructure used by “Fast lanes” into the Internet it will be almost impossible to undo or
police changes made to traffic.

·         The Internet will move toward an oligarchical structure in which a few massive media/telecom/manufacturer
groups do battle and leave the consumer with less choice and higher costs which crushing innovation.

·         With rare exception, every major online innovation has NOT come from a massive corporation.  They start with
small insurgent companies that challenge conventional wisdom and create opportunity from nothing.  Then the large
players grudgingly move in.

·         The complexity of equipment required to implement “Fast Lanes” is a tempting target for hackers and opening up
 many new kinds of attacks that could cripple service.
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·         Allowing “Fast Lanes” means that crossing between ISP borders, which happens just about any time you go to a
site or use a service, results in different sets of rules being applied.  This puts consumer and business services at major
risk of degradation with little or no way to correct it.

I am sure power companies would love to offer different levels of power quality.  Imagine having to pay extra for 24
hour power, or power that does not fall into brown-out at unpredictable times.

I am sure telephone companies would love to offer different levels of voice quality.  Imagine having to pay extra to for
voice clarity, or extra to call others in the same area who did not purchase “premium” voice services.

I urge the FCC to place ISPs under the common carrier umbrella and protect the future of America from the whims of a
small set of powerful but short sighted corporations with a foolish agenda.

Sincerely,

>>>>>>  ######

>>>>>>  #     #    ##    #    #  #

>>>>>>  #     #   #  #   #    #  #

>>>>>>  ######   #    #  #    #  #

>>>>>>  #        ######  #    #  #

>>>>>>  #        #    #  #    #  #

>>>>>>  #        #    #   ####   ######

Paul Hirsch | Senior Network Engineer |  www.citon.com<http://www.citon.com/>   |  Phone 218.720.4435  Fax
218.722.1231

This message may contain confidential and/or privileged information.  If you are not the addressee or authorized to
receive this for the addressee, you must not use, copy, disclose, or  take any action based on this message or any
information herein.  If you have received this message in error, please advise the sender immediately by reply e-mail
and delete this message. Thank you for your cooperation.
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  _____

Citon Corporation - Specializing in creative solutions for:
Custom computers + workstations | Servers + Storage | Network + Wireless Infrastructure | Hosted Email + UC
Layered Enterprise Security | Data Center | Managed IT

This message may contain confidential and/or privileged information.  If you are not the addressee or authorized to
receive this for the addressee, you must not use, copy, disclose, or take any action based on this message or any
information herein.  If you have received this message in error, please advise the sender immediately by reply e-mail
and delete this message.  Thank you for your cooperation.

------------------------------ Email 8,952 ------------------------------

From: stoudman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:37
Subject: How you are killing the Free Market
Dear FCC,

I'm sure that you actually care about the internet and Net Neutrality, and you want to do the best for our country.
However, with this new proposal, you won't be helping anyone but the Internet Service Providers. Allow me to explain.

It's important to understand that this whole issue most likely started because the ISPs were starting to see their profit
margin decrease. On average, they pay approximately 1.9 cents<http://blogs.howstuffworks.com/brainstuff/what-does-
a-gigabyte-of-internet-service-really-cost-a-look-at-the-worst-case-scenario/> per gigabyte of bandwidth provided to
their customers. According to your own findings<http://www.fcc.gov/measuring-broadband-america/2013/February>
last year, the average American uses about 40-50 GB of bandwidth per month, which would give ISPs a pretty good
profit. After all, they make about a buck off of every gigabyte of bandwidth used -- or they did until streaming services
like Netflix came along.

With the invention of streaming services, which are undoubtedly the future of entertainment, ISPs found their profit
margin shrinking as their customers began using more bandwidth at the same costs. Instead of earning a buck per
gigabyte, they were earning 50 cents, or 25 cents, or less. Even in worst case scenarios, they are unlikely to be losing
money on the deal, but that would be their problem, wouldn't it?

What makes this the problem of the FCC? After all, an ISP like Comcast has $45 billion to spend on Time Warner
Cable, what is stopping them from using that money to create more internet backbones and solidifying themselves in the
 market as one of the premiere names in internet service?

Nothing is stopping them. The only reason I can think of that they wouldn't want to ensure the success of their company
now and in the future would be this:

Like many businesses at the moment, they are focused primarily on the here and now. Those in power at these
companies won't be in power forever, so they focus on making as much money as they can while they are in this
position. If they spend money creating an internet backbone, their profit margins will immediately suffer a negative
effect, because they will be paying billions to provide more access to the internet, raising the costs on their end in
providing the services they provide. Of course, after a few years it will all even out and they'll probably find they are
making more money than ever.

But that's just it. They don't want to take the chance and risk the time it would take to see a profit in order to try and
improve internet service for the United States. It seems too risky to them, especially in an environment where their
profits are already at risk. That being said, it is important to remember that they do have the power to make this happen.
They have the capability to create new backbones and improve the internet service of every American, which will be a
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necessity in a future where digital streaming is king.

With companies like Sony, Samsung and Apple pushing the limits of what television and mobile technology can do, we
will need better, stronger and faster backbones in the near future -- and when I say near future, I mean 5-10 years down
the road. They've already brought out the 4K TV, right? Well, let me explain how digital streaming currently works to
give you an idea of where we are headed with 4K streaming.

As it stands, most high definition streams in the United States give us access to media files that have a bitrate hovering
anywhere from 500 kbps to 15 Mbps. The bitrate is the speed at which the video is played, meaning that the faster the
action is, the more important it is to have a high bitrate. Blu-ray technology typically offers bitrates of around 35-50
Mbps, which is fine for 1080p high definition. Streaming technology is already behind the times, forced to keep their
bitrates low because of the average speed of internet offered to Americans.

Do you see where I'm going with this? In order for true 4K video to be digitally streamed, it will be necessary to
increase the bitrates significantly -- probably even above what Blu-ray technology offers. With Blu-ray offering bitrates
of 35-50 Mbps, that would mean that 4K would have to stream at a higher bitrate than is currently possible on your
typical 25/5 connection offered by most American ISPs. In other words, within 5-10 years, the average American
consumer is going to expect a connection that can handle their entertainment and communication needs, and currently
that is simply impossible.

By refusing to update/upgrade or create new internet backbones, the ISPs and Communication companies who provide
the internet are keeping technology from advancing in the United States.

Do you know what will happen if you change the rules of Net Neutrality, giving them the power to give preferential
treatment based on monetary incentives? ISPs will have no incentive to change much of anything about the way they do
business. They will go on doing what is in their best interest in order to earn the most money they possibly can, focusing
 only on the present and never on the future. This means they will not build new backbones and they will not improve
the situation for Americans who are trying to access the internet. Why would they? You would have given them the
ability to completely ignore the demands of American consumers, making up their lost profit margins by charging
companies like Netflix for preferential access to their customers.

From a business standpoint, they would have no reason to work alongside the businesses creating new technology in
order to provide them with the internet speeds that they would need to connect to their customers, instead forcing them
to work with whatever was available and charging them for slightly higher speeds. In other words, the speed and
evolution of the internet itself would stagnate under their desire for profit.

Oh, and you, the FCC, would have given them the tool they needed to avoid the concepts of supply and demand.

The free market is built on the concept that any business in a free market should be able to do their business free from
government intervention. By allowing a business to give preferential treatment, you would be intervening in the free
market, effectively destroying its usefulness.

No longer would ISPs need to worry about improving technology in order to make more money and working alongside
other tech companies in the business to give customers the supply they demand -- they would be able to define the
supply and refuse consumer demands.

If ISPs have a problem, it is their own and has nothing to do with you or with Net Neutrality. Let them solve their own
problems, just like a proper American business should. If they can't compete on their own merits, they won't succeed --
but other companies and businesses will take their place. Just look at what Google is doing with their new ISP business,
offering speeds of up to 1 Gbps.

The free market is a market of adaptation which demands that a company or business blaze their own trail and solve
their own problems, should they run into any issues whatsoever. These businesses should not be receiving help that they
 don't need from a government source. By changing the rules to give them the opportunity to provide preferential
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treatment at a cost, you will be giving them help they don't need.

Please stop interfering with American businesses. Let them live or die on their own merits. They have the money to take
 care of themselves, so if they aren't capable of doing that, it will be their own fault.

Don't halt the progress of technology in America. We need to be a leader in the world when it comes to technology. This
 proposal would kill technological progress in America. Please stop and think about what is really going on here before
you make the wrong decision.

Thank you for hearing me out.

Sincerely,

Justin Wren

------------------------------ Email 8,953 ------------------------------

From: occimoron
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:37
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

Please don't let the internet be turned into a toll road. A free and open internet is what makes it thrive. Don't let big
corporations have control over content, letting the little guy deliver content without having deep pockets is very very
important. Thank you for your time.

Tim Gravenites
Cyberfrog Productions

--

Tim Gravenites
@phusion

------------------------------ Email 8,954 ------------------------------

From: jessewilliams
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:38
Subject: internet neutrality
Keep it open!! It's a public space, cannot be allowed to be controlled by a select few.
The masses will boycott if this goes through.

------------------------------ Email 8,955 ------------------------------

From: linafruits
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lina Cooper
p.o. box 622
Roy, WA 98580
US

------------------------------ Email 8,956 ------------------------------

From: gavoss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

G. A. Voss

VA 23696

------------------------------ Email 8,957 ------------------------------

From: igbw
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

colin main
2255 n.cahuenga blvd
apt 15
los angeles, CA 90068

------------------------------ Email 8,958 ------------------------------

From: 333rkc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Robin Christle

WA
US

------------------------------ Email 8,959 ------------------------------

From: sanksd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

d sanks
6th
Kearney, NV 68845

------------------------------ Email 8,960 ------------------------------

From: musicgrinder
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bill Moore
1130 Francis St
Longmont, CO 80501

------------------------------ Email 8,961 ------------------------------

From: brainslugs83
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Do not end net neutrality.  The networks are not "at their limits", the big ISPs are lying and stalling, and dragging their
feet in the name of profit, and they're willing to destroy the 8th wonder of the world (our legacy): the free and open
internet.

A lot of work still remains to be done to make the internet even more open and more free -- unobstructed access to the
free and open internet needs to become recognized as a human right.

Please recognize, there is no technical purpose that this would serve, that couldn't be more easily (and less destructively)
 accomplished by improving the infrastructure of our internet (which the telco's continue to monopolize and
mismanage).

Thank you for your time,

Michael Jensen
11400 NE 132nd St.
Apt. A-208
Kirkland, WA 98034
US

------------------------------ Email 8,962 ------------------------------

From: jemmyn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:41
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

This is really really important to me.

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jemmyn Buchanan
2337 S PARK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106
US

------------------------------ Email 8,963 ------------------------------

From: chardonj22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:41
Subject: No net neutrality

Please don't take away the freedom we have. Why are you trying to control everything. The internet is the last place
citizens have to have freedom of speech. Please stop.

------------------------------ Email 8,964 ------------------------------

From: timdewey59
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:42
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Tim Dewey

------------------------------ Email 8,965 ------------------------------

From: kfelty17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kelly Felty
15812 SE Division St # 28
Portland, OR 97236
US

------------------------------ Email 8,966 ------------------------------

From: lallyshouse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

carol carlson
box 328
mt jewett, PA 16740
US
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------------------------------ Email 8,967 ------------------------------

From: lvanderburg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mariana Vanderburg
25595 Motte Cir
Menifee, CA 92585
US

------------------------------ Email 8,968 ------------------------------

From: danielle.veenstra94
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom this may concern:

My name is Danielle Veenstra. I'm a 19-year -old college student with a 4.0 GPA, and am on my way to a bachelor's in
journalism. Why does this matter to you? First, without the access to the Internet that I have now I would not be in high
academic standings. Second, the job field that I have aspired to prosper in requires full use of America's 1st amendment
right. Freedom. As an American right, again I say right, I deserve to reserve the right to freedom of press and of speech.
There should not be a price tag on freedom; that totally defeats the purpose. Listen to the people. We are telling you that
 this plan is going to deprive us of the fastest way to communicate knowledge, information, and essentially connections.
Human's are fallible creatures, so I will take this lapse of judgment as just a simple mistake that can be easily changed. I
warn you, however, if the FCC continues with this plan, the government will have more to deal with then just angry
letters; peaceful protests will spur. The Internet is so ingrained into our society that it has become a part of our culture.
Please take into account what I have said here. Although I am just one voice, I will be one voice in a crowd of many,
who will stand up for their American rights. This isn't 1984, it's 2013. Get with the program.

Sincerely,

Danielle Veenstra

------------------------------ Email 8,969 ------------------------------

From: a3a68889
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:43
Subject: A vote AGAINST any rulemaking allowing PAID prioritized Internst  traffic
As a user of the Internet for 20 years, I believe any scheme which might allow prioritized traffic on the Internet for any
entity which pays for that prioritization is extremely ill-advised.
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Allowing paid prioritization would create Internet “winners” and “losers”, stifling innovation and unfairly rewarding
those with “deep pockets”.

Any payments made for prioritization would ultimately result in higher costs for consumers.

Internet service providers are already highly profitable without receiving additional revenue for prioritized traffic.

Perhaps their efforts would be better directed towards infrastructure improvements benefitting all subscribers rather than
 seeking additional profit increases from those willing to pay for prioritized traffic.

Tim Brasington

Webster, NY

------------------------------ Email 8,970 ------------------------------

From: nickwaz98
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:43
Subject: Net Neutrality
Taking away Net Neutrality would be horrific. Please don’t do it.

------------------------------ Email 8,971 ------------------------------

From: dgrr02
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dustin Greer
2826 Atoka Trl
Crestview, FL 32539

------------------------------ Email 8,972 ------------------------------
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From: samgraphix
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Shelby Price

------------------------------ Email 8,973 ------------------------------

From: pilarica.martin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Pilar Hattori
5592 Cerulean Ave.
Garden Grove, CA 92845
RE

------------------------------ Email 8,974 ------------------------------

From: thdawson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:44
Subject: Open internet protections
I am unhappy with the FCC's proposed rules and want broadband classified as a telecommunications service now.
Theresa Dawson

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 8,975 ------------------------------

From: jqp364
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:45
Subject:

To be honest, many of us who pay attention rather expected Wheeler to pull something like this, from the day Obama
appointed him.

Just about anybody with half a brain (which seemingly excludes Wheeler) can see that what America needs to prosper is
 a free Internet... which is pretty much the opposite of what Wheeler has proposed. His proposal, if implemented, would
result in nothing short of disaster.

And it would be ridiculously easy to ensure a free Internet. All we need to do is see that it is regulated under Title II,
which should have been the case from the very beginning.

Sincerely,

A Very Concerned Citizen

------------------------------ Email 8,976 ------------------------------

From: sherrysiller
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sherry Siller
8738 21st Avenue
Apt 3
Brooklyn, NY 11214

------------------------------ Email 8,977 ------------------------------

From: bethcarr1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Beth Carr
8759 Morganville Rd.
Stafford, NY 14143
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US

------------------------------ Email 8,978 ------------------------------

From: sachour96
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:45
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hello and good day. My name is Samy and I would like internet service providers classed as Title II
Telecommunications Services. Please cease and desist your attempt to limit my free speech in favor of corporations.

All the best

------------------------------ Email 8,979 ------------------------------

From: 2kalkout
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kenneth Likout

------------------------------ Email 8,980 ------------------------------

From: jdhoutch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:45
Subject: Keep the Internet Neutral
I do not support an Internet Fastlane or any type of data priority for ANYONE.  The Internet has grown like it has due to
 an open and level playing field for everyone.  The internet Fastlane will do nothing but raise the cost of entry barriers
for smaller startups and stifle innovation.  All cable companies should be labeled as Title 2 Telecommunications
services, basically a utility. Most, if not all cable companies, now offer voice over IP and telephone services.  They have
 no business molesting or interfering with that traffic whether it is to an individual, website transaction or multiple
people.  The cable companies are doing nothing but double dipping from the content providers and the customers that
they serve.  They take our monthly fees and government tax dollars and line their pockets instead of building proper
infrastructure to support the ever-growing Internet.  This is nothing new and has been going on since the mid 90's and
has been left unchecked. Do not allow the merge of Time Warner and Comcast, that is the worst possible decision
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anyone could ever make.  Leave the Internet open! It benefits the ENTIRE population, foreign and domestic. It is key to
 the progression of the human race.

Sincerely,
a pissed off tax payer and Internet user

------------------------------ Email 8,981 ------------------------------

From: puppypower1264
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

gina dowden
7343 El Camino Real
ATASCADERO, CA 93422
US

------------------------------ Email 8,982 ------------------------------

From: willyrosner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:46
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William Rosner
21575 Dome Trail
Topanga, CA 90290

------------------------------ Email 8,983 ------------------------------

From: lightweightmik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Baxter
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1525 welter st
palm bay, FL 32909

------------------------------ Email 8,984 ------------------------------

From: katekissinger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please preserve net neutrality. Do not allow Internet Service Providers to negotiate financial deals with Content
Providers for better service. We need an open internet with equal service to all.

Thank you,
Kate Kissinger
Benicia, CA

------------------------------ Email 8,985 ------------------------------

From: bjrhea12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:47
Subject: Net Neutrality
The free and open Internet is the only true democratic entity left in this country. A place where everyone can be heard
and has the same ability to create and spread ideas. If ISPs are no longer subject to net neutrality rules then this country
will be robbed of the innovation and opportunities when it is vital for our economy. If the FCC does not fight Verizon
and Comcast it will be another instance where our government acts against the interest of its people.

How are ISPs not considered a utility company? There are no options for the average american. Usually there are only
2. For me I had to choose between Comcast and a low quality wireless Internet company. If I do not have a choice for
providers then why are they not subject to net neutrality?

Fight for the people you are paid to serve!

Brandon Rhea

------------------------------ Email 8,986 ------------------------------

From: hadslopwns
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nicholas Andrews
873 Hawthorne Drive
Carmel, IN 46033
US

------------------------------ Email 8,987 ------------------------------

From: quincymorgs
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Yes this is a form letter, but I am a real person and an American citizen, voter, and taxpayer. And I really care. Please
don't screw this one up.

Quincy Morgan

State College, PA
US

------------------------------ Email 8,988 ------------------------------

From: timpettingill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Timothy Pettingill (  writes:

Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a concerned internet user.  I have an acute understanding of the current situation with the
proposed “internet fast lane” rules and I am aware of the technical and circumstantial details around the recent
Netflix/Comcast event.

I must say that I was not expecting this from your office at this time; the proposed rules do not make sense and do not
follow the FCC charter. In 2009 the FCC drafted similar rules because of the events surrounding Comcast and
Comcast’s arbitrary throttling of peer-to-peer traffic; in that case the FCC lost their case when the DC district court
ruled that Comcast is classified as an “information service.” Recently, the FCC finished writing the “Open Internet”
rules and once again the FCC was sued by Verizon. The FCC lost their case once again – in both of these cases the court
 urged the FCC to reclassify these ISPs as a Title II communications company if the office of the FCC was serious about
 drafting rules that these companies must follow.

I’m aware that Title II has some stringent rules and that these rules may not all be applicable to internet service
providers like Verizon, AT&T and Comcast. However, I would remind you that the FCC has the power of forbearance;
the office can choose what rules will be imposed. Were these internet service providers classified as
“telecommunications services”, as the FCC has been encouraged to do by these two court cases, then it does not have to
enforce all the rules under Title II.

Certainly I have been surprised by these proposed “internet fast lane” rules; they were entirely unexpected at this time. I
do not see how they are substantially different than the rules put forth in the previous two failed court cases. Also, I
would not expect to entertain such a proposal unless and until the FCC reclassifies these ISPs as telecommunications
companies under Title II.

In point of fact, Comcast has already negotiated a “fast lane” deal with Netflix. However, Comcast is selling service
tiers to customers that specify a speed (e.g. 50 megabits per second) and a byte cap (250 gigabytes, as specified in the
terms-of-service). As a customer of Comcast, I may elect to use some or all of the capacity I have purchased on Netflix
services.
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I am confident that should the FCC investigate the particulars of Comcast’s activities in this case, they would have an
open-and-shut antitrust case. To use a telephone analogy, this is no different than a cellular telephone provider charging
a call recipient "extra" to "help prevent the call from being dropped."

This is exactly the same type of abusive conduct that the FCC tried to deal with in the court cases in 2009 and again
with Verizon more recently.

Please, halt what is being done with these “internet fast lane” rules, and simply reclassify internet service providers as
Telecommunications companies under Title II of the 1996 telecommunications act. It is a faster, simpler, and more
effective way to accomplish your goals.

Sincerely,

Tim Pettingill
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 8,989 ------------------------------

From: siradamhenry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Adam Henry
340 w hazelwood st
Phoenix, AZ 85013

------------------------------ Email 8,990 ------------------------------

From: sunshinemidge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Marsha Millard (  writes:

Allowing control of traffic on the internet is the same as censoring news outlets. News outlets are already bought out by
big corporations, it is unconscionable and reprehensible to silence the last forum of free thought in America. Stop the
madness and do the right thing for all people!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 8,991 ------------------------------

From: duprice
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dustin Price

MD 20878

------------------------------ Email 8,992 ------------------------------

From: abbycontreras.facebook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Abigail Contreras

West Chicago, IL 60185

------------------------------ Email 8,993 ------------------------------

From: ashes310
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:50
Subject: Net Neutrality
As the Comcast merger with Time Warner is coming closer and closer - I feel more and more inclined to remind you of
the 1996 Cable act linked here for your convenience <http://transition.fcc.gov/telecom.html>
"(4) STANDARD-SETTING ENTITIES- Any entity that is not an
              accredited standards development organization and that
              establishes industry-wide standards for telecommunications
              equipment or customer premises equipment, or industry-wide
              generic network requirements for such equipment, or that
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              certifies telecommunications equipment or customer premises
              equipment manufactured by an unaffiliated entity, shall--  not undertake any actions to monopolize or attempt
to monopolize the market for such services; and
                    `(D) not preferentially treat its own telecommunications
                  equipment or customer premises equipment, or that of its
                  affiliate, over that of any other entity in establishing
                  and publishing industry-wide standards or industry-wide
generic requirements for, and in certification of, telecommunications equipment and customer premises equipment."

Internet neutrality is an important part of the american small business - if we allow large telecommunications
conglomerates to demand a toll to the internet, how is this different from the Mafia demanding protection money from
small businesses?

------------------------------ Email 8,994 ------------------------------

From: nexttoone45
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

adam lehr
4117 cornell st
dearborn heights, MI 48125

------------------------------ Email 8,995 ------------------------------

From: ethanhbowe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ethan Bowe
975 Blake Court
Gilroy, CA 95020

------------------------------ Email 8,996 ------------------------------
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From: ovidcjacob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ovid Jacob

------------------------------ Email 8,997 ------------------------------

From: emilylobospirit
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kathryn Burzinski
PO Box 2042
Middletown, NY 10940
US

------------------------------ Email 8,998 ------------------------------

From: jjml42
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:51
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
J.M. Lavassaur
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------------------------------ Email 8,999 ------------------------------

From: hb.fb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

hei parales

------------------------------ Email 9,000 ------------------------------

From: garykcraig52
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:52
Subject:
Please keep our internet free. Freedom is this country's cry

------------------------------ Email 9,001 ------------------------------

From: susantcorral
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Susan Corral
36091
Phoenix, AZ 85067

------------------------------ Email 9,002 ------------------------------

From: harris.adrian
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:52
Subject: Pro Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and an employee of a business who operates primarily via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
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traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Adrian Harris

------------------------------ Email 9,003 ------------------------------

From: axel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:52
Subject: Net Neutrality

I am not an American citizen, but I currently reside in the US as an International student and this will therefore affect
me as well. I have to say the proposal to allow ISPs to charge companies for faster service is appalling. It will only lead
to higher prices for consumers, as well as hurting American companies and startups. It is bad for everyone involved.

Comparing the state of the networks and service offered here in the US to the one in Sweden, where I come from, I have
 to say it is miserable. Not only is there almost no competition, but the prices are through the roof and the speed is not
living up to what's offered. The Internet has become such an integrated part of our daily lives that it should really be
considered a public utility.

In the same vein I have to state that the Comcast/TWC merger is something I oppose as well. It will only bring about a
monopoly that is bad for consumers. We've already seen Comcast throttle Netflix, forcing them to reach a "streaming
traffic agreement".

If this continues I fear that the US will lose its technological edge. What is the point of creating a startup in the US when
 you have to pay ISPs money to deliver content? What has been proposed and how things work today is not what is best
for anyone but the ISPs and their owners. I urge you to consider what is best for the American consumers, the American
 companies, and the Internet at large.

Yours, Axel Lindmarker

------------------------------ Email 9,004 ------------------------------

From: rjeffgarcia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:53
Subject: Stop crony capitalism and support Net Neutrality
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The current head of the FCC, a former cable industry insider, is now looking to fundamentally break the internet by
allowing his cronies to charge more to internet companies or they will "delay" internet service.  The first victim of this
was Netflix, but all other internet companies will eventually be part of this shakedown.  This needs to stop and the way
to stop it is to support "Net Neutrality".  Net Neutrality is the same concept that kept phone companies from blocking
calls from competitors and has served the citizens well for ages.  The internet started off with this concept but the greed
of companies drives them to always fight what's good for the consumer.  Support Net Neutrality.  Most people I know
don't know what Net Neutrality is but they certainly know that they love Facebook, Netflix, Hulu, and other internet
services.

Kind regards,
R. Jeff Garcia

------------------------------ Email 9,005 ------------------------------

From: fredh666
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Fred Hartman

US

------------------------------ Email 9,006 ------------------------------

From: donna
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:53
Subject: Re-impose Common Carrier Rules
I'm writing to urge the Commissioners to establish rules of the Internet road that protect the freedom, entrepreneurship,
and openness that must always define the Internet and American innovation.

The proposal before the board allows for each ISP to negotiate individualized contracts without any standard terms. This
 will cause end-user rates for increase as costs of operations go up. The proposal gives incentive for ISPs to keep their
networks slow in order to charge Internet services to get better service. This is what a monopoly looks like.

Please reimpose common carrier rules.

The Internet should work like a utility, with standardized service and costs. Please do the right thing.

Thank you.

Donna J. Olson
1755 Broadway #43
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Oakland, CA 94612

------------------------------ Email 9,007 ------------------------------

From: leach7238
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:53
Subject: On the internet all CONTENT IS THE SAME 1's and 0'1
I live and work on the internet, i make my living by providing programming of internet content, and i can tell you right
now there is NO WAY that you can classify any kind of information, as different.  i as a programmer can tell you 10
ways i will place my content in the fast lane.

I can tell you that any fast lane you or the ISPS create will become nothing but a fast lane to infection, malware, and
Distrubuted attacks.

Any kind of DRM, or protection can be subverted, loopholed or made obsolete, you have plenty of examples, of security
 trials gone wrong, Sony, BluRay, etc etc.

Thank you for your time and attention

Steven Leach

Microcomputer Facing

------------------------------ Email 9,008 ------------------------------

From: rickspilsbury
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rick Spilsbury
PO Box 1055
McGill, NV 89318

------------------------------ Email 9,009 ------------------------------

From: mearisman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Misty Earisman

------------------------------ Email 9,010 ------------------------------

From: phelps.mike
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Phelps
1400 E Kay #189
Haysville, KS 67060

------------------------------ Email 9,011 ------------------------------

From: privalgreenstein
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ann Prival
120 W. 97th St.   #13B
New York
New York, NY 10025
US
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------------------------------ Email 9,012 ------------------------------

From: sbender00
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

steve bender
23 pickwick dr
commack, NY 11725

------------------------------ Email 9,013 ------------------------------

From: telsiph
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Colt

 29073

------------------------------ Email 9,014 ------------------------------

From: amplify91
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Clayton Langford

 27606

------------------------------ Email 9,015 ------------------------------

From: ttn333
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Dr. Tuan Nguyen

------------------------------ Email 9,016 ------------------------------

From: brooklynboycj20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,
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I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Carlos Echevarria

------------------------------ Email 9,017 ------------------------------

From: finotello.cinzia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

cinzia finotello

------------------------------ Email 9,018 ------------------------------

From: hilliam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Matthew Hilliard

Bellingham, WA 98229

------------------------------ Email 9,019 ------------------------------

From: eggymontez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ethan Montez
2871 Hearst Road
Willits, CA 95490

------------------------------ Email 9,020 ------------------------------

From: tadxn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thad Dixon
3523 Wellington Street
Norfolk, VA 23513

------------------------------ Email 9,021 ------------------------------

From: stocksrox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:57
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
rob  stockstill

------------------------------ Email 9,022 ------------------------------

From: thdawson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:57
Subject: Under fire over net neutrality plans, FCC seeks early feedback:

1. It will hurt internet start ups by giving large established companies the resources to pay for a faster pipeline
(basically, it's like highways. It allows ISPs to say "pay us a fee and your trucks can go 60 mph, otherwise, you can only
 haul your goods around at 30 mph).

2. It will damage e-commerce on the consumer side as well. Companies having to pay for faster bandwidth will have to
pass that cost onto the consumer. Anyone who doesn't have the money will be forced to cancel their plans or avoid
purchasing goods.

3. It allows already oversized ISPs to further monopolize and detriment a market where there are no repercussions. ISPs
like Comcast and Time Warner don't need to worry about their customers leaving for better services. THEYRE THE
ONLY SERVICE! In this situation, why not try to increase profits when you know the only alternative for customers is
no service at all?
Theresa Dawson

------------------------------ Email 9,023 ------------------------------

From: acleone323
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:57
Subject: Internet
I am imploring you not to change the current rules/laws in regards to the internet. It is not longer a luxury but a way of
life for not only individuals but all business. To give carte blanch to mega corporations to decide to charge more for
faster internet connections and the rest of us poor peons will be left with dial up speeds. Just leave it alone!

Adrianne

------------------------------ Email 9,024 ------------------------------

From: pocketpair
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:57
Subject: Open Internet
Please keep the Internet truly open. Please do not allow IPSs to create "fast lanes" for certain content providers. Leave it
 neutral and open.

Michael Wiley

------------------------------ Email 9,025 ------------------------------

From: themoonhour



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Evan Kroeker

------------------------------ Email 9,026 ------------------------------

From: mullinsrl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Mullins
821 Maroon Peak Cir
Superior, CO 80027
US

------------------------------ Email 9,027 ------------------------------

From: jlippitt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Lippitt

------------------------------ Email 9,028 ------------------------------

From: lotusmoon1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Hermineh Miller
11203 Wedge Drive
Reston, VA 20190
US

------------------------------ Email 9,029 ------------------------------

From: zgherridge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:59
Subject: net neutrality
1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,030 ------------------------------

From: moleboy234
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 18:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
I, as a citizen of the United States, demand that the FCC dump these new proposed rules and reclassify broadband
access as a Title II telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 9,031 ------------------------------

From: nathan.thompson12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

nathan thompson

 64055

------------------------------ Email 9,032 ------------------------------

From: gnost11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sara Deleon
290 oak ave
Rockvale, CO 81244
US

------------------------------ Email 9,033 ------------------------------
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From: michaelebailey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Bailey
25801 Marguerite Parkway, No.
#103
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
US

------------------------------ Email 9,034 ------------------------------

From: vilelich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:01
Subject: Keep the Internet open
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Anthony Weir

------------------------------ Email 9,035 ------------------------------
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From: dan.edward.bruck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

dan bruck
919 clinton ave
des moines 50313

------------------------------ Email 9,036 ------------------------------

From: mcfeerr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Rebecca Russell McFee

------------------------------ Email 9,037 ------------------------------

From: huelsman1130
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sam Huelsman

KS 66046

------------------------------ Email 9,038 ------------------------------

From: buffyannjones
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Liz Spencer
7660 la cosa dr
Dallas, TX 75248
US

------------------------------ Email 9,039 ------------------------------

From: danielle.veenstra94
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:02
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom this may concern:

I have already sent in my comment but I would like to add something. When America was first forming, founding
fathers like Thomas Jefferson, constructed the constitution in such a way that it gave power to the people. It kept the
government out of people's lives and decisions.  He is most likely rolling in his grave now. America should not be an
elitist society. It should celebrate all walks of life. If this law gets passed, who is to stop other laws that follow this line
of thinking? Where will America's middle class go? Think before you leap. It sounds like a great way to make money
and starve Americans of their rights, but this country wasn't made for the few, it was made for the many. Get with the
program.

Sincerely,

Danielle Veenstra

------------------------------ Email 9,040 ------------------------------

From: tim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:02
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Subject: Net neutrality
I urge the FCC to reconsider the proposal for new rules that would allow Internet Service Providers to charge companies
 for faster delivery of their content. This would be an irreparable blow to the principles of an open Internet. The
infrastructure used by Internet Service Providers is a public good, subsidized by taxes. ISPs should not be allowed to
exploit it.

One inevitable result of this policy proposal would be a "pay to play" business landscape, where small startups will be
unable to compete with established companies. Even more insidiously, non-premium traffic will be downgraded and
consumers will pay even more for Internet access that lags well behind that of other developed countries. Internet
Service Providers, which in most parts of the United States operate as de facto monopolies, will have every incentive to
make non-premium traffic as unreliable as possible.

So whether the ISPs slash the capital budget for non-premium infrastructure, or fail to perform timely repairs, or a
hundred other small things, non-premium traffic will suffer. How long before we see multiple tiers of premium traffic?
The monopoly ISPs face no competition or regulation; now, thanks to you, they simply have to figure out how to
maximize their fast-lane fees.

This proposal, if carried out, would be an enormous disservice to the overwhelming majority of Americans, and a
betrayal of the trust. But I suppose this is what is to be expected from an FcC chairman who, not very long ago, lobbied
for the very companies he's now charged with regulating. I recall one promise that President Obama made when he was
running for office:

"I am in this race to tell the corporate lobbyists that their days of setting the agenda in Washington are over. I have done
more than any other candidate in this race to take on lobbyists--and won. They have not funded my campaign, they will
not run my White House, and they will not drown out the voices of the American people when I am president."

-- Barack Obama, Speech in Des Moines, IA

November 10, 2007

Sincerely,

Tim Folger

Phone and fax: +1 505 217 3702

www.timfolger.net

------------------------------ Email 9,041 ------------------------------

From: mitch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:03
Subject: 2 Choices
First off, let me say... I'm all for removing government regulation. However, when said corporations like Comcast
negotiate sweetheart monopolies with city and local governments users have no choice to get away from predatory
corporations if they want internet.
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So, if the FCC decides to allow Comcast/TWC to place toll booths for certain types of content, they should allow for
competitors to exist so that users can take their business elsewhere. Both removing NN and alllowing local monopolies
is unacceptable and would be an example of corporations buying up our government and getting away with it... making
the existence of the FCC superfluous.

Regulate the Net (Net Neutrality) or break monopolies. Your choice. We americans are depending on you.

Mitch

------------------------------ Email 9,042 ------------------------------

From: falkalore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:03
Subject: Net Neutrality Must Be Protected At All Costs
The world has far to much control from corruption than we are willing to see. One of the few things I want to have
security in, is a safe, free environment to use the internet. No one should be able to tell me what to do on it. No one
should impede on my ability to view a certain website, nor should they prioritize others. A free net is imperative.

------------------------------ Email 9,043 ------------------------------

From: beralmu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bernardo Alayzamujica
durand bernales 133 208
surquilllo, IA 51111
PE

------------------------------ Email 9,044 ------------------------------

From: carlos ponti
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Fix the net neutrality rules we need them as consumers. I'd like it for ISP's not to give perferencial treatment to those
willing to pay more or intentially block content they dont like or agree with.

  _____

blog - http://fredblotnic.blogspot.com<http://fredblotnic.blogspot.com/>
woodworking - http://lumberjocks.com/carlosponti

------------------------------ Email 9,045 ------------------------------
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From: ogurek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:04
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Aleksandra Biedron
237 New Jersey Ave
Union, NJ 07083
US

------------------------------ Email 9,046 ------------------------------

From: graphic411
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:04
Subject: Open Internet
Tom Wheeler,

We the people appointed the FCC to keep the internet open and free to the country. Chairman Tom Wheeler promised
us that he would keep the internet open and free to everyone within the country. This is an absolute outrage that you are
allowing these conglomerate corporations to pick and choose the winners of business. It is not right. They are not the
ones who created the internet to what it is today, most of these corporations weren't even around when the internet was
starting to become what it is today. It is due to people like myself who own servers around the world with massive
amounts of data and websites to create open business, not because of these internet providers who just 'milk' what was
already created. TO make things worse, these companies are not even innovative, they work with old technology till
they cannot use it anymore. Look at internet speeds, not one provider worked to created better speeds until Google Fiber
 came out. Then they all rush to make better speeds, which they end up doing within months. Which means they could
have done it all along, but they never did. These are the conglomerates you are allowing to pick and choose the winners
in business.

Please do the right thing and uphold what you promised by keeping the internet open and free.

Best Regards,

Keith Marsiglia

------------------------------ Email 9,047 ------------------------------

From: graphic411
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:04
Subject: Open Internet
Tom Wheeler,

We the people appointed the FCC to keep the internet open and free to the country. Chairman Tom Wheeler promised
us that he would keep the internet open and free to everyone within the country. This is an absolute outrage that you are
allowing these conglomerate corporations to pick and choose the winners of business. It is not right. They are not the
ones who created the internet to what it is today, most of these corporations weren't even around when the internet was
starting to become what it is today. It is due to people like myself who own servers around the world with massive
amounts of data and websites to create open business, not because of these internet providers who just 'milk' what was
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already created. TO make things worse, these companies are not even innovative, they work with old technology till
they cannot use it anymore. Look at internet speeds, not one provider worked to created better speeds until Google Fiber
 came out. Then they all rush to make better speeds, which they end up doing within months. Which means they could
have done it all along, but they never did. These are the conglomerates you are allowing to pick and choose the winners
in business.

Please do the right thing and uphold what you promised by keeping the internet open and free.

Best Regards,

Keith Marsiglia

------------------------------ Email 9,048 ------------------------------

From: daifotis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:05
Subject: Keep the Internet Free!
To whom it may concern:

As a Computer Scientist, researching, and soon to be member of the private sector, I know from first hand experience
how critical a free and open internet is to encouraging innovation and keeping the US economy competitive. The FCC
must act to protect what is so clearly a critical component of 21st century infrastructure from being overrun by the greed
 of a handful of monopolists. Re-classify broadband carriers as common carriers, and end this debate once and for all.
Anybody in this industry knows it's the economically efficient solution--the only people against it are the broadband
monopolies and the people their PR campaign has deceived.

Technology has been the foundation of American leadership in the 21st century, let's keep it that way.

Best,
Alex Daifotis
Princeton University -- Dept. of Computer Science

------------------------------ Email 9,049 ------------------------------

From: shenittab
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nitta Johnson

------------------------------ Email 9,050 ------------------------------

From: dsanford0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:06
Subject: Please support the original definition of Net Neutrality
Allowing content companies to pay Internet service providers for special access to consumers is not the right market
solution.  The right market solution is to have consumers pay more for more bandwidth.
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Allowing ISPs to charge content providers for preferential treatment will allow various large parties to game the system
- whether it is the ISPs or the content providers gaming the system - this will not translate into market driven consumer
choice as well as simply causing consumers to pay more for what they want.  I believe that causing large Internet
content players and ISPs to decide you this work will allow them to charge consumers more - than being directly subject
 to consumer market forces would be.

--
Dave Sanford

------------------------------ Email 9,051 ------------------------------

From: perot68
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Phillip Perot
3156 Rock Creek Trail
Norman, OK 73072
US

------------------------------ Email 9,052 ------------------------------

From: lashback
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Montgomery
109 9th Street
Apalachicola, FL 32320

------------------------------ Email 9,053 ------------------------------

From: bluesmanemail-petition
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Tiedemann
719 Pershing Drive
Walnut Creek, CA 94597

------------------------------ Email 9,054 ------------------------------

From: rgwilson41
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ronald Wilson
2994 Gilma Drive
Richmond, CA 94806
US

------------------------------ Email 9,055 ------------------------------

From: mikeswitney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
A big reason I returned from living overseas was that the Internet in the US was so much better. If net neutrality dies, so
 does one good part of America, and the more closely we resemble China.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 9,056 ------------------------------

From: beau
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Beau Gieson

 91506

------------------------------ Email 9,057 ------------------------------

From: livingadam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:09
Subject: The internet needs to stay neutral
Creating special access to companies that can afford to pay more is a bad idea. In order for the internet to stay affordable
 for small companies and for us, you should not allow this tiered system to become law.

Adam Livingston

------------------------------ Email 9,058 ------------------------------

From: kyle.stephens01
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kyle Stephens

 52403

------------------------------ Email 9,059 ------------------------------

From: houtchensc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:10
Subject: Internet fastlane
I do not support an Internet Fastlane or any type of data priority for ANYONE.  The Internet has grown like it has due to
 an open and level playing field for everyone.  The internet Fastlane will do nothing but raise the cost of entry barriers
for smaller startups and stifle innovation.  All cable companies should be labeled as Title 2 Telecommunications
services, basically a utility. Most, if not all cable companies, now offer voice over IP and telephone services.  They have
 no business molesting or interfering with that traffic whether it is to an individual, website transaction or multiple
people.  The cable companies are doing nothing but double dipping from the content providers and the customers that
they serve.  They take our monthly fees and government tax dollars and line their pockets instead of building proper
infrastructure to support the ever-growing Internet.  This is nothing new and has been going on since the mid 90's and
has been left unchecked. Do not allow the merge of Time Warner and Comcast, that is the worst possible decision
anyone could ever make.  Leave the Internet open! It benefits the ENTIRE population, foreign and domestic. It is key to
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 the progression of the human race.

Sincerely,
a pissed off tax payer and Internet user

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

------------------------------ Email 9,060 ------------------------------

From: ultramegaman963
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Victor Naranjo
926 f street
los banos, CA 93635

------------------------------ Email 9,061 ------------------------------

From: erikburgess
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Erik Burgess

Rosedale, MD 21237

------------------------------ Email 9,062 ------------------------------

From: rubine2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:11
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Subject: First...
Chairman Wheeler needs to resign due to conflict of interest issues.  By virtue (so to speak) of his past as a lobbyist he
must recuse himself.  The appearance (or stench) of corruption in this case is quite strong.  This is an option that
President Obama should consider as well.

Reuben Yancey

------------------------------ Email 9,063 ------------------------------

From: briandw17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brian Wirth

MI 48331

------------------------------ Email 9,064 ------------------------------

From: mark.goldberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

mark goldberg
1277 Lajoie, Outremont
Montreal, QC h2v 1p4
CA

------------------------------ Email 9,065 ------------------------------

From: gesine.lohr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

WHY on earth would you kill net neutrality?

The corporations already make enough money.  Please don't take away the internet from all us low income folks!
(who do a LOT of volunteering and teaching, that's partly why we're low income).
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Gesine Lohr

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 9,066 ------------------------------

From: gesine.lohr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

WHY on earth would you kill net neutrality?

The corporations already make enough money.  Please don't take away the internet from all us low income folks!
(who do a LOT of volunteering and teaching, that's partly why we're low income).

Gesine Lohr

CA
US

------------------------------ Email 9,067 ------------------------------

From: teach4learning
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Glenn Blalock

------------------------------ Email 9,068 ------------------------------

From: vzep48rp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:13
Subject: Don't Kill Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

   Let's not be coy here; creating a "fast lane" on the Internet will be Net Neutrality's death nell. As I'm sure you're
aware, small websites with limited financial resources will have to "pay to play" in order to compete with large
corporate media. Did you know that 1 in 4 people abandon a web page that takes more than 4 seconds to load? Under
your proposed rules independent entrepreneurs won't stand a chance of generating enough traffic to remain viable. Do
you wish to be forever known as "the man who killed the Internet"? Don't do it.

                                                      Robert
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M. Goetz

------------------------------ Email 9,069 ------------------------------

From: raymondhartman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:13
Subject: reject fast/slow internet service lanes
Gentlemen:

I am  emailing to oppose the FCC allowing  internet ISPs to create fast & slow service lanes for transmission of internet
content. Internet users already pay for the fastest possible transmission of data.  The FCC should require socalled
"common carrier" behavior of all companies transmitting data over the public internet ...  that is all data is to be
transmitted  with equal forwarding opportunity at the fastest practical speed.  Allow NO fast/slow lane data behavior
extorted by the (effective monopoly) ISPs. So I oppose the propositions supported by AT&T, Verizon  etal to run a kind
 of MAFIA extortion raquet extracting  MOST-FAVORED monopoly payments  from not only individual customers,
but also  from  professional content providers.

Yes I know the big ISPs are passing out the BIG-$$$ to pimp their thieving money-grab.  Man-up to it gents and gals!
Fast/slow  data-lanes are not only wrong-in-principle, but impossible to administer ... do you want  yet another ENRON-
type  or GASAHOL-type or VICUNA-coat mess on your hands?

Please note I do NOT support **breaking-the-knuckles** or **skinning alive**   major ISP executives and their legal
advisors for proposing such self-serving extortion of public and private monies ... no matter how much that  well-earned
 discipline would generate prudence in monopoly-regulated business and provide a valuable  example  of public justice.

Faithfully:

Dr Raymond Hartman
Jacksonville, FL

------------------------------ Email 9,070 ------------------------------

From: thdawson80
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:13
Subject: Fwd: Under fire over net neutrality plans, FCC seeks early  feedback: 

Allowing a "Fast Lane" for internet traffic is a horrible idea.  In 2010 the FCC themselves made several very good
points against having a fast lane:

> If permitted to deny access, or charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, broadband providers may
have incentives to allow congestion rather than invest in expanding network capacity.

> Broadband providers would be expected to set inefficiently high fees to edge providers because they receive the
benefits of those fees but are unlikely to fully account for the detrimental impact on edge providers’ ability and
incentive to innovate and invest, including the possibility that some edge providers might exit or decline to enter the
market... Moreover, fees for access or prioritized access could trigger an “arms race” within a given edge market
segment. If one edge provider pays for access or prioritized access to end users, subscribers may tend to favor that
provider’s services, and competing edge providers may feel that they must respond by paying, too.

> Fees for access or prioritization to end users could reduce the potential profit that an edge provider would expect to
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earn from developing new offerings, and thereby reduce edge providers’ incentives to invest and innovate. In the rapidly
 innovating edge sector, moreover, many new entrants are new or small “garage entrepreneurs,” not large and
established firms. These emerging providers are particularly sensitive to barriers to innovation and entry, and may have
difficulty obtaining financing if their offerings are subject to being blocked or disadvantaged by one or more of the
major broadband providers.

> If broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, they will have an
incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide to non-prioritized traffic. This would
increase the gap in quality (such as latency in transmission) between prioritized access and non-prioritized access,
induce more edge providers to pay for prioritized access, and allow broadband providers to charge higher prices for
prioritized access. Even more damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in order to
“squeeze” non-prioritized traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and confront edge
providers with a choice between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access to end users.

The internet is extremely important for our economy and freedom. Please do not allow special interests to capitalize the
internet. It needs to be free and open. Please propose a rule making all Internet Service Providers (ISPs) a Title II
telecommunications service. The future of the internet literally depends on it.
Theresa A. Dawson

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,071 ------------------------------

From: ak misra
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Anuruddh Misra
PO Box 15356
SF, CA 94115
US

------------------------------ Email 9,072 ------------------------------

From: sharlmoore
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
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wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sharlee Moore

------------------------------ Email 9,073 ------------------------------

From: giniagordon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Virginia Gordon

Provo, UT 84604
US

------------------------------ Email 9,074 ------------------------------

From: mannina
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Marlyn Tadros
126 Pond House Rd.
North Smithfield, RI 02896
US

------------------------------ Email 9,075 ------------------------------

From: billgriffiths
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:14
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Griffiths
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245 west 27th ave
Eugene, OR 97405
US

------------------------------ Email 9,076 ------------------------------

From: bosmonson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bry Osmonson

Salt Lake City, UT 84105

------------------------------ Email 9,077 ------------------------------

From: brianmackin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:15
Subject: Internet "fast-lane" - NO thank you.
I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.
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As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm[1]http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070
810_002683.html[2]

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
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the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide the service. It is also
 likely that these communications companies must be reclassified as

------------------------------ Email 9,078 ------------------------------

From: babyfetus42
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:15
Subject:
Allowing a "Fast Lane" for internet traffic is a horrible idea. In 2010 the FCC themselves made several very good points
 against having a fast lane:

   If permitted to deny access, or charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, broadband providers may
have incentives to allow congestion rather than invest in expanding network capacity.

   Broadband providers would be expected to set inefficiently high fees to edge providers because they receive the
benefits of those fees but are unlikely to fully account for the detrimental impact on edge providers’ ability and
incentive to innovate and invest, including the possibility that some edge providers might exit or decline to enter the
market... Moreover, fees for access or prioritized access could trigger an “arms race” within a given edge market
segment. If one edge provider pays for access or prioritized access to end users, subscribers may tend to favor that
provider’s services, and competing edge providers may feel that they must respond by paying, too.

   Fees for access or prioritization to end users could reduce the potential profit that an edge provider would expect to
earn from developing new offerings, and thereby reduce edge providers’ incentives to invest and innovate. In the rapidly
 innovating edge sector, moreover, many new entrants are new or small “garage entrepreneurs,” not large and
established firms. These emerging providers are particularly sensitive to barriers to innovation and entry, and may have
difficulty obtaining financing if their offerings are subject to being blocked or disadvantaged by one or more of the
major broadband providers.

   If broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, they will have an
incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide to non-prioritized traffic. This would
increase the gap in quality (such as latency in transmission) between prioritized access and non-prioritized access,
induce more edge providers to pay for prioritized access, and allow broadband providers to charge higher prices for
prioritized access. Even more damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in order to
“squeeze” non-prioritized traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and confront edge
providers with a choice between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access to end users.

   The internet is extremely important for our economy and freedom. Please do not allow special interests to capitalize
the internet. It needs to be free and open. Please propose a rule making all Internet Service Providers (ISPs) a Title II
telecommunications service. The future of the internet literally depends on it.

------------------------------ Email 9,079 ------------------------------

From: nrforte
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:15
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality..The net was create by peoples investments moneys.In a time were more & more of the commons are
being privatised.Sir do not approve of this further erosion of the people's communication

Neil Forte
24 Cottonwood DR
BARNEGAT, NJ 08005
US

------------------------------ Email 9,080 ------------------------------

From: lanlan27
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lanlan Hoo
198 Danada Dr.
Wheaton, IL 60189
US

------------------------------ Email 9,081 ------------------------------

From: mizfits
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Linda Nelson
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------------------------------ Email 9,082 ------------------------------

From: el.p3ng0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:16
Subject: Title II Common Carriers
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service" (Title II Common Carriers under the
Telecommunications Act of 1934). The companies that operate the network must not be allowed to discriminate
regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the network. For almost all people, there
 is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be compensated fairly for operating the pipe
infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be access or to artificially affect the
throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance service from Sprint and other
providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,083 ------------------------------

From: akonik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:16
Subject: Why are you ignoring Net Neutrality
I am totally opposed to your recent decision to allow companies to charge additional fees for preferential speed access to
 their content. That will insert corruptible influence into content.

Do you charge different rates for terrestrial access to air waves to television broadcasters?
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Andrew Konik

VP

847-696-7615

www.rta-inc.com

------------------------------ Email 9,084 ------------------------------

From: zurbina
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:16
Subject: Net neutrality
FCC reps,

The web is a fundamental utility that should remain accessible to all parties involved on a level playing field.

Yes, companies like Comcast will inevitably need to upgrade a variety of their infrastructure elements in order to keep
up with consumer demand. That upgrade will happen regardless of whether or not they're able to charge big content
providers like Netflix.

Either way, consumers will foot the bill. With a free and equitable pipeline, that process will remain more democratic.

Very best,
Zach Urbina
Digital Publisher, writer, and concerned citizen

--
Phonetyped

------------------------------ Email 9,085 ------------------------------

From: hbs13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Howard Spivak
6825 Will Rogers Drive
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US

------------------------------ Email 9,086 ------------------------------

From: luckyman56
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:18
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Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel Silver
349 Miller Ave.
Freeport, NY 11520
US

------------------------------ Email 9,087 ------------------------------

From: warren804
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:18
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Warren SAnder

------------------------------ Email 9,088 ------------------------------

From: chrisanderson.mail
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:18
Subject: Keep the internet open
Please do not implement the new preliminary rules that would allow ISPs to charge web providers for accelerated
service.

Please implement rules instead that guarantee net neutrality.

Thank you.

Chris Amderson

------------------------------ Email 9,089 ------------------------------
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From: lask8r37
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply outraged to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule changes
that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an environment
where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and
we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our
lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeffrey Sawyer

Vernon Hills, IL 60061

------------------------------ Email 9,090 ------------------------------

From: npkutzer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I write to  that net neutrality be allowed to continue unimpeded because it is only  fair and right and in service of the
common good of  the People of this country that the whole internet remain available to  everyone.

The FCC is meant to uphold and protect the rights of ALL the people of this country.  Do not let us down!

Norma Kutzer
218-A West Micheltorena
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US

------------------------------ Email 9,091 ------------------------------

From: npkutzer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

I write to  that net neutrality be allowed to continue unimpeded because it is only  fair and right and in service of the
common good of  the People of this country that the whole internet remain available to  everyone.

The FCC is meant to uphold and protect the rights of ALL the people of this country.  Do not let us down!

Norma Kutzer
218-A West Micheltorena
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
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US

------------------------------ Email 9,092 ------------------------------

From: bmptrp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thomas Palmer
509 Ship St
Saint Joseph, MI 49085
US

------------------------------ Email 9,093 ------------------------------

From: hhebert001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nelson Hebert
542  Hidden Hills Ct.
Marietta, GA 30066
US

------------------------------ Email 9,094 ------------------------------

From: mblume1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:21
Subject: Leave the internet neutral!
Please keep net neutrality.  It only benefits the big companies to NOT have net neutrality, it hurts the users!  It will hurt
me!

Miriam

------------------------------ Email 9,095 ------------------------------

From: rglorioso
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:21
Subject: Why is the FCC trying to stifle speech and entrepreneurs?
Dear Commissioner Clyburn,

The recent decision to tilt the Internet's level playing field away from the Citizens and small businesses of our country is
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 beyond me.  Those with the most money will be a able to speed their messages along while those without it will be
throttled taking another chink out of the First Amendment. Companies with the most money will be able to stifle
competition, especially start-ups, limiting our ability to innovate and grow the economy.

As a consultant for many internet start-ups you just moved the playing field another click away from our entrepreneurs.
Your decision will certainly raise the “BARRIER TO ENTRY” for start-ups trying to compete with the large internet
players like GOOGLE, FACEBOOK, AMAZON, etc. and give the Venture Capitalists one more reason to say NO.  We
 already have one of the highest cost, lowest performance internet services in the world and there is no way your
decision will improve things.

Please re-think your decision with our Freedom of Speech and our Ability to Innovate in mind.

Thank you,

Robert Glorioso, PhD
Managing Director
Tower Stone Group
Stow, MA.

------------------------------ Email 9,096 ------------------------------

From: stephen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:23
Subject: Please Save Net Neutrality

As a small business owner whose entire business relies on fast, reliable, and open access to the internet, I cannot idly
stand by and watch as the FCC caves into the wishes of ISPs like Verizon and Comcast. The proposed agreement to
allow additional charges for "fast lanes" opens up large opportunities for abuse and poses to threaten my business. We
need net neutrality NOW. We need government oversight and protections from large, corporate interests. We need
better competition, which you can help promote by doing your best to block the Time-Warner and Comcast merger.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stephen Crane
3601 5th St. S
Apt 513
Arlington, VA 22204

------------------------------ Email 9,097 ------------------------------

From: dmettner32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:23
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Daniel Mettner

------------------------------ Email 9,098 ------------------------------

From: kitten526
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:24
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Ellen Gendron (  writes:

Shame on you for not making the internet in this country the best in the world.  Other countries have it much better then
ours, and we were the pioneers, the leaders until the cable companies and their greed started to increase prices and make
 sure we didn't get too much speed.  We are falling behind everywhere but the internet is where many of us keep in
touch with our families, where we learn things of interest to us.  We can educate ourselves with the information
available to us.  We play games and have friends that we have met while playing games.  Nothing is working for the
majority of us and you have a unique opportunity so please do not throw that out the window.  Work to make the
internet affordable to all.  You surely know how hard it is for those of us who are poor, and believe me I mean poor. I
am a senior, I live on social security at $860. per month.  Can you even imagine trying to survive on this amount?  I am
lucky, I live in subsidized housing, I do have my medicaid,
 medicare and masshealth but even my over the counter medications add up to quite a lot every month and I pay that out
 of pocket.  I also get food stamps although I get about $30 a month less then I did a couple of years ago and every time
my shopping is done I am finding things are going up, packages are getting smaller at a higher price tag and even things
like toilet paper is  more.  With toilet paper the price has gone up and the roll has gotten smaller.  Everything I use is
going up.  I pay around $50 for internet through my cable company.  I do not get the triple play that they push, I have
my land line phone at the special lifeline price.  I watch shows on hulu on my computer as I can not afford cable
television.  I worked hard all my life.  In fact there were several years that I worked at least 80 hours a week. I never go
out to eat, buy my clothes at goodwill and pinch every penny before I spend it.  Please fix net nutrality so these
companies have to offer a fast speed lik
 e modern countries do (we are now more like !
 a 3rd world country)at a fair price for all.  Our government is working with the wealthy to increase their wealth and
anything goes, they have every loophole available to them and have congress in their pocket not to mention the corrupt
supreme court.  It is time someone be a hero and stand up for the rest of us.  Please be that hero and maybe more
courageous individuals will follow suit so we can get this county great again.   Thank you.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,099 ------------------------------

From: lkmillerick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:24
Subject: Net neutrality
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The FCC has utterly failed to protect consumers' rights when it comes to internet and cable companies, but that's nothing
 new. Monopolies have been allowed to develop between Time Warner and Comcast that have driven prices higher and
higher for lower and lower quality products. Our internet speeds are shockingly terrible for the average citizen when
compared to other developed countries, and yet we pay huge amounts per month for terrible speeds that are throttled
whenever we actually make full use of it.

The only saving grace was that, despite paying ridiculous amounts for our internet, at least we could do what we want
with it. If we paid $70 a month for 10mps, at least we could use it how we wanted. Now, by allowing the defeat of net
neutrality, you've even taken that from us. Now, not only will we be paying ridiculous amounts of money for internet,
we may lose the rights to Netflix, Hulu, or any other streaming or high-bandwidth website that may choose not to or not
be able to pay the ISPs to maintain their bandwidth rights.

Whether you realize it or not, you've expanded the monopolies of the cable companies, since many of us, myself
included, choose not to pay for cable television providers since we're able to access the shows we watch through Netflix,
 Hulu, HBOGo, etc. By potentially allowing ISPs (almost all of which are also television providers) to make us pay for
not just internet, but also television if we want to watch our shows.

The FCC has screwed consumers over for a decade on allowing the prices of internet to skyrocket by not controlling the
monopolies. Please don't screw us over even more by allowing them to remove access to whatever we want on our well
paid for internet bandwidth.

Laura Millerick
mailto:

703-303-5168

------------------------------ Email 9,100 ------------------------------

From: abbasolomon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Abba Solomon
409 16th Ave E
Apt 23
Seattle, WA 98112
US

------------------------------ Email 9,101 ------------------------------

From: woodrizzle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
James Woodward

------------------------------ Email 9,102 ------------------------------

From: saraht1984
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sarah Struble

------------------------------ Email 9,103 ------------------------------

From: nick.dimmitt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nick Dimmitt
6812 151 Aver NE
Redmond, WA 98052

------------------------------ Email 9,104 ------------------------------

From: levitis18
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Levi Ehrlich

 95436

------------------------------ Email 9,105 ------------------------------

From: hedts
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Manigo-Hedt
1843 S. 286th Ln
Apt#T203
Federal Way, WA 98003
US

------------------------------ Email 9,106 ------------------------------

From: rts881676
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:26
Subject: Net Neutrality
If these laws get passed you will be a perfect representation of everything America hates.

------------------------------ Email 9,107 ------------------------------
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From: karintondasch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:26
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Karin Tondasch

------------------------------ Email 9,108 ------------------------------

From: dave
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:26
Subject: Save the internet
Please break the last mile provider with the service provider. See the UK and Norway for a sample of how it can work.
Make providers compete for service so we can have a choice. Slow DSL and expensive cable is not a "choice".

The FCC and congress is too corrupt to take this up so I am sure this will go nowhere.

---------
Dave Sewhuk
Disappointed citizen

------------------------------ Email 9,109 ------------------------------

From: jtdoepke12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:27
Subject: Please Classify ISPs as Common Carriers
I can only see the suggested "fast lane" regulations hurting small businesses and consumers alike. Internet access is as
much a utility as a telephone line and should be regulated as such. Please act to classify ISPs as common carriers.

Jaye Doepke
Chicago, IL

------------------------------ Email 9,110 ------------------------------

From: ammasdarling
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chris Darling
648 S. 15th St.
`
Richmond, CA 94804

------------------------------ Email 9,111 ------------------------------

From: mikel34d
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:28
Subject: internet
pls save our internet.

------------------------------ Email 9,112 ------------------------------

From: justusperry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:28
Subject: Please Don't Move Back In Time
Removing Net Neutrality is one of the single worst ideas on the face of the planet (currently). The open exchange of
ideas is one of the core principles of America, and by allowing companies to own that, you fail the American people.
Please, PLEASE. Don't fall victim to absurd notions that a monopolistic enterprise needs to be double charging for one
service. If they charge (some would say overcharge) their current customers already, they don't need to take from the
other side as well.

------------------------------ Email 9,113 ------------------------------

From: brackdaddy1074
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Scott Bracken
324 Donna Court Unit A
Bartlett, IL 60103
US
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------------------------------ Email 9,114 ------------------------------

From: j t malloy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Please legislate or otherwise ensure that internet provider are considered commom carriers and will thus be required to
move ALL internet traffic at the best possible speed.  Anything else reeks of mere money-making and we all know who
will end up paying -- we consumers.

joe malloy

------------------------------ Email 9,115 ------------------------------

From: mskrisvick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:30
Subject: New Proposal Is Bad for Humanity
The new proposal to get rid of net neutrality is outrageous. DO NOT DO IT! Do you not care about the people of this
country? Or are your financial and personal connections with telecom's lobbyists the only thing you care about
anymore?

It's despicable. This is a terrible thing for humanity. Do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 9,116 ------------------------------

From: timothydonohue
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:31
Subject: Maintain net neutrality!! Say "NO" to preferential traffic shaping!!
Dear FCC,

This should not even be a consideration.  There is no 'commercially reasonable' fees to be
paid for traffic shaping.

I cannot pay for a faster lane in traffic to allow me to supersede the rules under which others
would travel.  The internet is not at the discretion of end service providers to decide who gets
greater priority.

I personally find it disgusting and a travesty that it is even being considered that these companies
be allowed to charge both the consumer AND the site being visited.

I pay for a bandwidth (at an exceedingly high price already, I will add), and NO site should be
asked to provide more money, simply because it's more popular than others.

These companies have obligations to provide that bandwidth, because I pay for it.  Trying to
milk even more money from the sites that are visited will only result in increased charges for me,
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as their operating costs will continue to rise to defray that 'traffic surcharge'.

The cable companies are already making far more than they deserve, for as little as they actually
offer.  It is detestable that it is even being considered that they be allowed to shape the course of
the internet.

The internet is everyone's.  It is a public utility.

Do not shame yourselves.  Do the right thing.  Be decent to one another.

Sincerely,

Timothy J Donohue, MD

------------------------------ Email 9,117 ------------------------------

From: mskrisvick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:31
Subject: Fwd: New Proposal Is Bad for Humanity

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kristin Vick < mailto:
Date: Sat, Apr 26, 2014 at 7:30 PM
Subject: New Proposal Is Bad for Humanity
To: mailto:

The new proposal to get rid of net neutrality is outrageous. DO NOT DO IT! Do you not care about the people of this
country? Or are your financial and personal connections with telecom's lobbyists the only thing you care about
anymore?

It's despicable. This is a terrible thing for humanity. Do the right thing.

------------------------------ Email 9,118 ------------------------------

From: hld42
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.Your proposal is unworthy of seeing the light of day.

Howard Davidson

------------------------------ Email 9,119 ------------------------------

From: r0llingst0nedd
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 19:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Medina

 08861

------------------------------ Email 9,120 ------------------------------

From: justusperry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:31
Subject: Additionally
Please classify the internet as a Title II Communications Service.

------------------------------ Email 9,121 ------------------------------

From: endsinfire
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Thompson
3118 Kensington Ave.
Apt. 6
Richmond, VA 23221

------------------------------ Email 9,122 ------------------------------

From: sonja0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
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 net neutrality.

Jason Afflec

NZ

------------------------------ Email 9,123 ------------------------------

From: karthik.bhavaraju
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:33
Subject: Net neutrality
Net neutrality is the cornerstone of us technology leadership because it encourages small companies that could never
have become big without it.

Any changes to it that hands discretion to the ISPs will gradually destroy our competitiveness and will enable foreign
startups to achieve critical mass that may no longer be possible here in the US.

Please do not make this change at this time.

Best
Karthik  Bhavaraju

------------------------------ Email 9,124 ------------------------------

From: jamaja
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Janet Jacobs

CT 06902
US

------------------------------ Email 9,125 ------------------------------

From: mkgpuzzlr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Georgia

------------------------------ Email 9,126 ------------------------------
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From: jeremybwarner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:33
Subject: The Internet is a TITLE II Telecommunications Service under the  Communications Act
To whom it may concern:

FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality is particularly chilling to innovation and the basis of the internet.  My
biggest concern is the 'fast lane,' where companies are allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

I'm a freelance filmmaker and I distribute my stuff through the internet.  It is detrimental to the economy and the basis
of our individual freedoms to let internet data all be treated equally.  It's extremely important to classify internet a Title
II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

If any amount of priority is allowed to data, then that does not promote any sort of net neutrality.  A fast lane also
creates a tiered internet and inhibits both the distribution entity and the consumer.  By allowing a fast lane, we are
eliminating innovation and competition, but allowing the same companies secure a foothold.  This will cause America to
 continue falling behind in our innovations and internet infrastructure as most other First World countries are surpassing
us with internet speeds and infrastructure. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the
principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead promote the idea that those with money are the
only ones who can make the rules.

The internet has leveled the playing field and it's a medium through with information is broadcast and transmitted.  It's a
 way to connect with people globally and democratically.  Every citizen should have the right to use the internet with
their data being treated equally and not those with money being prioritized.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time.

Sincerely,

Jeremy B. Warner

------------------------------ Email 9,127 ------------------------------
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From: flyguy93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alex Marquardt
3213 bobbie Ln
decatur, GA 30032

------------------------------ Email 9,128 ------------------------------

From: me
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:34
Subject: Regarding Internet Neutrality - PLEASE Do not destroy the web as we  know it!!
I am the owner of poxix.com .. a small website (aka "small business")
that does not have the resources (aka "political campaign
contributions") to lobby congress to keep the internet fair and free for
all.  I am pleading with you to NOT turn every small business in America
into a second-class entity behind mega-corporations.

We already know ordinary people are second-class (if not third-class)
citizens, we've come to accept that as the sad reality it is.  But now
with this senseless preference to businesses that already have an UNFAIR
advantage, the FCC is sure to

Let me be clear about the following facts (not opinion, FACTS):

* Large companies can outperform and out-compete small companies.
* The internet was designed with the explicit purpose of being a fair
and reliable transport medium.
* Most small businesses are NOT RECOVERING in this economy.
* Corporations have a vested interest in conspiring against consumers,
competitors, and REGULATORS.
* There are NO INNOVATIONS in this "premium for me but not you"
oligarchic model you have proposed.
* This is another case of CLASS WARFARE, providing exclusive "premium"
service to the rich while THROTTLING DOWN the general public.

If you proceed with this pathetic excuse of a policy, it will simply be
another sign that real innovation in the US should close shop and find
somewhere else to compete on a fair playing field.  You know as well as
I do that the telco's WILL THROTTLE THE PUBLIC AND SMALL BUSINESS DOWN
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unless people pay cartel-style "protection money". Don't be stupid, use
your brains, do the right thing - for equality and the economy.  Net
neutrality was the cornerstone of e-commerce that guaranteed small
players were not obliterated by large conglomerates.  If you screw this
up, the FCC will be known as the "bureau that broke the net".

Don't be fucking stupid.

Jacob A. Munoz

Small Business Owner

------------------------------ Email 9,129 ------------------------------

From: philip.guimond
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:34
Subject: In Defense of Net Neutrality
Dear FCC, or was it the Communist Party of China? I forgot. You all look alike.

The telephone industry now sends it's services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to
declassify it as such. We fought hard to deregulate Ma Bell (or was that ??? - Ma Huateng?) and allow for the
advancements in technology that got us this far, so it feels tragic to be witnessing a state-sponsored undoing of what we,
 as a country, accomplished. That's something I'd expect from the Communist Party of China, not the United States
government.

I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.

Thanks,
Phil Guimond

------------------------------ Email 9,130 ------------------------------

From: dcfilmon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:34
Subject: DO NOT END NET NEUTRALITY
I implore you to not allow Internet service providers to charge companies for faster delivery of their content. That
destroys net neutrality. All content would not be equal because large corporations would be able to pay extra money to
get their content delivered faster than say an individual's home website. This can affect a lot more than just slower page
loading. The consequences of this decision will affect you and everyone else and not in a good way. Access to
information will be skewed in favor of corporations. This will have drastically negative and long lasting effects that will
 devastate this country's flow of information. Information is freedom and allowing the few to control it is to restrict
freedom. I can compare this to kings not allowing their serfs to read. The illiteracy kept the kings in power. Look at the
DPRK. His attempt to control his citizens lives have made them live in horrible conditions. They don't know much more
 than the "glory of their great leader". The allowance of corporations to charge for content is the first step down this
road, but Instead of 1 person it's a group of large corporations. DO NOT DO IT. DO NOT ALLOW CORPORATIONS
TO RUN THIS GREAT COUNTRY AND FLOW OF INFORMATION.  A VOTE IN FAVOR OF WILL BE A
DEATH KNELL FOR FREEDOM.

------------------------------ Email 9,131 ------------------------------
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From: jeremybwarner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:34
Subject: The Internet is a Title II telecommunications service under the  Communications Act
To whom it may concern:

FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality is particularly chilling to innovation and the basis of the internet.  My
biggest concern is the 'fast lane,' where companies are allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

I'm a freelance filmmaker and I distribute my stuff through the internet.  It is detrimental to the economy and the basis
of our individual freedoms to let internet data all be treated equally.  It's extremely important to classify internet a Title
II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

If any amount of priority is allowed to data, then that does not promote any sort of net neutrality.  A fast lane also
creates a tiered internet and inhibits both the distribution entity and the consumer.  By allowing a fast lane, we are
eliminating innovation and competition, but allowing the same companies secure a foothold.  This will cause America to
 continue falling behind in our innovations and internet infrastructure as most other First World countries are surpassing
us with internet speeds and infrastructure. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the
principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead promote the idea that those with money are the
only ones who can make the rules.

The internet has leveled the playing field and it's a medium through with information is broadcast and transmitted.  It's a
 way to connect with people globally and democratically.  Every citizen should have the right to use the internet with
their data being treated equally and not those with money being prioritized.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time.

Sincerely,

Jeremy B. Warner

------------------------------ Email 9,132 ------------------------------
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From: marylynn smith
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Smith
6240 CURTIS CT
MIDLOTHIAN, TX 76065
US

------------------------------ Email 9,133 ------------------------------

From: guzman.juan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:35
Subject: Net Neutrality and FCC broadband access classification
To whom this may concern,

I am writing you because of something that is of great concern to me. With this new proposal, the internet as people
have known and loved can be regulated in changed in such a way that threatens freedom, access to information, and
technical innovation that the internet has brought to the world. PLEASE take this feedback seriously and classify
broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

In 2010, the FCC's Open Internet Order forbid Internet service providers from blocking or discriminating against
services or charging content providers for preferential treatment. Verizon challenged those rules and won; The US Court
 of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit ruled that the commission improperly imposed "common carrier"
obligations on Internet Service Providers without first declaring them to be common carriers.

With the freedom given by that ruling, the FCC is set to propose rules that would allow broadband providers to give
some internet traffic preferential treatment, so long as such arrangements are available on 'commercially reasonable'
terms for all interested content companies (to be determined by the FCC on a case-by-case basis).

This is a massive backwards step in the protection of an open and neutral internet. I will steal words from the FCC's own
 Open Internet Order mentioned above: "if broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized
access to end users, they will have an incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide
to non-prioritized traffic… Even more damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in
order to 'squeeze' non-prioritized traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and
confront edge providers with a choice between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access
to end users."

Net Neutrality is critical for innovation, communication, and education in this country. It is what has allowed the
internet to grow to and become what it is today. I strongly urge you to collaborate with your colleagues in congress to
protect Net Neutrality. Specifically, I ask you to work to have the FCC classify broadband access as a Title II
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Telecommunications Service, allowing the protection offered by the Open Internet Order.

The Internet is our most democratic medium. It has grown exponentially, fueled innovation and altered how we
communicate. Complete Net Neutrality is absolutely necessary for that to continue to be true. Thank you for your time.

==============================

------------------------------ Email 9,134 ------------------------------

From: jeremybwarner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:35
Subject: The internet is a Title II telecommunications service under the  Communications Act
To whom it may concern:

FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality is particularly chilling to innovation and the basis of the internet.  My
biggest concern is the 'fast lane,' where companies are allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

I'm a freelance filmmaker and I distribute my stuff through the internet.  It is detrimental to the economy and the basis
of our individual freedoms to let internet data all be treated equally.  It's extremely important to classify internet a Title
II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

If any amount of priority is allowed to data, then that does not promote any sort of net neutrality.  A fast lane also
creates a tiered internet and inhibits both the distribution entity and the consumer.  By allowing a fast lane, we are
eliminating innovation and competition, but allowing the same companies secure a foothold.  This will cause America to
 continue falling behind in our innovations and internet infrastructure as most other First World countries are surpassing
us with internet speeds and infrastructure. Prioritization of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the
principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead promote the idea that those with money are the
only ones who can make the rules.

The internet has leveled the playing field and it's a medium through with information is broadcast and transmitted.  It's a
 way to connect with people globally and democratically.  Every citizen should have the right to use the internet with
their data being treated equally and not those with money being prioritized.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
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As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time.

Sincerely,

Jeremy B. Warner

------------------------------ Email 9,135 ------------------------------

From: coldchillun27
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:35
Subject: ISP's topic
I want ISP’s classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. For the good of the Internet.

Please and thank u

------------------------------ Email 9,136 ------------------------------

From: gerrivr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gerri Vidal-Rosa

FL 33021

------------------------------ Email 9,137 ------------------------------

From: ujov
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Phil Rivet

 A3R4T7

------------------------------ Email 9,138 ------------------------------

From: mattfox27
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthew Klimmer
4880 brewster dr
tarzana, CA 91356

------------------------------ Email 9,139 ------------------------------

From: flyguy93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:36
Subject: Please protect net neutrality
I was concerned to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule changes that
would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an environment where
large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and we will
 lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thank you,
Alex

------------------------------ Email 9,140 ------------------------------

From: amarquardt2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:36
Subject: Please protect net neutrality
I was concerned to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule changes that
would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an environment where
large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to compete and we will
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 lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thank you,
Alex

------------------------------ Email 9,141 ------------------------------

From: kieran.j.burke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:36
Subject: Please uphold Net Neutrality
I don't trust Chairman Wheeler.

He lobbied on behalf of the companies he now oversees. Obama promised to not have lobbyists in roles like this and
now we do. The result, the destruction of net neutrality, so that local monopolies can charge twice for the traffic that I
paid to have sent to me. Look at what the economic growth the internet has created, with net neutrality in place, do you
guys really think that changing it's fundamental structure is a good idea? It's not. And if you are going to kill net
neutrality at least have the guts to come out and say it. I read the legislation and Wheeler's comments that insinuate that
I misunderstood the intent are offensive. Tell the Chairman he works for me now, not Comcast, America's least favorite
company. I have an idea, how about a guarantee Mr. Wheeler that he will not work for a telecommunications company
or trade organization for at least 25 years following leaving the FCC? The people that are so upset about this are nerds
that are hyper intelligent, their anger should not be seen as overreacting but rather a sign of the seriousness with which
they take this issue.

--

phone: 508 397 2465

------------------------------ Email 9,142 ------------------------------

From: davethewizard
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:37
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
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and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dave Abbott

------------------------------ Email 9,143 ------------------------------

From: dan.c.welsh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Welsh

PA 19125

------------------------------ Email 9,144 ------------------------------

From: charles.gough2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Charles Gough

 90041

------------------------------ Email 9,145 ------------------------------

From: s.leverington
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler:
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In 2010, the FCC itself made the following points in regards to allowing "fast lanes" for the internet.

*       If permitted to deny access, or charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, broadband providers may
have incentives to allow congestion rather than invest in expanding network capacity.

*

        Broadband providers would be expected to set inefficiently high fees to edge providers because they receive the
benefits of those fees but are unlikely to fully account for the detrimental impact on edge providers’ ability and
incentive to innovate and invest, including the possibility that some edge providers might exit or decline to enter the
market... Moreover, fees for access or prioritized access could trigger an “arms race” within a given edge market
segment. If one edge provider pays for access or prioritized access to end users, subscribers may tend to favor that
provider’s services, and competing edge providers may feel that they must respond by paying, too.

*       Fees for access or prioritization to end users could reduce the potential profit that an edge provider would expect
to earn from developing new offerings, and thereby reduce edge providers’ incentives to invest and innovate. In the
rapidly innovating edge sector, moreover, many new entrants are new or small “garage entrepreneurs,” not large and
established firms. These emerging providers are particularly sensitive to barriers to innovation and entry, and may have
difficulty obtaining financing if their offerings are subject to being blocked or disadvantaged by one or more of the
major broadband providers.

*       If broadband providers can profitably charge edge providers for prioritized access to end users, they will have an
incentive to degrade or decline to increase the quality of the service they provide to non-prioritized traffic. This would
increase the gap in quality (such as latency in transmission) between prioritized access and non-prioritized access,
induce more edge providers to pay for prioritized access, and allow broadband providers to charge higher prices for
prioritized access. Even more damaging, broadband providers might withhold or decline to expand capacity in order to
“squeeze” non-prioritized traffic, a strategy that would increase the likelihood of network congestion and confront edge
providers with a choice between accepting low-quality transmission or paying fees for prioritized access to end users.

A free and open internet is required for an economy to grow.  A free and open internet is required for the freedom of our
 citizenry.  A free and open internet should be a right.  ISPs need to become a Title II telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 9,146 ------------------------------

From: patrick.t.ryan86
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:39
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do NOT create a fast lane on the internet. Toll roads do not serve public interest! Keep the net open. The TPP
agreement is bad legislation. The Comcast/TWC merger IS BAD for the consumer. Please do anything within your
power to prevent TPP and other legislation from over-regulating the web! Make the right choice now!

Patrick Ryan

------------------------------ Email 9,147 ------------------------------

From: collective82
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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   Instead of allowing this corporate capture of policy making to continue, the staff of the FCC should do its duty to the
public and classify ISP's as common carriers. There is no excuse for the cowardice being demonstrated. These are
common carriers in every sense of the word, and should be regulated as such.

   Suffice it to say that I am very much opposed to the proposed rule. Serve the people of the United States - NOT the
companies that strive to hoard as much profit for as little work as possible.

   Thank you for your consideration,

   Alexis

------------------------------ Email 9,152 ------------------------------

From: jutta54
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:40
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hey Thundercunt,

Take this next bit to heart.

Stop off my Internet, you un-American twat. Stop bowing to the monopolies, and actually serve the American people.
Otherwise, things will get ugly, and you're already ugly enough.

Kapish, dude?

--
- Thomas

Knowledge is FREE (Something you Govt. Pricks don't understand)

We Are Anonymous
We Are Legion
We Do Not FORGIVE
We Do Not FORGET
Expect Us

------------------------------ Email 9,153 ------------------------------

From: jackhel35
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Helga Freund
PO Box 917
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Cornville, AZ 86325
US

------------------------------ Email 9,154 ------------------------------

From: koririder4143
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
It is critical that industry not be allowed to regulate the Internet. It needs to always be as free and open to all as possible.
 Support it. It's what we pay you for.

Mark Marwood

------------------------------ Email 9,155 ------------------------------

From: pmhickey11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

P Hickey
456 Worthington Road
Millersville, MD 21108
US

------------------------------ Email 9,156 ------------------------------

From: brycegoodson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bryce Goodson
2125 E Sunland Avenue
phx
Phoenix, AZ 85040
US

------------------------------ Email 9,157 ------------------------------

From: paul.mirel
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Mirel
2233 Luzerne Ave
Silver Spring, MD 20910

------------------------------ Email 9,158 ------------------------------

From: tmc2email
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Theresa Chiodo
Theresa
Chiodo
Des Moines, IA 50315
US

------------------------------ Email 9,159 ------------------------------

From: wknott3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

William Knott
3310 SW 16 CT
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312
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------------------------------ Email 9,160 ------------------------------

From: sunnykarma999
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
You are supposed to be PROTECTING the Internet!
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patty Clark
2339 Andalusia Way NE
St. Petersburg, FL 33704
US

------------------------------ Email 9,161 ------------------------------

From: christine3smithers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

christine smithers

 01970

------------------------------ Email 9,162 ------------------------------

From: jefferywidlacki
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
We need ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. We need robust legislation to keep an Open internet.
The internet is such a large part of our modern economy it makes absolutely no sense to give it all to the handful of big
providers.

------------------------------ Email 9,163 ------------------------------

From: ifayermark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Igor Fayermark

TN 37221

------------------------------ Email 9,164 ------------------------------

From: autumncayleigh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Autumn Myers
50 Pearl Drive
Howell, NJ 07731

------------------------------ Email 9,165 ------------------------------

From: jeffrey.mathis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:44
Subject: Net neutrality
Why do many countries have Internet far surpassing ours? Because the few big Internet companies are allowed a
monopoly in many areas and they have no inventive (financial or other) to improve service.

The recent decision by the FCC on net neutrality has done more to hurt an open Internet than almost anything else.

------------------------------ Email 9,166 ------------------------------

From: htiffirg87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Griffith

SC 29550

------------------------------ Email 9,167 ------------------------------

From: slhaehnel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephenie Haehnel
531 Sterling
south elgin, IL 60177
US

------------------------------ Email 9,168 ------------------------------

From: whitedragons legend
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

katie morris

 72857

------------------------------ Email 9,169 ------------------------------

From: bethshep
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

The airwaves are part of the commons.  They belong to all of us.  They are not for sale!  Democracy depends on a free
media.  You are responsible to we the people to keep it free!

Elizabeth Sheppard
2007 SE Bybee Blvd.
Portland, OR 97202
US

------------------------------ Email 9,170 ------------------------------

From: bethshep
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want a democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

The airwaves are part of the commons.  They belong to all of us.  They are not for sale!  Democracy depends on a free
media.  You are responsible to we the people to keep it free!

Elizabeth Sheppard
2007 SE Bybee Blvd.
Portland, OR 97202
US

------------------------------ Email 9,171 ------------------------------

From: squeakypeep
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:45
Subject: Don't end net neutrality
Many others have given plenty of wordy statements so I will spare you my similar opinion. All I have to say is that this
decision is clearly the result of corruption.

------------------------------ Email 9,172 ------------------------------

From: fleton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:46
Subject: ISP's Classed as Title II Telecommunications services
I believe internet service providers should be classified as "Title II telecommunications services" since it is a vital form
of communication and to prevent explotation.

------------------------------ Email 9,173 ------------------------------

From: atfarley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:46
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Farley
1820 Hillside
Laramie, WY 82070

------------------------------ Email 9,174 ------------------------------

From: pgna green
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dolores Wood

OR 97266
US

------------------------------ Email 9,175 ------------------------------

From: recruit.scott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:47
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Scott Smith
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------------------------------ Email 9,176 ------------------------------

From: ba2259
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jason burton
18469 roselawn
detroit, MI 48221
US

------------------------------ Email 9,177 ------------------------------

From: brian.hachtmann
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:47
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Brian Hachtmann

CA

------------------------------ Email 9,178 ------------------------------

From: minimuffin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: keep the net neutral; don't cave in to corporate interests!
Imagine if a library had a free and a paid section?  What a terrible
thing!

Please, you owe to the netizens of this country!

Thank you,
John Edwin

--
  Mini Muffin

--
http://www.fastmail.fm - The professional email service
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------------------------------ Email 9,179 ------------------------------

From: phazeryan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: A Letter about Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   Ryan Morgan

------------------------------ Email 9,180 ------------------------------

From: steelerfanace9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Net neutrality shouldn't even be an issue. In a county that prides itself on freedom, net neutrality should have been put
into our bill of rights. The Internet is not to be controlled. The UN has already stated Internet access is a human right. It
will be in everyone's best interest to keep the Internet free from control by wealthy corporations. This issue and Trans
Pacific Partnership need to be stomped out by our elected officials with prejudice.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android<http://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android>

------------------------------ Email 9,181 ------------------------------
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From: terminallyunhip
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: An Open Letter Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 9,182 ------------------------------

From: jdmckeehan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

judy mckeehan
Calle Cuervo
San Clemente, CA 92672
US

------------------------------ Email 9,183 ------------------------------

From: plastikkat
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: Net Neutrality must become law
Under no circumstances should the FCC allow ANY preferential treatment to ANY internet traffic.

We will not accept you giving corporations power to control the speed of our internet, the only reason anyone wants to
allow preferential is to drive up prices, there is NO benefit to the consumer.

Net Neutrality needs to be protected by law, we are tired of corporate interests legislating for themselves at the expense
of the American people.

Brian Hensley

------------------------------ Email 9,184 ------------------------------

From: jerrycb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

jerome Brandow
929 S. Bedford St.
101
Los Angeles, CA 90035

------------------------------ Email 9,185 ------------------------------

From: andywing
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:48
Subject: Keep the internet open!
Dear sirs:

     ISPs should be regulated like utilities as they are effectively
monopolies due to buyouts and mergers.  It is the FCC's job to protect
consumers from abuse by unregulated monopolies.

Regards,

Andrew Wing

------------------------------ Email 9,186 ------------------------------
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From: djvanamsterdam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

scot seader
171 walton
portland, ME 04103
US

------------------------------ Email 9,187 ------------------------------

From: chrisgins79
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Sargent
Lincoln St.
Lowell, MA 01852
US

------------------------------ Email 9,188 ------------------------------

From: ajksiazek
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alex Ksiazek

 57006

------------------------------ Email 9,189 ------------------------------

From: poff
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 19:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
PLEASE preserve and protect Internet neutrality. The Internet should be
a utility. Verizon and Comcast ALREADY make a fortune on our backs.
Please don't turn the Internet over to them so they can milk us even more.

Thanks you,
Mike Poff

--

----
Whole sight; or all the rest is desolation.
            - John Fowles

------------------------------ Email 9,190 ------------------------------

From: whitedragons legend
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:50
Subject: net neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.
   This requires:
   1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.
   2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.
   3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.
   4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network
must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.
   5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
 parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.
   6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.
   In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the
Bell monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,191 ------------------------------

From: dniaak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:50
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

We want action for a DEMOCRATIC, open and equal-for-all net, not  smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. Pay-for-priority traffic agreements are anti-equality! WE WANT NET NEUTRALITY. Are you a corrupt shill
for the corporations, or do you serve the people? Your actions will answer this question.

Daniel lawrence

Dunedin, FL, FL 34698
US

------------------------------ Email 9,192 ------------------------------

From: dniaak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:50
Subject: Preserve Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission:

We want action for a DEMOCRATIC, open and equal-for-all net, not  smokescreens for corporate domination of the
Internet. Pay-for-priority traffic agreements are anti-equality! WE WANT NET NEUTRALITY. Are you a corrupt shill
for the corporations, or do you serve the people? Your actions will answer this question.

Daniel lawrence

Dunedin, FL, FL 34698
US

------------------------------ Email 9,193 ------------------------------

From: kiokiokiode
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:50
Subject: Keep the internet free! (Net Neutrality commet)
Please support Net Neutrality, the large teleco providers have already shown they can't be trusted-, so why let them, in
all literalness, own the internet? Please, make the internet a common carrier system, for the good of the future.

------------------------------ Email 9,194 ------------------------------

From: atfarley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:51
Subject: open internet
I am a teacher with a bachelors in arts in Education. I live in Wyoming. I am writing you in support of an open internet.
I truly believe that the access to information the internet provides is one of the greatest leaps man kind has ever made.
Putting restrictions of the kind proposed would hamper our access to information, information that will play a key role
in the development of our country and all people around the world.

Thank you,

Andrew Farley
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Laramie, WY
82070

------------------------------ Email 9,195 ------------------------------

From: abryant1991
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Bryant
117 creekwood drive
oxford, MS 38655

------------------------------ Email 9,196 ------------------------------

From: epsteinrob
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:52
Subject: death of the internet
Sad to see that as always commercial and corporate interests will win the day and take over any resource that is being
used at a reasonable price and with a measure of freedom by the people who live in this country.

The FCC head who made this disreputable ruling which will ruin the internet for users while giving massive profits to
the undeserving was a broadcast lobbyist, for God's sake!
how obvious.

It is clear whose interest this corrupt FCC is serving.

Shame on you!

Robert Epstein

Robert Epstein, Program Director / Acting Instructor / Film & Theatre Director
THE COMPLETE MEISNER-BASED ACTOR'S TRAINING in Wash., D.C.
http://epsteinrob.wix.com/epstein-studio
Blog: http://completeactorstraining.wordpress.com/

"The act of imagination creates new realities."

------------------------------ Email 9,197 ------------------------------
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From: craigjohnson1988
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,
Please keep your dirty hands off my internet.
Sincerely,
Craig Johnson

------------------------------ Email 9,198 ------------------------------

From: japroechel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:52
Subject: I'm for an Open Internet!
I want to be able to choose what websites and media services I use. I do not want Big Internet and Big Media deciding
what I can and cannot do on the internet. I want Network Neutrality.

I reach out to Chairman Wheeler, who has close connections to the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association
 (CTIA), to tell Big Internet and Big Media companies that profits should never come before customers. Please fight
hard to re-categorize Internet Service Providers as "common carriers."

All traffic should be equal. There should be no fast-lanes and slow-lanes on the internet.

Thanks for listening!

------------------------------ Email 9,199 ------------------------------

From: madisonhill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Madison HIll

NY 10021

------------------------------ Email 9,200 ------------------------------

From: brndnruss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:53
Subject: Net Neutrality
Giving preferential treatment to some content providers completely destroys what the internet is meant to be.
Preferential treatment would allow for some companies to take over the internet and certain Internet Service Providers
to slow their competition to a crawl.

We already have a big problem with Internet Service Provider monopolies along with the problem that the biggest ISPs
have their interests tied up in media markets which would motivate them to eliminate their competition, it should not be
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made legal for them to do so.

President Obama has pledged to protect Net Neutrality, and claimed that Wheeler was a proponent of a free and open
internet. If you change the rules now you are being dishonest and breaking that promise.

Please rethink what you are doing, and instead do the right thing, which would be to make the Internet a common carrier
 service. ISPs have taken our tax dollars and refused to update the infrastructure, while simultaneously raising prices and
 bullying small towns to prevent them from providing fast cheap internet to their own citizens. It is past time that this
kind of behavior be dealt with.

------------------------------ Email 9,201 ------------------------------

From: hypnoheart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
kathleen cassel

------------------------------ Email 9,202 ------------------------------

From: mrmarquar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Is this how it works with the huge amounts of money billionaires and corporate "citizens" can spend to influence
decision-making in government agencies? We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for
corporate domination of the Internet. We want net neutrality!

Michael Marquardt
580 Reeder Mesa Rd
Whitewater, CO 81527
US
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------------------------------ Email 9,203 ------------------------------

From: artbykd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:54
Subject: Please do all you can to maintain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

You have the power to maintain net neutrality by reclassifying it. Please use any means to maintain neutrality.

If the large media corporations can take any control over access to internet content that can leverage profits, they will
never want to give that control back.

Thank you for doing the right and most democratic thing by maintaining Net Neutrality.

Katyryn DeBra
17526 Tribune St
Encino, CA 91316
US

------------------------------ Email 9,204 ------------------------------

From: artbykd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:54
Subject: Please do all you can to maintain Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

You have the power to maintain net neutrality by reclassifying it. Please use any means to maintain neutrality.

If the large media corporations can take any control over access to internet content that can leverage profits, they will
never want to give that control back.

Thank you for doing the right and most democratic thing by maintaining Net Neutrality.

Katyryn DeBra
17526 Tribune St
Encino, CA 91316
US

------------------------------ Email 9,205 ------------------------------

From: tandrewn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:55
Subject:
I do not want internet service providers to be able to restrict access to web content on a case by case basis. ISP's should
not be able to examine browsing or data transfer in such ways that constitute "spying." Privacy should be a right. ISP's
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should be compelled to offer their services as advertised, without unreasonable downtime or limiting specific users for
how they choose to use the service for which they have paid.

------------------------------ Email 9,206 ------------------------------

From: sam
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:55
Subject: Feedback on your proposed Network neutrality plans
Dear Sirs and Madams of the FCC -

I am strongly opposed to your recently announced “fast and slow lane” policy proposal, and I thank you very much for
providing this email address as a venue for me to express that opinion. Although I cannot know for sure whether this
email will be read, or, even if it is, then read by those who hold the power to change the dangerous course upon with the
 FCC has set itself, but I hope that it will be.

The Internet is not a place. It’s not a fad, it’s not a niche, and it’s not a curiosity. What it is, is infrastructure. Just like
the telephone network before it, and the telegraph network before that, and the US Postal Service before that, the
Internet itself is almost nothing, but what it enables its users to accomplish is everything. Entire industries are built on it,
 and countless other industries use it as a tool of business at least as much at the telephone if not much more. Speaking
personally, as a self-employed freelancer, I can certainly say that the telephone network could die tomorrow and I might
 not notice, but I simply cannot conduct my business without consistent, secure, fast, and predictable access to the
Internet.

The notion that ISPs could selectively prioritize traffic from certain websites or Internet services over others undermines
 that very notion of consistent, secure, fast, and predictable. Thanks to deregulation, there is only one ISP in my
neighborhood (Park Slope, Brooklyn) that offers speeds over 5 MBPS: Time Warner Cable. If Time Warner chooses to
enter into contracts that prioritize certain traffic that is of no consequence to me, while de-prioritizing traffic that is
central to my work (never mind leisure) what recourse do I have? None!

If, in the 1980s during the era of the Baby Bells, it was proposed the NYNEX could prioritize phone calls between
NYNEX customers over calls to and from BellSouth customers, the idea would be rejected as absurd, and justly so. I
sincerely believe that it is only because of the more technical and obscure nature of the discussion of network neutrality
that the general public opinion of your recent announcement is not overwhelmingly negative.

Please, please consider what you are doing. Those who want these new rules are those who stand to gain from them.
You have the unique power to level the playing field, and define ISPs as common carriers. Doing this is not only a
decision in favor of basic fairness and in favor of better service for consumers, it is also a huge, victorious proclamation
in favor of future innovation. If pay-to-play becomes the way of the online world, if providers of services have to pay
the ISPs to even be available to their potential end-user customers, then the next Google, Facebook, Twitter, YouTube,
or Wikipedia may not ever be able to get off the ground. None of those companies started out with any money, they
started out with great ideas and had the opportunity of a level playing field which let their customers see what they had
to offer, not the limited-access, slow-lane-only version of what they had to offer.

Please, please reverse this course of action.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Very respectfully yours,
Sam Kusnetz
Brooklyn, NY

------------------------------ Email 9,207 ------------------------------
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As a concerned citizen who works from home via the Internet, it is imperative that broadband access -- and Internet
access in general--remain unfettered and CLASSIFIED AS A TITLE II TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE
UNDER THE COMMUNICATIONS ACT.

Please be aware that, as an educated citizen, I am aware of the differences between BLOCKING a service and
effectively DEGRADING a service.  To date, the commissioner has only refuted the idea of BLOCKING, while the
current proposal does not address the idea of DEGRADING services, to which I am also opposed.

Prioritizing one type of Internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
 for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves -- and subsequently the nation -- from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization
of internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship
and instead promote the idea that those with money make the rules.

The Internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates is their own choice, but the right of every citizen
to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to CLASSIFY BROADBAND ACCESS AS A TITLE II
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE UNDER THE COMMUNICATIONS ACT.

Thank you very much for your time.

A concerned citizen,

Brian Mathis

------------------------------ Email 9,211 ------------------------------

From: vance.vangogh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:55
Subject: I'm for an open internet - Save Net Neutrality
I believe that net neutrality is important to keep all users and information free in the context of the internet. A change to
a tiered internet will destroy the internet's usefulness and only serve to line the pockets of millionaires and censor
information.

Please keep the internet open, it is among the most important long-term issues in American Government right now.

--
Vance VanGogh

------------------------------ Email 9,212 ------------------------------

From: jason32774
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
LEAVE THE INTERNET THE WAY IT IS! WE PAY ENOUGH G.D. MONEY AS IT IS! DO NOT LET THE ISPs
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HAVE THEIR WAY! THIS IS B.S.!

------------------------------ Email 9,213 ------------------------------

From: dreiter5000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Doris Reiter
124 Greenmeadow Cr.
Pittsburg, CA 94565
US

------------------------------ Email 9,214 ------------------------------

From: dustbin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:56
Subject: net neutrality please
Is the web a utility? Or a railroad?

------------------------------ Email 9,215 ------------------------------

From: me
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Christian Areas
839 Channing Way
Apt G
Berkeley, CA 94710
US

------------------------------ Email 9,216 ------------------------------

From: catrodgers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Catherine Rodgers

------------------------------ Email 9,217 ------------------------------

From: kapitzky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:58
Subject: net neutrality
Why are you doing this? Are the retirement benefits good enough to sell out the country's middle and lower classes, as
well as your place in history?

- John

------------------------------ Email 9,218 ------------------------------

From: tlaurent
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was extremely disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

terry laurent

Hattiesburg, MS 39401

------------------------------ Email 9,219 ------------------------------

From: andrewm.segal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 19:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alexander M. Best
449  Putney Lane
Newport  News, VA 23602
US

------------------------------ Email 9,226 ------------------------------

From: winston665
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:01
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Winston Moore
PO Box 11
North Powder, OR 97867
US

------------------------------ Email 9,227 ------------------------------

From: jlindp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:01
Subject: Please don't kill Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen and a full-time student who relies on the internet for a great deal and cannot afford anything
more expensive, I desperately want the internet to remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality--in fact, it is quite the
opposite. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive
commercial atmosphere for enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of
economic woes. It's time to stop letting money rule everything. Our once great nation is suffocating under the weight of
those with the deepest pockets.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
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   As a consumer and loyal citizen to the United States of America, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify
broadband access as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   Jessica Pinckard, MPH

   --

    <http://img.photobucket.com/albums/v710/awkwardphase/signature.jpg>

------------------------------ Email 9,228 ------------------------------

From: samsseo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sam Seo
80 Marlborough Rd
Brooklyn, NY 11226

------------------------------ Email 9,229 ------------------------------

From: jffarcs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jonathan Raffaelle

KS 66018

------------------------------ Email 9,230 ------------------------------
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From: stargirl 46
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:02
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thank you.

Michelle Buerger
50 Schroeder Ct. #104
Madison, WI 53711
US

------------------------------ Email 9,231 ------------------------------

From: doll.david
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:02
Subject: To whom it may concern
I wish to express my grave concern over the current FCC proposal (http://www.fcc.gov/blog/setting-record-straight-fcc-
s-open-internet-rules) and its effect on the Internet. I am respectively  requesting this proposal be stopped and the issue
be revisited. This proposal will explicitly allow ISPs to create fast and slow lanes on the Internet. Any reasonable person
 will see that this will cause more harm than good to the general public. This form of discrimination reflects the worst of
 us.  Thank you for your time and understanding.

David Doll

------------------------------ Email 9,232 ------------------------------

From: erikwightman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:03
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Erik Wightman (  writes:

Letting Tom Wheeler be at the helm, is the equal to letting the wolf guard the henhouse. You are destroying our
freedoms for the profit of corporate america. Shameful! Just Shameful!!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,233 ------------------------------

From: jbdraper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:03
Subject: Classify ISPs as common carriers
I and everyone I know already considers internet service as a utility like phone service.  Please reclassify internet
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broadband providers as common carriers.  I do not want the ISP to decide what I should or should not use the internet
for by adjusting the bandwidth available to individual sites.

--
Joshua Draper

------------------------------ Email 9,234 ------------------------------

From: b-on-belay
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:03
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Brian Anderson

------------------------------ Email 9,235 ------------------------------

From: rolandlazy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
Look, I'm just going to throw my voice in here: You're an asshole, I know that, but this outcry could destroy you, and
everything you work for. I heavily recommend you do what everyone on the internet is going ballistic at you to do,
because most of them are in the voting age, and those folks you're relying on now are going to die soon, so just list it as
a Title II Telecommunications Service, and then the whole thing will be over.

If you don't, I wouldn't mind eating your throat out, tearing out your heart, and feeding your corpse to the dogs.

------------------------------ Email 9,236 ------------------------------

From: phillipp4
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Phillip Penrose

CA 95616

------------------------------ Email 9,237 ------------------------------

From: parkerr5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:05
Subject: Net Neutrality
Good evening,

As a software developer for a telecommunications company and self professed super nerd I spend a lot of my time
accessing the internet and as such felt the need to speak out on the recent proposals and requests for comment made by
the FCC at large.

To be brief I find that the idea that internet service providers, be they traditional broadband/dsl service providers, or
mobile companies providing cellular data should be regulated as common carriers. To consider them as anything else is
detrimental to the American public.

I do not like to throw around the word monopoly because I think that generally the word is over used today, however I
see nothing to dissuade me from making the conclusion that to continue to allow the large telecommunications
companies to proceed as they have will result in nothing short than an absolute monopoly that will severely restrict the
internet as a resource that everyone should be able to access.

In closing I ask that the FCC do everything in its power to promote true net neutrality and to begin to regulate ISPs as
common carriers.

Thank You,

Jake Parker

------------------------------ Email 9,238 ------------------------------

From: mechamind90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

If net neutrality fades, so will any concept of freedom in a matter of time. The internet is for everybody, and we must be
allowed our freedoms.

Adam Buckley

CA
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------------------------------ Email 9,239 ------------------------------

From: mechamind90
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

If net neutrality fades, so will any concept of freedom in a matter of time. The internet is for everybody, and we must be
allowed our freedoms.

Adam Buckley

CA

------------------------------ Email 9,240 ------------------------------

From: rekrespite
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Karnak
10301 Indian Lake Blvd N
Indianapolis, IN 46236
US

------------------------------ Email 9,241 ------------------------------

From: princessmeggy21
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:07
Subject:
I believe that all Internet Service Providers should be classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.
Thanks

------------------------------ Email 9,242 ------------------------------

From: j.anderson.tech
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:07
Subject: Keep the internet neutral
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
Josh Anderson
KG7KZX

------------------------------ Email 9,243 ------------------------------

From: rootsaction.6.forest
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

We need true net neutrality, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

Forest Wilkinson

CA 94710

------------------------------ Email 9,244 ------------------------------

From: rootsaction.6.forest
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission

We need true net neutrality, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet.

Forest Wilkinson
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CA 94710

------------------------------ Email 9,245 ------------------------------

From: jvinikoff
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:08
Subject: Internet
The internet was developed by “We the People”, i.e., the US government, which We the People pay for. It is ours. Do
not let the private sector control it. They have no right, title, or interest. Maintain net neutrality. And while you’re at it,
remember the people in other countries pay less and get more broadband. The private sector is gouging us. Don’t let
them get away with it. The internet is ours, not theirs.

Thank you.

Jerald L. Vinikoff

------------------------------ Email 9,246 ------------------------------

From: paulchase7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Paul Chase
1928 Walgrove Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US

------------------------------ Email 9,247 ------------------------------

From: tech222
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:08
Subject: Regarding Proposed FCC Rules
Dear Sirs,

I am writing you today to express my concern regarding the new rules recently proposed by the FCC regarding the
dismantling of Net Neutrality. There is literally not a single consumer in all of America who has ever expressed a desire
for multi-tier bandwidth speeds at prices determined by their Internet Service Provider. These new rules are being put in
 place purely for and by industry lobbiests. The ISP's cannot be allowed to have to power to pick and choose which parts
 of the internet get which level of bandwidth. The only function any ISP should have is to connect consumers with the
rest of the internet with no bias whatsoever, similar to a phone company connecting a call or a power company
providing electricity. As such ISP's should be categorized as public utilities.

The internet is the single most important, most powerful tool for communicating information and ideas that has ever
been created in all of mankind's history. Our founding fathers made freedom of speech the 1st amendment to the
constitution for a reason. Previous generations of Americans have fought and died to create institutions such as public
libraries and the postal service for the express purpose for sharing information. The ability for the common man to
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freely and easily share information/speech is fundamental to maintaining a functioning democracy. As such I would
hope, and fully expect, that you will be publicly taking any and all actions necessary to squash these newly proposed
rules by the FCC.

Thank You,
David Lipman

------------------------------ Email 9,248 ------------------------------

From: lookfortheduck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Toby Rane

 91307

------------------------------ Email 9,249 ------------------------------

From: austinteshuba19
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:08
Subject:
Hello, My name is Austin. Let me start off by saying that I am not a hater of you or your work. I think you are a great
guy, and I know that you have been a huge piece of the puzzle that keeps us internet citizens safe. But, currently, I must
say, that I think that you might just be getting a little sidetracked with this ultimate goal of keeping the internet a fair
place. I see why you would try to pass a law that would create such a misbalance, as it is economically, a great idea, but
the problem is that we keep looking at the internet as such an economic place. We use the internet for everything from
shopping, to money transfers, to social media and networking, to youtube videos, all of which help boost the global
economy and create hundreds of needed jobs. In fact, I predict that we will have a huge surplus of internet related jobs
in the near future as the younger generation matures and relies on technology even more in their everyday lives. But we
are losing sight of why the internet is so amazing. We have a tool that allows everyone in the world, no matter what
their social or economic status, to have an equal opportunity to have access to the internet and a marketplace to sell
these goods. A great example of this is a site known as etsy, which allows small time entrepreneurs to sell their goods to
 the open market, but with these new rules in place, they may not have access to a site that is on the fast lane, or they
might not be on the fast lane themselves, and they wouldn't be able to use the site to the extent they used to. These new
rules are hurting people, consumers, and entrepreneurs all across the country. Please don’t pass this, and allow the
internet to be a beautiful economic asset that we can use freely and equally every day.

Austin Teshuba

------------------------------ Email 9,250 ------------------------------
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From: george.c.yates
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am opposed to ending of net neutrality. If internet providers have the ability to treat some websites differently than
others (and demand payment for preferential treatment) they will have an unthinkable amount of control over the free
flow of ideas. It would reduce competition for the corporations that are in control of the internet, allowing them to drive
up prices for services they own.

I want every resource at your disposal to be used to stop this from happening. I do not want to see the major internet
providers strengthen their oligopoly over the internet.

-A concerned citizen

George C. Yates

------------------------------ Email 9,251 ------------------------------

From: bcprow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:09
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
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Ben Prow

------------------------------ Email 9,252 ------------------------------

From: wobblestik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

allen johnson

CA 95126

------------------------------ Email 9,253 ------------------------------

From: jimbo710
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

james owens
710 high point ridge
710 high point ridge
franklin, TN 37069
US

------------------------------ Email 9,254 ------------------------------

From: jbwolfbauer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Joshua Wolfbauer
834 Ramsey Ave
Carver, MN 55315

------------------------------ Email 9,255 ------------------------------

From: bmillsbria
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Barbara Mills-Bria
1831 S Welch Circle
Lakewood, CO 80228
US

------------------------------ Email 9,256 ------------------------------

From: susanmsmile
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

susan smile

------------------------------ Email 9,257 ------------------------------

From: power mad06
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

jermie alt

------------------------------ Email 9,258 ------------------------------

From: emily.d.koch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Emily Koch
3046 Kittendale Bay
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

------------------------------ Email 9,259 ------------------------------

From: edwardgomez268
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:13
Subject: net neutrality
KEEP THE NET NEUTRAL, people will lose and once again corporations will win..... timewarner cable has huge
monopolies in areas

------------------------------ Email 9,260 ------------------------------

From: thecoopstr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:13
Subject: Keep the Internet Neutral
Dear FCC,

Keep the Internet Neutral

Dan Cooper
Henderson, NV

89074

------------------------------ Email 9,261 ------------------------------

From: ntmcpherson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:13
Subject: Open Internet
Hello,

The internet today is a great tool for everyone. To allow internet companies to unfairly profit off of it by throttling those
unwilling or unable to pay stifles creativity and the free flow of information. Additionally, if I pay for a certain speed, I
pay for that speed no matter where it comes from. It should not matter if the information that I pay for comes from some
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 company or person that is wealthy or not. This creates a regulation that will make it difficult for companies that
requires large amounts of internet from starting up.

Sincerely,

Nolan McPherson
mailto

------------------------------ Email 9,262 ------------------------------

From: mitch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:13
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
More to the point, we do not need smoother roads for the corporations which fill it with traffic; they need to work harder
 to not create the bad traffic.
(Think of it this way; if you permit their heavy-handed and abusive loading of the network, you are encouraging abuse
by all, forever.)

Mitch Hughes
91-1101 Namahoe St
E
Kapolei, HI 96707
US

------------------------------ Email 9,263 ------------------------------

From: rmccarthy24
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:14
Subject:
Bring back net neutrality!

--
-Ryan

------------------------------ Email 9,264 ------------------------------

From: jonathon.l.dyal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:14
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that
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broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen, Jonathon Dyal

------------------------------ Email 9,265 ------------------------------

From: ineedbrain
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:14
Subject: Class ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services.
what are you guys retarted or something? do the things that's good for that nation you morans. eat a dick.

------------------------------ Email 9,266 ------------------------------

From: msweim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:15
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.
This requires:
1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.
2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.
3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.
4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
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service from Sprint and other providers.
5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.
6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.
In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Michael Sweimler

------------------------------ Email 9,267 ------------------------------

From: camancuso
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Constance Mancuso

------------------------------ Email 9,268 ------------------------------

From: reneehc6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Renee Carpenter
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VT 05667

------------------------------ Email 9,269 ------------------------------

From: raggykay
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:15
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
EDWINA WALKER

------------------------------ Email 9,270 ------------------------------

From: fauxmarbre
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

CATHERINE LAST
3300 DARBY RD
HAVERFORD, PA PA
US

------------------------------ Email 9,271 ------------------------------

From: philc.bananez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

The internet is an archive; the greatest library mankind has ever known. With knowledge and experiences of recorded
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history accessible at everyone's finger tips. Never has information traveled so fast in humanity's tenure.

The idea of Net Neutrality was inherent in the design of the internet. The internet was created so the world could make
information accessible to all. We created a system where the entire world could share their "library card" with others.
You weren't limited to what was in your neighborhood library anymore, you could see what the next town's library had
and so on and so forth. The possibilities are limitless.

The Internet was founded on the principle that it was to be a "Free Exchange of Idea's". The perverse notion that some
ideas can be transmitted before others because a cashier's check passed hands is appalling.

The position of Government in peoples lives; is supposed to be of a protective nature. We discuss "internet toll gates"
while the very access to the internet is monopolized. Creating price fixing. I have no choice of internet providers so they
 can charge me what they want and I have to accept. So they steal from me every month because I have no other
options. But its not enough, now the companies want to squeeze the content providers.

Do the right thing, keep the Internet free and open for all. All ideas should be heard equally.

Regards,

--

Phil C. Bananez
"From The Internet"
 <https://mailfoogae.appspot.com/t?
sender=acGhpbGMuYmFuYW5lekBnbWFpbC5jb20%3D&type=zerocontent&guid=b49536e8-1181-41ef-b9d5-
a7ed645c2de0> ?

------------------------------ Email 9,272 ------------------------------

From: register
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daemmon Hughes

 05602

------------------------------ Email 9,273 ------------------------------

From: commanderjsparky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sarah Millen
210 5th St.
Nanaimo, BC v9r 1n4
CA

------------------------------ Email 9,274 ------------------------------

From: wegnerja
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jolean Wegner
614 Mount Snowdon Rd
Wales, WI 53183
US

------------------------------ Email 9,275 ------------------------------

From: sciencexpertius
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stop succumbing to your senseless greed at the expense of U.S. citizens.

Ryan Chaplain

LA
US

------------------------------ Email 9,276 ------------------------------

From: swimbails
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:17
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Jean Bails

------------------------------ Email 9,277 ------------------------------

From: thiakonig
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Thia Konig
P.O. 2302
Ketchum, ID 83340
US

------------------------------ Email 9,278 ------------------------------

From: kapitzky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:17
Subject: new fcc regs
I am greatly concerned by the newly proposed regulations that will lead to the destruction of the concept of net
neutrality. I hope you will reconsider the concept of net neutrality.

John Kapitzky

- John

------------------------------ Email 9,279 ------------------------------

From: joshwachtel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:17
Subject: net neutrality
FCC --
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Thank you for opening this channel to communicate about proposed internet regulations changes.

I am strongly opposed to any regulations that would compromise net neutrality.

I strongly urge the FCC to regulate the internet as they do other communications, and that IPs be designated as Common
 Carriers.

Thank you,

Joshua Wachtel
509 Stage Rd.
Cummington, MA  01026

413-634-5005

------------------------------ Email 9,280 ------------------------------

From: lukeosborne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:18
Subject: Net neutrality is a right
Don't give in to corporate greed, don't destroy the internet.

------------------------------ Email 9,281 ------------------------------

From: cory.crook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

cory crook
575 Harrison st
104
san francisco, CA 94109

------------------------------ Email 9,282 ------------------------------

From: jg7183
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:18
Subject: What is your reasoning?
Why does the FCC want to push the death of net neutrality? What possible benefits does this provide the consumer?
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Sent from my iPad
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------------------------------ Email 9,283 ------------------------------

From: hickokchris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:19
Subject: RE: Net neutrality
(Crickets) well it was nice talking to a robotic, electronic garbage can.

On Apr 26, 2014 12:04 PM, "Chris" < mailto:  wrote:

   How will you hold yourself publicly accountable? I'd like some reassurance this email won't be discarded and actually
 means a damn.

   On Apr 26, 2014 12:03 PM, "OpenInternet" < mailto:  wrote:

      Thank you, we have received your comments and will review them.

------------------------------ Email 9,284 ------------------------------

From: antdefraia
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

anthony defraia
74 North street apt 8
newburgh, NY 12550

------------------------------ Email 9,285 ------------------------------

From: jgharrismt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
Very few voters are a part the corporate voices and they, like my self want to hear from REAL people.

Joan Harris
15902 13th Ave. Ct. E.
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Tacoma Wa, WA 98445
US

------------------------------ Email 9,286 ------------------------------

From: abbba eama
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Martin Marcus

CA 92120

------------------------------ Email 9,287 ------------------------------

From: mlgb2003
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Margaret Baldock
P.O. Box 279
Las Cruces, NM 88004
US

------------------------------ Email 9,288 ------------------------------

From: vreyes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Victoria Perez-Reyes
9118 Luna Ave.
Morton Grove, IL 60053
US

------------------------------ Email 9,289 ------------------------------

From: fsolorzanobowen
To:
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------------------------------ Email 9,297 ------------------------------

From: lkchan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Leon Chan
1717 s san gabriel blvd p
san gabriel, CA 91776

------------------------------ Email 9,298 ------------------------------

From: gogoldbacked
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mike Stevens

AL 35004

------------------------------ Email 9,299 ------------------------------

From: notogop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Matt Nemeth
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 44708
US

------------------------------ Email 9,300 ------------------------------

From: bratmonkey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:25
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Title says it all.

Reclassify broadband Internet access as a telecommunications service that can be regulated in the public interest.

------------------------------ Email 9,301 ------------------------------

From: phoundt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

paul houndt
121 navarre rd
rochester, NY 14621

------------------------------ Email 9,302 ------------------------------

From: jojob1994
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:25
Subject: Open Internet
Dear FCC,

The internet was designed to be a completely equal playing ground. Everybody has the right to a neutral internet.

Removing net neutrality basically puts the internet in the hands of an oligopoly of cable providers. The fact that the
Comcast/Time Warner merger was approved heralds an era where one company has control over the majority of the
United States' internet access. That's essentially a monopoly, and will only harm the economy further.

So please don't remove net neutrality. We love it.

Thank you,

A Concerned Internet User

------------------------------ Email 9,303 ------------------------------



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

From: kitten526
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ellen Gendron
400 Britton St; Apartment 316
apt 316
Chicopee, MA 01020
US

------------------------------ Email 9,304 ------------------------------

From: gravitom
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:25
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am outraged by the recent decision to not enforce net neutrality.  There is not one person I've spoken too who is aware
of the issue who is not in support of it.  The US government should treat internet communication like any other and
make it available easily to anyone with out an censorship or corporate interference.

-Tom Gallagher

------------------------------ Email 9,305 ------------------------------

From: mikey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Dedmon
5046 Arena Dr.
Las Cruces, NM 88012
US

------------------------------ Email 9,306 ------------------------------

From: stanspringers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Stan Springer
4005 Sleater Kinney Rd. NE
Olympia, WA 98506
US

------------------------------ Email 9,307 ------------------------------

From: moemar26.junk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Will Ferry
634 ARUNDEL RD
Goleta 93117

------------------------------ Email 9,308 ------------------------------

From: shadowmane747
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.  We need to maintain the independence of the Internet from those who would ruthlessly exploit it for
selfish gain if net neutrality is ended.  Like so many bad ideas being pushed by selfish commercial interests this move
has the backing of a small band of extremely ruthless Plutocrats who have no concern for the public welfare and
disregard the opinion of the public with the dismissive air of, "We Know Better Than You."  Not many average citizens
are knowledgeable about this subject and the Plutocrats exploit that weakness by making it sound as if they are doing
something good when what they do is completely evil,self-serving and immoral.  Net neutrality needs to be preserved
and if the Plutocrats win on this one then you can kiss the freedom of the Internet that we now enjoy goodbye forever.

Jim Bader
3268 Willow Ave
Granite City, IL 62040
US

------------------------------ Email 9,309 ------------------------------

From: sj.blair
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shane Blair

 63021

------------------------------ Email 9,310 ------------------------------

From: davittbarry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:29
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Davitt Barry (  writes:

Have you no shame, Mr. Wheeler? Why would it be all right to give away our open internet to your old employers?
What do you think you'll be remembered for now?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,311 ------------------------------

From: da125
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Connor Williams
2-26021 Twp Rd 544
Sturgeon County, AB T8T 1M8
CA

------------------------------ Email 9,312 ------------------------------

From: mbrax87255
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
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Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Margaret Braxton

------------------------------ Email 9,313 ------------------------------

From: mikeharris19
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 20:29
Subject: I Respectfully Ask You to Entirely Reverse the FCC's Present Course  of Action on Net Neutrality
Commissioners Wheeler, Clyburn, Rosenworcel, Pai and O'Rielly:

Since I was fresh out of college, the unlimited freedom that the Internet presents to the average citizen has been
something that I held dearest to me.  I have always felt blessed that the Internet came into existence during my lifetime.
While some problems have come to in existence with it, overall, the human race has become tremendously
interconnected in a way we are still assimilating and understanding decades later.

To preserve citizens' First Amendment rights and the power, entrepreneurship, and brilliance of the Internet, I write to
respectfully request that the Federal Communications Commission take action to defend, not reject, net neutrality.  In
fact, I ask that it reclassify Internet service providers as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of
1934.

Such a classification brings law in line with how the American populace already sees its Internet.  We see it as a
communications medium identical to the phone, a public utility by which we express ourselves and conduct business.
This is the same model by which the telephone was envisioned in prior decades, and, indeed it is used for the same
purposes -- for the conduction of business, for communication with friends -- and for purposes that could never before
have been envisioned with a telephone.  If you allow that channel to be taken away from us through the proposals
currently making their way through Washington, you will find that the populace will react with measurable outrage.

Imagine how our country might've been different if the anti-net neutrality tactics that will soon be employed by
companies were employed with telephone connections.  Suppose IBM had made a deal with Ma Bell that you couldn't
call Apple Computer, or that you had to wait an extra 15 minutes before your call was connected.  Or that you could
connect to IBM and Apple easily enough, but that trying to call Joe's Computer Shack required that extra delay.

America's small-business competitiveness and its freedom of speech has rarely been so threatened as it is now by the
FCC's present policy and course of action.

Please, reverse the current course of action you are taking -- indeed, bring policy in line with actual reality and
reclassify Internet service providers as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934.
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Thank you.

Michael J. Harris

------------------------------ Email 9,314 ------------------------------

From: hpdcopsx2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:29
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.We do NOT want internet control by large corporations!

Michael Canny
10 El Paso Court
Hamptom, VA 23669
US

------------------------------ Email 9,315 ------------------------------

From: shadowalker78
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:30
Subject: Deeply opposed to the new FCC Net Neutrality regulations.
Greetings,

After hearing the announcement for the latest proposal regarding Net Neutrality, I couldn't help but feel that the FCC
has blinders on - intentional or otherwise - and is really missing the point of Net Neutrality in general.

The following is a short list of reasons why its such a terrible idea:

- It will hurt internet start ups by giving large established companies the resources to pay for a faster pipeline, further
entrenching large companies in their respective markets, and ultimately hurting the consumer whilst simultaneously
stagnating competitive growth.

- It will damage e-commerce on the consumer side as well. Companies having to pay for faster bandwidth will have to
pass that cost onto the consumer. Anyone who doesn't have the money will be forced to cancel their plans or avoid
purchasing goods.

- It allows already oversized ISPs to further monopolize and detriment a market where there are no repercussions. ISPs
like Comcast and Time Warner don't need to worry about their customers leaving for better services.

The list goes on and on, and frankly it should be patently obvious why killing Net Neutrality is such a terrible idea.

For the love of all that is good and just, don't do it.

Please.

------------------------------ Email 9,316 ------------------------------
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From: tuhati
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Scott Albertson

 07730

------------------------------ Email 9,317 ------------------------------

From: zigloo99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Wanless

 02140

------------------------------ Email 9,318 ------------------------------

From: thegameroomblitz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:31
Subject: Here's what I think...
Net neutrality is too important to squander for the sake of an oversized, monopolistic cable industry. What happens to
those of us without the massive resources of Comcast, Verizon, and AT&T? If net neutrality ends, our voices are
silenced at the convenience of these corporate giants. Don't even try to pretend otherwise. They may make phony
promises now, but these companies are only concerned with profit, and will do whatever it takes to make more,
regardless of who suffers. If you take this step toward dismantling net neutrality now, others will follow, until the
internet becomes a hollow shell of what it once was. And the blame will rest entirely on your shoulders.

Preserve net neutrality. Reclassify the internet as a common carrier. Block the Comcast/Time-Warner merger. Foster
real competition among internet service providers. And fire that wolf in sheep's clothing Tom Wheeler. Democracy
demands it.
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------------------------------ Email 9,319 ------------------------------

From: randybreck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
FCC,

Please do not allow ISP's to charge companies for faster service.  I believe that this have many negative effects on the
economy as well as the US governments image domestically and abroad.  Please consider the negative impacts that I
have gathered if net neutrality does not exist:

1.  There is currently a monopoly in the ISP arena and allowing them to charge companies more for premium service is
going to cause a decrease in the competition amongst ISPs.  The companies that charge the premium are not going to
want to pay all ISPs for premium service, they are only going to pay the larger companies leaving the smaller companies
 at a big disadvantage.  I people only subscribe to the bigger companies because they are providing faster service to
certain companies, it will be very difficult if not impossible to start up an ISP, thus limiting competition.  I thought this
is what the FCC was supposed to prevent.

2.  Start-up companies that want to have content on the internet are going to have a hard time if they are going to have to
 pay fees to the ISPs to get preferred content.  Once again, the little guy can't compete with the large companies and
everyone loses.

3.  The consumers lose by having to pay higher costs as content providers pass the ISP fees to their customers.  Haven't
the citizens of the United States suffered enough without adding this to their list?

As a rural consumer that does not have any internet provider choices, please to further limit my choices by giving
preferential treatment to the large ISPs.  I live in an area where the big ISPs will not cover because there is not a larg
enough customer base for them.  Please do not discourage the start-up ISPs from forming, like Obi-Wan Kenobi, they
are my only hope.  It is sad that as the initial developer of the Internet, the US has already fallen behind in Internet
speeds.  Do not allow big business dictate how the Internet runs, America was founded on the principle of freedom,
please help it to stay that way.

I work in the IT field and I am already disappointed at how far the US is lagging in this field.  Please do not make things
 worse.  I have always been naive in believing that the government will do the right thing and do right by its citizen.  I
have given my entire adult life of over 27 years to serving this country in one form or another, please help me to keep
faith in this great country.

Randy Breckenridge
4176 Midland RD
Midland, VA  22728

703-595-9158

------------------------------ Email 9,320 ------------------------------

From: rick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
The rule changes that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing allowing Internet service
providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content is not a protection to consumers nor a protection of an
open network. Consumers pay service providers for access to the Internet, often paying a higher fee for faster speeds.
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All content provided through the service provider should be treated equally and neutrally, with no fees charged to the
source company for better throughput.  When a fee is charged to the source of the content, the end user will also end up
paying this fee for content access.  In addition, it creates an unbalanced playing field allowing corporations to pay for
faster service, while start-ups and every day Internet users will be unfairly throttled.

Broadband services should be reclassified as a telecommunications service, and throughput should not have price-based
restrictions between source and end user. I urge you to reject the new rules and protect net neutrality.

Rick Robbins
212 N Brooks
Pontotoc, MS 38863

k5de.net<mailto: k5de.net>

------------------------------ Email 9,321 ------------------------------

From: tmold16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tyler Moldovan
1834 Martin Ave
Port Huron, MI 48060

------------------------------ Email 9,322 ------------------------------

From: chrysryce
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:32
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Chris Rice
11738 Goshen Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US

------------------------------ Email 9,323 ------------------------------

From: josh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:34
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Subject: Net Neutrality
As a small business owner who does all of their business over the internet, I am extremely opposed to the FCCs plans to
 give in to large media corporations and allow segmenting traffic into different routing levels. Small owners like myself
are how the internet has grown to such a substantial size and enabled so much diversity and innovation. Allowing giant
companies with massive budgets to lobby to hold traffic at gunpoint for money, is probably the worst thing you could
do. There is no “commercially reasonable” way to do what is proposed. Any traffic being throttled due to not paying an
ISP enough is a death knell for the open and innovative spirit the internet has embodied since its earliest days.

Please do not allow those companies to do this.

+---------------------------------------------------------------

| Josh Ellis, Owner

| mailto:  - +1 (913) 777-4996

| Fuel for Your Creativity! - www.MakerJuice.com

------------------------------ Email 9,324 ------------------------------

From: omar.chelbat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:34
Subject: Net neutrality - Land of the free?
So Brazil just passed a law, guaranteeing Net Neutrality, the EU will do it very soon.

But the "land of the free" can't decide whether it should destroy the internet as we know it?

I don't even understand how you can even consider not doing this, frankly, it's pathetic.

------------------------------ Email 9,325 ------------------------------

From: bwriddel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:34
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am a citizen of the United States of America and would like ISP's to be classed as Title II Telecommunications
Services

------------------------------ Email 9,326 ------------------------------

From: mikee.bunch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:35
Subject: Open Internet
There's Open and there's Open (access vs. source). But there's also
unrestricted monopoly power - which is what you're proposed rules grant
the telecomm/internet providers. You have a simple alternative: declare
internet communication providers to be common carriers, as are most
transportation and communication providers (or should be). While you're



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

at it, make sure that phone communications are also properly designated
as common carriers, whether or not they use IP communications.

The proposal as it stands is the opposite of common carriage and an open
internet. As an end user, I pay my ISP for access to the Internet, not
just to the "channels" that they deign to provide at anything resembling
a useful speed (that's a cable TV system). I contract for a bitrate - if
the server can provide data at that rate, there should not be throttling
along the way related to how much extra the server can pay. If more
money is needed to maintain and expand the Internet backbone, then the
internet service provider should show an appropriate regulator (you, or
a state PUC) why and set a fair rate for access.

Similar regulation should be applied to cell and IP-based phone
services. They are not new information services nor are they subject to
significant competition - they are simply a replacement for the
land-line phone system WHICH IS NO LONGER AVAILABLE in many areas
(including mine), and should be regulated the same way as the old
technology.

When you have monopolies in certain markets, they must be either busted
or regulated. Since there are valid points about the ability of the
communication (including internet access) monopolies to take advantage
of scale economies for cost control, it makes more sense to regulate
them as common carriers than to bust them up (we all can see now how
well that worked for AT&T...). You have that ability now - don't try
another angle on regulation through deregulation (???) that has already
been killed by the courts ahead of time.

Michael Brady
Folsom, California

---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

------------------------------ Email 9,327 ------------------------------

From: sholzberg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

steve holzberg
105 winchester ct
folsom, CA 95630
US

------------------------------ Email 9,328 ------------------------------
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From: partain.m
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:35
Subject: Maintaining net neutrality
The United States has forever been about the notion that people who cannot afford a good education or a nice house
should have the same opportunities as those who can.  This does not mean the rich should be taxed and the poor paid for
 nothing, but that all people should be given an equal chance to live and prosper.

If you allow a system wherein content providers can pay for a data "fast lane", you undermine the equal opportunity all
people ought to have, in this case, of course, in getting their businesses started, in innovation, and even in education.

Therefore, I urge you never to allow any internet service provider to show favoritism to those who can pay for a "fast
lane".  It leaves out those who may have very good ideas and innovations (perhaps wonderful innovations), but cannot
afford the "toll".  On the contrary, in the system we have now, ideas can be freely shared.  How awful would it be if that
had to change?

Thank you for your consideration.

--
Matt Partain

------------------------------ Email 9,329 ------------------------------

From: chrism1767
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:36
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi.

My name is Chris Montroy, and I live in St. Louis Missouri.  I believe net neutrality is very important for free speech,
and I want ISPs to be reclassified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you.
Chris Montroy

------------------------------ Email 9,330 ------------------------------

From: diracish
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

andy martwick
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OR 97229

------------------------------ Email 9,331 ------------------------------

From: dlusk11
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:37
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality NOW

I was VERY deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing
rule changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

SAVE THE INTERNET, PROTECT NET NEUTRALITY.
STOP TAKING COMCASTS MONEY YOU CORRUPT SHADY POLITICIANS AND REPRESENT THE PEOPLE
OF THE UNITED STATE OF AMERICA.

Dominic Lusk

WA 98119

------------------------------ Email 9,332 ------------------------------

From: eidamdl
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Donald Eidam
4231Kenneth Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 9
US

------------------------------ Email 9,333 ------------------------------

From: rehawes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Robert Hawes
607 Montgomery St.
Steilacoom, WA 98388
US

------------------------------ Email 9,334 ------------------------------

From: shinjuki0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Ryan Young

 98092

------------------------------ Email 9,335 ------------------------------

From: cody.herring
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:38
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.
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As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

Cody Herring

------------------------------ Email 9,336 ------------------------------

From: dianabb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Diana Brunswig-Bosso
2838 Rosewood Dr
Arnold, MO 63010
US

------------------------------ Email 9,337 ------------------------------

From: habahut
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:38
Subject: Net Neutrality Ruling Feedback
Hello,

I am writing to you in response to the call for feedback on the latest proposed ruling on net neutrality, which would
allow for cable companies to charge "commercially reasonable" fees to content providers for an internet fast lane.

Frankly, I am disgusted by even the idea of this. First of all, using the words "commercially reasonable" to describe any
extra fees leveraged by cable companies just to deliver the content they are already being paid to deliver is ridiculous.
Lets be clear, these fees would not be going towards building a new, even faster connection. No, these fees would be
extra money the consumers and businesses would need to pay just to maintain the same quality of service we are already
 paying for! The cable companies already charge for bandwidth. I am paying my subscription service to get a certain
speed, as are companies like netflix who are already paying for the bandwidth they use. To allow cable companies to
double dip like this, charging extra from content providers just to maintain the same level of service, is giving in to the
worst type of greed and frankly I would expect better of the FCC. Your organization was commissioned to protect the
people from exactly this type of thing. Your job is not to help line the pockets of greedy corporations.

Additionally, it is unreasonable to act like cable companies operate in any way resembling a free market. The high start
up cost of creating a new ISP, combined with already existing ISP services owning and locking down their
infrastructure, prevents much of any competition. This is not an issue where people are able to "vote with their wallet."
At my apartment, I have the option of comcast which offers up to 100 Mbit/s. Or I can go with Century Link, which
offers a measly 7 Mbit/s. There are no other options available to me. This is not even a real choice. If I want to watch
netflix at all, or youtube, or even use the internet in any meaningful way, I simply have to be a comcast subscriber. I
would switch to an alternative in a heartbeat, but a 7 MBit/s connection is not a real alternative. Much of the customers
in the United States fall into the same category, where they simply do not have a choice. Utilities are in much the same



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

situation. There is often only one utility company serving an area. And they have their own form of net neutrality. You
pay the same price for water, whether you are drinking it, washing dishes, watering your lawn, or whatever else. Should
I pay more for this cup of water that I'm drinking, than I do for the same amount of water when I'm using it to wash my
dishes? Of course not, that would be ridiculous. One use is not privileged over another, it would be crazy to think the
water company should be able to dictate how I use the water I pay for. And yet somehow cable companies are different?
 They are providing a utility, just as the water company, and they should be treated exactly the same way.

If protecting the consumer from being taken advantage of is not motivation enough, think about the effect this would
have on new businesses and the economy as a whole. The big players such as google and amazon can already afford to
pay the extra fees to enable their content to reach the viewers unimpeded. But what about start ups? The internet has
been an incredible engine of economic growth, allowing new companies to spring up with little barrier to entry, and
create services which can compete on a global scale. Undoubtedly, allowing this kind of competition is good for
consumers and society as a whole, driving down prices and improving quality of service. But with the abandonment of
net neutrality, start ups will simply not be able to compete. Why would I go to a competitors service, even if it is better,
if it takes me minutes to load a single page? A start up with just a few people working out of a garage could have a
revolutionary new product, but if they can't pay the "fast lane" price it will never see the light of day. This ruling will
stifle innovation, and lead to the further consolidation of power in a few monolithic companies. The United States was
founded on the principle that absolute power should never be entrusted in one entity, and this ruling completely flies in
the face of the spirit of our country, constitution and the desire of the people.

There is a reason that comcast was voted number one worst company in the country, and time warner cable wasn't far
behind. We are already paying more for worse internet service than any other first world country. I honestly cannot
think of a single reason this ruling is a good idea. I hope that my email and others like mine are actually being read, and
not falling into a black hole to be ignored. You, the workers of the FCC, are in a position to protect the American
people, and determine the course of the internet for decades to come. Make the right choice and stand up to the big
corporations. Uphold net neutrality and deem making a fast lane illegal.

Thank you for reading my email. Sincerely,
Trevor

------------------------------ Email 9,338 ------------------------------

From: masogam94
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sam Mago

 60013

------------------------------ Email 9,339 ------------------------------

From: sunuphoto
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 20:40
Subject: Please Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kevin Spath
210 Halstead St.
10566
Peekskill, NY 10566
US

------------------------------ Email 9,340 ------------------------------

From: jhpaulsen34
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:40
Subject: Keep the internet free and neutral
To whom it may concern,

Please do not let ISPs give preferential treatment to certain content providers. It will force consumers to pay more and
squeeze startups who can't afford to buy special privileges from the ISPs.

Many ISPs hold monopolies or near-monopolies and abandoning a neutral internet will only further restrict choice and
competition. Please don't go down this road.

Sincerely,

John Paulsen

------------------------------ Email 9,341 ------------------------------

From: alikaghatx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:40
Subject: Keep The Internet Open
Hello, I am contacting you to express my concern with the recent FCC rules changes. The internet is a open place where
 the every day small town start up can innovate. Giving large corporations a huge advantage by controlling internet
speed severely damages this. Please keep the internet free and open to all.

------------------------------ Email 9,342 ------------------------------

From: ct7b
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

C. T. Bronzan
8602 N. 39th St
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Longmont, CO 80503
US

------------------------------ Email 9,343 ------------------------------

From: jmellem
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
I pay for an ISP to deliver what I want - not what is most profitable to them. Keep the internet consumer driven!
Jeff Mellem

------------------------------ Email 9,344 ------------------------------

From: mattdv44
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

matthew villarreal

TX 75228

------------------------------ Email 9,345 ------------------------------

From: nickscott86
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:41
Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a deeply concerned citizen and technology expert. I have an acute understanding of the
current situation with the proposed "internet fast lane" rules and I am aware of the technical and circumstantial details
around the recent Netflix/Comcast event.

I must say that I was not expecting this from your office at this time; the proposed rules do not make sense and do not
follow the FCC charter. In 2009 the FCC drafted similar rules because of the events surrounding Comcast and
Comcast’s arbitrary throttling of peer-to-peer traffic; in that case the FCC lost their case when the DC district court
ruled that Comcast is classified as an "information service." Recently, the FCC finished writing the "Open Internet"
rules and once again the FCC was sued by Verizon. The FCC lost their case once again – in both of these cases the court
 urged the FCC to reclassify these ISPs as a Title II communications company if the office of the FCC was serious about
 drafting rules that these companies must follow.

I’m aware that Title II has some stringent rules and that these rules may not all be applicable to internet service
providers like Verizon, AT&T and Comcast. However, I would remind you that the FCC has the power of forbearance;
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the office can choose what rules will be imposed. Were these internet service providers classified as
"telecommunications services", as the FCC has been encouraged to do by these two court cases, then it does not have to
enforce all the rules under Title II.

Certainly I have been surprised by these proposed "internet fast lane" rules; they were entirely unexpected at this time. I
do not see how they are substantially different than the rules put forth in the previous two failed court cases. Also, I
would not expect to entertain such a proposal unless and until the FCC reclassifies these ISPs as telecommunications
companies under Title II.

In point of fact, Comcast has already negotiated a "fast lane" deal with Netflix. However, Comcast is selling service
tiers to customers that specify a speed (e.g. 50 megabits per second) and a byte cap (250 gigabytes, as specified in the
terms-of-service). As a customer of Comcast, I may elect to use some or all of the capacity I have been allocated on
Netflix services.

I am confident that should the FCC investigate the particulars of Comcast’s activities in this case, they would have an
open-and-shut antitrust case. To use a telephone analogy, this is no different than a cellular telephone provider charging
a call recipient "extra" to "help prevent the call from being dropped."

This is exactly the same type of abusive conduct that the FCC tried to deal with in the court cases in 2009 and again
with Verizon more recently.

Please, halt what is being done with these "internet fast lane" rules, and simply reclassify internet service providers as
Telecommunications companies under Title II of the 1996 telecommunications act. It is a faster, simpler, and more
effective way to accomplish your goals.

Sincerely,
Nick Scott

------------------------------ Email 9,346 ------------------------------

From: kevelberger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:41
Subject: Open Internet
Hello,

I would like to voice my opinion on the issue of having an open internet. I would like all ISPs classed as Title II
Telecommunications Services.

Thank you,

Kevin Elberger

------------------------------ Email 9,347 ------------------------------

From: breardon2011
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:42
Subject: Open Internet Rules / Ideas
Hello,

I have two sections of this comment: concerns, and proposed ideas.
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My concern with paid fastlanes, or otherwise paid access/pay for enhanced access/discriminatory access, is that it will
hurt innovation by giving established companies greater access than startups to the internet/established news outlets
great access than alternative news outlets.

The result of this could mean that established companies do not innovate because they do not have to compete on equal
terms with a new company. The internet is still young, and I doubt in 10 years Netflix will still be the go to for
movies/content, but putting these rules in place could change that, and we could wind up in a worse future, a less
innovative future.

Proposed:

The below article outlines basically the very dangerous sphere of problems surrounding a non neutral internet:

http://cyberlaw.stanford.edu/blog/2014/04/fcc-changed-course-network-neutrality-here-why-you-should-
care#.U1ww2i7Ni3s.twitter

This is under a section labelled "What the FCC should do next"

"Network neutrality is not dead. The rules proposed by the Chairman, which rightly caused alarm among supporters of
an open Internet, are the logical outcome of his decision to use Section 706 of the Telecommunications Act to achieve
the goal that we all share – protecting the Open Internet.

Fortunately, the FCC has another option: The FCC can reclassify Internet service as a telecommunications service and
adopt network neutrality rules under Title II of the Telecommunications Act – rules that are unencumbered by the
restrictions imposed by Section 706. To ensure that reclassification does not result in onerous regulation, the FCC
should immediately forbear<http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/47/160> from applying those Title II provisions
that are not necessary to protect consumers.

According to the Wall Street
Journal<http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702304518704579519963416350296>, "[t]he commission
has decided for now against reclassifying broadband as a public utility […]. However, the commission has left the
reclassification option on the table at present."

As I've explained, Section 706 seriously limits the FCC's ability to adopt meaningful network neutrality rules, so
"leaving the reclassification option on the table" is not enough. If the FCC is serious about protecting the Open Internet,
it needs to do its due diligence and seriously explore all available options, and that requires asking real questions about
reclassification in the upcoming Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

Chairman Wheeler says he is committed to protecting the Open Internet. We all agree on that goal. Now we just need to
find the right way to get there.

"

In Summation :

Broadband should be a public utility, in many countries it is free altogether. I feel like paid fastlanes will serve mostly to
 line pockets of very wealthy companies at the expense of the economy, me, you, everyone. The only people that will
benefit from fastlanes are established media companies.

What is so great about this country is the ability to innovate and compete on equal terms, but this is a threat to that
concept. I am surprised that this is not more obvious.
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Best,

Brian

engineer at a fortune 500 company

------------------------------ Email 9,348 ------------------------------

From: tsalazar1992
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:42
Subject: Save the open internet
Dear FCC,

Please do not go through with the proposed net neutrality plan. It is nothing but an FCC sanction for companies to
become a trust and hold websites they don't like hostage and keeping information from the American citizens. Please
keep the internet an open enviornment for innovation and keep the pockets of big companies out of it.

Help us FCC, you're our only hope

Sincerely,

A Concerned, Possibly Future Canadian, Citizen

------------------------------ Email 9,349 ------------------------------

From: jpifer17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:42
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. The very fact that you're willing to do this to the whole world shows just how corrupt and selfish you are.
 Stop being such a tool and listen to the millions of people screaming at you to end this nonsensical campaign against a
free internet!

John Pifer

GA 30292
US

------------------------------ Email 9,350 ------------------------------

From: mreed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Reed

CA 92691

------------------------------ Email 9,351 ------------------------------

From: jhurlds
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeni Dumas

Fresno, CA 93737

------------------------------ Email 9,352 ------------------------------

From: donald.bovinett.jr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:44
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Dear FCC and any others concerned,

I am writing this letter as a professional and a consumer.

My profession is that of a web developer/designer/marketer.  I work day to day with small businesses around the
country.  I make a point to strike a middle ground between value and my need to make a decent wage.  I have to address
 the issue of hosting costs, the expectations of the consumer and the way in which business is done.

For many of my clients, budget plans on companies with shared hosting such as GoDaddy is enough, others require
managed plans such as Peer 1’s services.  Yet still, some require plans through cloud services with CDNs and multiple
deployment zones.
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In every instance, costs would rise if net neutrality was allowed to be abandoned.  Netflix, Google and others are
capable of absorbing and passing on the cost to their consumers.  But imagine a world where you have to pay for your
internet, and then your host has to pay for the transmission.

This is absurd, on several levels.  First, the consumer who buys internet service is supposed to be the one paying the cost
 to have service upgraded and expanded.  For new technologies and ways of data transmission to be handled.  As
internet service providers have raised rates and promised “faster speeds” they are, in fact, relying on the same
technology which is quickly coming out of date, if not already far past its due.  Comcast complains that P2P services
and other traffic are bogging their network down.  Yet there is no evidence to actually support this.  They claim it is one
of the larger traffic sources, yet Netflix makes up most of the traffic of the web in most areas.  So a legitimate service
that people pay for, in addition to the internet, is being used.

They claim they cannot upgrade, yet without laying any new material or even upgrading my box they have “magically”
fixed the issue of bandwidth for my area.  Part of this is due to the research and use of new technology.  In other
instances it is deliberate throttling of the network in order to slowly “improve” speed while charging more for the same
existing network.  What the consumer doesn’t know doesn’t hurt them, but it does cost them.

In areas where there is network congestion, this is largely the fault of the providers.  They refuse to institute real
meaningful solutions to the aging infrastructure.  Instead they complain and use a scapegoat (P2P in most cases).  But
traffic is what it is.  If looked from a perspective of general up and downstream traffic, they’re failing to meet the needs
of all their customers.  If they are saying that they can reach speeds of some number of Mbps, then for every customer in
 that area, they should be able to support those lines.  And in that regard, they should have the infrastructure required to
do it.

But when they oversell, hoping that only a small percentage of people actually use their full bandwidth, they lend to
peak time lag and issues with inconsistent and inappropriate transmission rates.

The provider companies seem to want to place the blame now not on the consumer, but on the content providers.

They now wish to double-dip.  Their profits already suggest that they are faring quite well, regardless of what they may
report.  Their ability to improve their infrastructure is limited to what they are willing to spend.  And since they don’t
want to pay for it, and the consumers are already paying some of the highest rates around the globe, they’re trying to
make the content providers pay for it.

There is already significant cost in owning a website.  If you have any sort of significant placement in the world, you
have to pay for hosting already.  You have to pay even more if you require certain high-demand technologies (such as
streaming).  The cost for the technology and the way in which you connect to the individual ISP networks is expensive.
A company who wishes to follow in Netflix’s footsteps is almost doomed unless they already have millions and millions
 of dollars back themselves up to establish themselves.
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These costs are already in place.

Now imagine adding yet another cost.  Small businesses – the ones I cater to the most – would be greatly affected by the
 cost.  You want to host your stuff on GoDaddy?  Fine.  But because GoDaddy now has to pay millions to the ISPs in
order to have their network prioritized in order to not languish in some sort of virtual limbo, your costs go up, a lot.
And who bears the brunt of this?  The consumer buying a product.  If the site supports itself on ads, it will fail to bring
in enough revenue and countless small sites will cease to exist.  For those who do, or if the payout for impressions or
clicks were to improve, it will do so at the additional cost of products because marketing costs will go up.  High end
websites, such as nike.com may be able to mitigate it to maybe a few pennies per product sold.  But for a company that
only sells maybe $100,000 in sales a year online, you’re going to see costs go up by a dollar because hosting is going to
jump from a reasonable amount to a few hundred a month for any sort of significant hosting.  Remember, in an
ecommerce setting you cannot actually touch the product.  So images, videos and visual indicators are required in order
to help establish the product you are buying.  All of this is bandwidth used, and all of it would cost more to serve.  To
cost more, would inevitably raise costs.  And window shoppers would start to become such a liability that it would shut
down some small business websites simply because they get more visitors than they can handle while profiting from
what is sold.  Which is going to be more expensive.  Which is going to drive sales down because it is more expensive
than Amazon or name brand stores that can afford to sink a bit of money in.

Much like Walmart has edged nearly every city’s smaller businesses out of existence, larger stores would merely have
to wait out their competition’s cash reserves.  By bidding on, and paying for, outrageous amounts to have content
transmitted, they can all but eliminate content.

So who should bear the burden of the costs of transmitting data?  Well, it should be the ISPs responsibility to transmit
the data.  After all, that’s what we pay for.

Now, if alternatively, everyone was provided a network connection that was both fast and free the argument could be
made that the cost should be given to the content providers.  But it isn’t.  So the question that we have to ask is what
they’re supposed to be doing.  Are they bringing the content to us, and the content providers are paying them to serve it,
or are we paying to access it?  If they’re charging both ends it is simply profit for them, and a loss for everyone else.
This is unsustainable from a professional perspective.  Many small businesses and niche websites would simply cease to
 be able to afford to exist.  Those that have the money to continue to exist would do so with great cost to themselves,
and all profit to the ISP industry, which I will take this point to remind you yet again, is certainly not struggling by any
measurable means.

And that is my professional outlook.  But as a consumer, I am equally as worried.

Aside from the aforementioned price increases, I would find information harder to come by.  Paywalls are already going
 up all over the internet.  Even the local newspaper in my hometown has put up a paywall.  Only the most recent news is
 available, any additional articles would require a paid subscription to access.  I would find even less of this if the
content providers had their way.  International content would also suffer significantly, and it would be next to
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impossible to determine who should be paying for the transmission.  This could easily push companies that are in the
US to find locations outside the US to do business, ultimately hurting the economy while costing us all more.

I would feel cheated as well.  I pay for my internet, quite a bit actually, and then I pay for services like Netflix.  Because
 cable companies, who are usually the ISPs in question

------------------------------ Email 9,353 ------------------------------

From: mrm1776
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:44
Subject: Thoughts on Net Neutrality
Keep the internet free. If websites/providers are charged for "faster access" then the smaller companies won't stand a
chance.

If the Internet no longer becomes free then what everyone expected Chairman Wheeler to do will come true. Chairman
Wheeler needs to show that he's truly good for the FCC and not still in the pocket of the cable companies.

The problem here is that cable companies didn't change their business plan for so long and now they realize that they're
quickly becoming a thing of the past and are desperately trying to keep themselves relevant.

I urge you to keep Net Neutrality alive. Let the consumers decide who goes and who stays... Not the companies that
have the vast amount of funds.

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,354 ------------------------------

From: sgbettum
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:44
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Stephen Bettum
1525 S. Webster Avenue
Scranton, PA 18505
US

------------------------------ Email 9,355 ------------------------------

From: keelylong
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Keely Long
3404 Red River St.
Austin, TX 78705

------------------------------ Email 9,356 ------------------------------

From: cdclaus-jobsearch
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Carol Claus
651 Foxcroft Circle SE
Marietta, GA 30067

------------------------------ Email 9,357 ------------------------------

From: barry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:46
Subject: An Open Letter concerning Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.
The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.
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A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,
A concerned citizen,

-- Barry Stock 1314 Tyler St. Hollywood, FL 33019 (954) 260-1381

------------------------------ Email 9,358 ------------------------------

From: leonm234
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:47
Subject: Stop the Fast Lane
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1) FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.
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In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,359 ------------------------------

From: seanc94
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:47
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Sean Corley (  writes:

It's unlikely that you'll ever personally read this, but I just wanted to thank you of proving, again, the corrupting
influence of lobbying and the spoils system that comes hand in hand with it. If anything this epoch will serve as a
reminder of what all could go wrong with political institutions. Everyone will soon reap the reward of your short-
sightedness; hooray, for the useless pursuit of capital!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,360 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:48
Subject: Keep the internet free
The internet is a place for free speech and equality. By keeping everyone at an equal level playing field with net
neutrality it allows for new small businesses to emerge and compete. Please keep net neutrality and stop large
companies from monopolizing the internet.

Thank you for listening, I know you will make the right decision and do what's best for not only America but also the
world.
-Ben Jones

------------------------------ Email 9,361 ------------------------------

From: dawnroselyn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am shocked and dismayed to see the agency we tasked with maintaining a communication infrastructure in the interest
of the people make a 180 on the most important issue related thereto - net neutrality.  The concept of bandwidth limiting
 and fast lanes directly threatens the very nature of the Internet itself as an open network.

I urge you to resume fighting for net neutrality.  Don't let corporate interests disassemble the Internet.

------------------------------ Email 9,362 ------------------------------

From: jonsimp1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.
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This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his
position. The recent policy proposal from the FCC on net neutrality
enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for
the delivery of content that the subscriber already paid them for.
Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of
National Cable Television Association but it is a violation of the
chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce,
and the exercise of free speech. Broadband providers use public rights
of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is
limited. Accordingly the government has an obligation to ensure that
this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of
real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The FCC has done nothing to
promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications
service". The companies that operate the network must not be allowed
to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type
of traffic transmitted over the network. For almost all people, there
is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should
be compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they
must not be permitted to control who and what can be access or to
artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to
connect people wanting long distance service from Sprint and other
providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data
through the network should be provided by third parties; without
discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for
the purpose of routing it to it's intended destination and not
otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that
phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,363 ------------------------------

From: michael
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

As the CEO of WINK Streaming a Content Delivery Network, primary based in the USA I am very trouble to read
about the FCC plans in relationship to net neutrality. I believe the best action would be to label ISPs and Common
Carriers, as in my opinion they are common carriers.
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Thank you for your attention,
Michael

--
Michael McConnell
WINK Streaming;
email: mailto
phone: +1 312 281-5433 x 7400
cell: +506 8706-2389
skype: wink-michael
web: http://winkstreaming.com<http://winkstreaming.com/>

------------------------------ Email 9,364 ------------------------------

From: daveclark20
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:48
Subject: Please classify Internet Service Providers as Title II  Telecommunications Services.
Hello,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the Internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only serve to damage the current state of Net Neutrality. I do not support these
proposals.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Thank you,

-David Clark

------------------------------ Email 9,365 ------------------------------

From: gcitizensi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Rich Florentino

------------------------------ Email 9,366 ------------------------------

From: syrist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Can you please, please, stop prioritizing the rights of commercial entities over ours? The government grants the
partial/complete monopolies and subsidizes the network infrastructure, and people's access to that data stream must be
protected without exception or prejudice.

--

Syris Trahan
Environmental Engineer

Drake Water Technologies, Inc.

406.465.0108
drakewater.com<http://drakewater.com>

------------------------------ Email 9,367 ------------------------------

From: rapid.red.robot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eliana Falcon
Cond. Montebello Apt. m-326
Trujillo Alto, PR 00976
PR

------------------------------ Email 9,368 ------------------------------

From: fielddreams
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Carol Nelson Schrauth
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301 Pershing Dr.
Oakland, CA 94611

------------------------------ Email 9,369 ------------------------------

From: gamehenge2004
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tyler Wylie
9233 Old Village Drive
Loveland, OH 45140
US

------------------------------ Email 9,370 ------------------------------

From: newworlds25
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Frank Daversa
17310 Kieth Harrow Blvd #1709
Houston, TX 77084
US

------------------------------ Email 9,371 ------------------------------

From: seainach93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Chairman Wheeler,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.
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Thomas Snyder

------------------------------ Email 9,379 ------------------------------

From: dana
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dana Schomp
12 Union St
Apt 6
Cornwall, NY 12518

------------------------------ Email 9,380 ------------------------------

From: jimmy elemental
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Doe

AL
US

------------------------------ Email 9,381 ------------------------------

From: cgriffinkdh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:52
Subject: Please...
As someone who follows city governments and watches how good intentions get tangled, please do not allow the
internet fast lane.

Instead of a cable company, I wish people would compare the internet to a library, and if all the "fast" books had new,
non broken spines and crisp pages, it would be like censuring information. Because let's face it, "lower quality" books
just would get used as much.

And where would we be without some of the crumbly roman scrolls, Greek text, constitution!!!!
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Courtney
—
Sent from Mailbox<https://www.dropbox.com/mailbox> for iPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,382 ------------------------------

From: preezerk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Parker

 80538

------------------------------ Email 9,383 ------------------------------

From: zamphyr444
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Reissig

NY 14564

------------------------------ Email 9,384 ------------------------------

From: caly.moss
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:53
Subject: Fwd: History will not be kind to you if you if you make the wrong  decision

Chairman Wheeler,
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I just came back to the U.S. from almost three years living behind the Great Firewall in China. Since returning I have
come to realize that the importance of net neutrality is difficult to grasp for people who have not actually lived through
the restricted flow of information via the internet and the immediate, tangible, and irrevocable harm it does to all facets
of society.

Please, please do your part to ensure that other Americans never have to understand what I am talking about.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Moss

------------------------------ Email 9,385 ------------------------------

From: crashbc 1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:53
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Robert Moore

------------------------------ Email 9,386 ------------------------------

From: nicholas.hutter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:53
Subject:
Please consider legislation or regulation making net neutrality law. The internet needs to be considered a public utility
and regulated similarly. With water or electricity I pay for how much I consume, not to get my morning shower faster,
or turn my electric stove on quicker. These striking down of the old net neutrality laws was bound to happen at some
point and now is the time to act and create better regulations. Even if this "internet fast lane" were only to apply to
companies, I do not want a slower Google or Netflix or even something small like blogspot just because they do not
want to pay for that faster speed. Some companies already have such a monopoly and get such large flows of traffic
anyway they might not pay just because it wouldn't hurt them in the least. It would however, hurt the smaller websites.
Above all however, it is anti-consumer. It is a terrible thing to think that I won't get the fastest reddit or facebook for
reasons that might be beyond my control or their control.

------------------------------ Email 9,387 ------------------------------
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From: aceballer04
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jacob Teeny

 43201

------------------------------ Email 9,388 ------------------------------

From: jordan.woolf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jordan Woolf
Suite 209
1070 Nelson Street
Vancouver, BC V6E1H8

------------------------------ Email 9,389 ------------------------------

From: khunter8086
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
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reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kenneth Hunter
11329 vernon way
Parker, CO 80134

------------------------------ Email 9,390 ------------------------------

From: stopha
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Maryann Reissig
188 Church St
Victor, NY 14564

------------------------------ Email 9,391 ------------------------------

From: plazmunky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:55
Subject: Net Neutrality needs to be enforced through re-classifying internet  service as a Title II telecommunications
service
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a " Title II telecommunications service". The companies that operate the
network must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted
over the network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
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service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated as a Title II telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 9,392 ------------------------------

From: chrono7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:55
Subject: Keep the Internet NEUTRAL
I urge you to keep the internet as neutral as possible. Let's not forget that great services like Google and Facebook and
many others would not be here today without the innovation that a free Internet allowed them. Allowing companies to
effectively control traffic will allow dissenting voices and companies that threaten business be crowded out and
silenced. It will truly harm our democracy. Please do what's right and throw out these new rule proposals. Reclassify
broadband as a Telecommunications Service, as it should be.

Isaac Peterson

------------------------------ Email 9,393 ------------------------------

From: chrono7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:55
Subject: Keep the Internet NEUTRAL
I urge you to keep the internet as neutral as possible. Let's not forget that great services like Google and Facebook and
many others would not be here today without the innovation that a free Internet allowed them. Allowing companies to
effectively control traffic will allow dissenting voices and companies that threaten business be crowded out and
silenced. It will truly harm our democracy. Please do what's right and throw out these new rule proposals. Reclassify
broadband as a Telecommunications Service, as it should be.

Isaac Peterson

------------------------------ Email 9,394 ------------------------------

From: john.ic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Knowlton
7 18th St.
Onset, MA 02558
US
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------------------------------ Email 9,395 ------------------------------

From: reglevy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:56
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern at the FCC—

Thank you for seeking public comment on this extremely important issue; it is heartening to know that the Federal
Communications Commission is interested in the opinions of the people who will be most effected by the decision it
will make regarding what is commonly called "net neutrality"—whether or not to allow internet service providers (ISPs)
 to allow preferentially treatment to certain kinds of speech.

Let me be clear: this is about speech. The internet is a means of communication—indeed, this is why it falls under your
purview—and the curtailing of communication for some citizens is a matter with terrifying chilling effects. Because of
the importance of the internet as tool for students to research, voters to obtain factual information about elections, and
for citizens to communicate, it must first be understood that internet access is a utility. As such, it must be subject to the
common carrier rules that protect consumers in hotels, in taxis, and the like.

I would also like to point out that the argument that many telecommunications companies are using—including ISPs—is
 that they are providing a "fast lane" for certain types of preferred speech (speech that pays for the privilege). What they
are in fact doing, however, is putting all "non-preferred" speech into a slower lane and allowing the preferred speech to
use the currently-available avenues.

I urge you to protect net neutrality and the speech that it allows citizens to engage in.

Thank you,
Reg Levy

I care about the internet and I vote.

--
Reg Levy
(310) 963-7135

Current UTC offset: -7
(valid through 10 May 2014)

------------------------------ Email 9,396 ------------------------------

From: maddielaurel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Madison Hall
1632 South 13th West, Apt. B
Apt. B
Deer Lodge, MT 59722
US
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------------------------------ Email 9,397 ------------------------------

From: darien108
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Darien Putnam

Albuquerque, NM 87108

------------------------------ Email 9,398 ------------------------------

From: wozat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

More importantly, was it not said: "One of the great things about what the Internet does and why it needs to stay open, it
 enables people to organize and express themselves."?

Well? DOES it need to stay open? Or is the person who said that just wrong?

Eric Draves

IL
US

------------------------------ Email 9,399 ------------------------------

From: soccerm30
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:57
Subject:
Hello and good day.

I would like internet service providers classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. Please cease and desist your
attempt to limit my free speech in favor of corporations.

All the best,

Meir Galimidi

------------------------------ Email 9,400 ------------------------------
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From: kyle.d.duncan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:57
Subject: net neutrality is not bad for business
I'll keep this short as you are probably receiving enough angry rants.

I would like to emphasize one simple point: to an internet service provider, traffic is demand. ISPs should thank
companies like Netflix, for providing reasons for customers to buy service.

To allow ISPs to extort additional fees from content providers, when there is so little competition among ISPs to keep
the fees reasonable, is extremely unwise. It does not serve the interest of the consumer, the ISPs make plenty of profit
already, and it is potentially devastating to innovation of new internet-delivered content.

thanks,
Kyle Duncan

------------------------------ Email 9,401 ------------------------------

From: maxgreco
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Max Kroni

 21811

------------------------------ Email 9,402 ------------------------------

From: bburns
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Linda Burns
1208 S. Magnolia St.
Palestine, TX 75801

------------------------------ Email 9,403 ------------------------------
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From: onthatday7yearsago
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Peter Hoellig

TX 77054

------------------------------ Email 9,404 ------------------------------

From: skranowski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Steven Kranowski

------------------------------ Email 9,405 ------------------------------

From: stepto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 20:59
Subject: A few words against your new rules.
Lest this be considered a knee jerk email clicked on from a news article, allow me to establish my bona fides.
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I worked for the Microsoft corporations for 18 years (1995-2012) and have been on the Internet since 1990 when it was
accessible via VAX systems using command line based transports like Archie, Gopher, and FTP.

The proposed new rules, as they have been described, strike me as based mostly on the commercial interests of those
that provide access to what used to be a public utility.

I would argue quite strongly for another interpretation of Internet access. Currently the United States falls far behind
many other nations in speed and ubiquity of access to the very network it created. This is a result of access being
primarily handled by companies that look first to the ability to profit over providing such infrastructure.

Instead, considering its usefulness and utility, the government should guide Internet traffic much more like a benefit to
the common good not unlike roadways. While one might misunderstand my analogy to mean throttling traffic according
 to use, that would be a willfull misinterpretation. Instead I mean that roads are not created nor maintained for profit,
their existence being provided beyond the idea of one company managing such a vital resource.

So too the Internet rules and guidance be biased towards its utility to the common good, and not that of those seeking
solely to profit.

S.

http://stepto.com

http://twitter.com/stepto

------------------------------ Email 9,406 ------------------------------

From: mwperdew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Perdew
73 E. street
Daleville, AL 36322
US

------------------------------ Email 9,407 ------------------------------
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From: transmetropolitan1986
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:00
Subject: Fight for the future generations
Hello,

I'm e-mailing you today to encourage you to steer away from plans of making the internet a mess. There's no reason for
any ISP- Comcast, Verizon, or AT&T or any number of others to charge a fee to website or domain holders to let the
general public access their site at a faster speed. The very notion of this is not only anti-business, but the logic makes no
sense. So I ask you to please protect the Open Internet and how it's worked for years and work on rules that works and
serves the public for your kids and mine. I'd very much appreciate any correspondence with you and continue writing
about this matter further. Have a great rest of the weekend and thanks for reading this e-mail.

Sincerely,

Jeff Marty

------------------------------ Email 9,408 ------------------------------

From: pricechrisd
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:01
Subject: Ridiculous
Is it ridiculous that ISPs should be allowed to determine what sites get what bandwidth. First of all there is plenty of
bandwidth, they are offering 100x less that what is offered in other countries, and what was supposed to be offered. The
ISPs will end up making more money off the us the ned use. I already pay over $200 per month to TimeWarner (god i
HOPE not Comcast). for the worst internet service possible. And I pay ANOTHER roughly $200 per month for be
phone. Does that sound fair? Now they want me to pay more (via the sites I choose, who will now have to pay the ISPs
to speak to me).

Please do not let Net Neutrality die.

Chris Price
t: 347-731-6512
e:

------------------------------ Email 9,409 ------------------------------

From: jstafurik
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:01
Subject: No bribes!
Please, don’t take the bribes Comcast, et al are offering you. They will gouge/extort internet sites, which will hurt the
public. They must act as common carriers and provide equal access to all.

Jack Stafurik
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------------------------------ Email 9,410 ------------------------------

From: ben.m.sexton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:02
Subject: The Internet is not open when we have this oligopoly
I am strongly opposed to the merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable. I am absolutely not against their existence,
but the fact that the cable companies have set up a system that allows no competition and ESPECIALLY no change for
new companies to appear is the worst possible thing for customers. This merger would offer ZERO benefits to the
consumer and only servers to line the pockets of already rich and greedy executives. This isn't even touching on the
issue that these companies never upgrade their infrastructure which has lead us to a point where their "pipes get
clogged". Look at places like Japan which has updated infrastructure. There is no problem there. Cable companies do
not invest any money into updating their very outdated systems because they just keep it for themselves. Want to switch
to someone better? Who are your options? Most places in America have only ONE option.

The Internet NEEDS to be classified as a utility or common carrier. It's unbelievably ridiculous how they are running
around unchecked charging asinine amounts for terrible service. The internet is NOT a luxury anymore. There are many
 services that REQUIRE the internet. Why not go to a library to get the internet? Or a free wifi zone? For the exact same
 reasons I don't walk down the block to use the bathroom or go into a store to cool off in the summer. Electricity and
water are utilities and the Internet NEEDS to be too.

DO NOT let this merger happen and realize how much the consumer is getting screwed. And also realize how you are
some of the ONLY people in this country that can stand up for us. So I hope you all have a conscious and realize that
extra house you can buy with the lobbying dollars of these companies will mean everyone in America pays through the
nose. Their money is tempting, but you are not living in poverty and you are making a decision between consumers
benefiting from a free market or consumers being gouged because of monopolies.

These are businesses and they will do anything to make a profit. Don't think for a minute they will not exploit
everything they can to save money and charge more. They WILL increase prices and they WILL NOT upgrade their
hardware to handle increasing traffic.

------------------------------ Email 9,411 ------------------------------

From: bobcar
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 true net neutrality.
No one should control access to internet communications, especially not corporations who automatically have an
interest in controlling any opposition to any actions they may desire to take.

Robert Talbott
11 Sunfish Dr.
Defiance, MO 63341
US

------------------------------ Email 9,412 ------------------------------
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From: leonm234
To:

Date: 4/26/2014 21:02
Subject: Stop the FCC's Attempts to Put Cracks in Net Neutrality
I am writing to you in the hope that you will re-think, and take the strongest stand possible against recently released
policy proposal which guts net neutrality. It would enable service providers to create fast and slow lanes on the internet
so they can charge fees to content providers for the delivery of content that their subscribers have already paid them for.

Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. But consumers have
almost no choice when buying broadband service. Almost no households in America are served by more than one
provider that offers real broadband (> 6 mpbs) internet access.

Broadband providers are permitted to use public rights of way to string cable on utility poles all over this State, and
right across the country. The space to do so is limited. Accordingly the government has an obligation to ensure that this
natural monopoly is not abused.

It is vital that broadband internet service be reclassified by the FCC as 'telecommunications' and that Internet service
providers be designated as "common carriers," under Title II of the Telecommunications Act of 1934. The companies
that operate the network must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of
traffic transmitted over the network.

The network provider should be compensated fairly for operating the ‘pipe’ but they must not be permitted to control
who and what can be accessed, or to artificially affect the throughput. Network transmission must be provided without
discrimination based on the content, source, or destination of the traffic. Moreover, broadband providers should be
permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to its intended destination and not to otherwise, scan, store,
forward, or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
monopoly.

Leon Peck
Tennessee

------------------------------ Email 9,413 ------------------------------

From: eagles36fan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:02
Subject: I Support Tittle II
Greetings:

I want the FCC to classify broadband Access as a "Title II telecommunications service."  Please, for the sake of the
internet.
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Respectfully,

Steve Johnston

------------------------------ Email 9,414 ------------------------------

From: tim.krenzer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,415 ------------------------------

From: joshkeneda
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:03
Subject: Net Neutrality
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First, thank you for hearing ordinary citizens' opinions on this topic.  Even if you disagree with my thoughts, I'm
fortunate to have a government willing to hear them.

Here are my concerns about reversing the FCC's stance on net neutrality.  A multi-tiered, content-sensitive internet
stifles innovation and unnecessarily burdens our communications with artificial speed limits.  We have to remember that
 an open, neutral internet is demonstrably a public good, and we happily subsidize telecommunications companies to
ensure that they're properly equipped to deliver this good to the public.  If a content provider is receiving lots of
requests, it's not because they're maliciously abusing the ISP's infrastructure - it's because plenty of normal, everyday
citizens are asking for quick access to that content.  Charging the content provider for their popularity punishes both the
innovative content provider and the people who want access.  Please protect the interests of the people: keep the internet
 open.

Thank you for your time.

- Josh Keneda

------------------------------ Email 9,416 ------------------------------

From: rjtrig
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:03
Subject: proposed changes to Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time,

Carolyn Trigilio

------------------------------ Email 9,417 ------------------------------
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From: kathrynfromelt7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:03
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

kathryn fromelt
po box 9123
mammoth lakes, CA 93546
US

------------------------------ Email 9,418 ------------------------------

From: troy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:04
Subject: Let the internet be free
Hi

I want to keep this short as I'm sure you're getting lots of other emails with a similar message. I'd like to show my
support for an internet where ISPs cannot charge for "packages" of websites and the like. I pay them a monthly fee for
access to the World Wide Web. Notice the world part.

What I do after that, assuming it's within the law, is my business and not the business of anyone else.

Thanks again for taking our comments rather than making a decision without the input of tax paying citizens.

------------------------------ Email 9,419 ------------------------------

From: barbourjosh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:04
Subject: Net neutrality
My work depends on a neutral net. Regulate the Internet as a common carrier before irrevocable damage is done.

Joshua Barbour
Bryan, TX

------------------------------ Email 9,420 ------------------------------

From: apcicero
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:04
Subject:
?I think that the only way to protect the internet would to be to categorize internet service providers as title II
telecommunication services.

------------------------------ Email 9,421 ------------------------------

From: stephany
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Stephany Evans

------------------------------ Email 9,422 ------------------------------

From: darinmarshall
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:05
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Darin Marshall (  writes:

Ending Net Neutrality is a terrible idea.  I know, as do many other people, that you were formerly a cable and telecom
lobbyist and what you're doing to the web by authorizing an end to Net Neutrality is on the borderline of criminal,
certainly unethical and just plain bad public policy for the internet's democractic future.

Please explain to me why you're  doing this, other than the obvious that it's to deliver on the promise to the people who
paid for you to achieve this office; the money people who paid you to lobby on their behalf so that you would do what
you're doing to us, the good people of these United States, now.  I hope you can sleep well at night.  You certainly
shouldn't if you do this to us. I hope your reign is short as FCC chairman.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,423 ------------------------------

From: xxsonyboy4lfexx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:06
Subject:
Please for the love of all that is right,

Do not allow net neutrality to die. Please resist bribes from the cable companies. This is so wrong. Please don't ruin the
internet.
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------------------------------ Email 9,424 ------------------------------

From: thandyone
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:06
Subject: Open another channel but keep the Internet "neutral"
Hi, Folks!

My hope is that you're listening and that you'll respond by keeping the Internet free, neutral and innovative - as it has
been for decades.
- No, the Internet does NOT need to be given over into the hands of censors or the inept.

- No, the Internet does NOT need to be upgraded for some and throttled for others.

Content providers can already utilize MANY channels for upgraded access to their products. AND, there would be
nothing wrong with new channels being created for those who want "better" delivery of whatever they're selling. LET
THERE BE CHANNEL CREATION INNOVATION! And keep the Internet (as a "channel") neutral to serve all of
humankind without prejudice toward those with big money. The Internet isn't broke and it doesn't need fixing.

THANK YOU FOR THE MARVELOUS WORK YOU DO!

Tom Watson
Source Connections, LLC
P.O. Box 664
Marshfield, WI  54449-0664
715.305.1377

------------------------------ Email 9,425 ------------------------------

From: dsells
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

dan sells

AR 72949

------------------------------ Email 9,426 ------------------------------

From: jacobneil.price
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
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Hello and thank you for giving citizens a chance to provide feedback. This plan purposed by Wheeler, as the
information stands presently to me, is that of a capitalist agenda that seeks to provide companies with even new
advantage than the average citizen. Indeed, it takes away the very moral fiber that the first amendment should represent.
I urge you to reconsider this step, and instead reinstate internet as a telecommunication service that is free of dictation or
 exploitation.

This is outrageous and leaves me vexed to properly describe myself. Again I urge you to think of a new, more
broadened, plan that allows us to keep true neutrality on the net.
Thank you for your time.

Thanks, Jake price

------------------------------ Email 9,427 ------------------------------

From: dan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Jonke
2424 E Webster Pl #308
Milwaukee, WI 53211

------------------------------ Email 9,428 ------------------------------

From: blakedelee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:07
Subject: Title II Telecommunications
Internet needs to be treated like a utility. It's necessary for most people and the FCC needs to do what is right for the
people, not for Time Warner and Comcast. Trust me, they aren't hurting for money under any stretch of the imagination.
 We pay more money than the rest of the world for slower internet. Quit being in their pockets and do the right thing.
They are making enough money.

Make internet a Title II Telecommunications. Do it before irreversible damage is done to legislature. People are going to
 raise hell if you keep leaving it up to chance.

Blake

------------------------------ Email 9,429 ------------------------------

From: bdolphin19
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gregory Orrick
6203 Gemini Ct
Burke, VA 22015
US

------------------------------ Email 9,430 ------------------------------

From: wparkhurst
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 21:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Wheeler,

To say that I am disappointed in your recent announcements concerning net neutrality would be to admit I had some
hope of a different outcome. Frankly, I did not.

I will simply say this. You are not doing the will of the people. You are not doing your job. None of the commissioners
of the FCC who agreed with you and backed you are.

Your job is to help the public maintain our rights and our freedoms from those who would take them from us. That is
your only job. At the end of the day you are responsible to us, your constituents. We all know that you came from a
corporate position with the very ISPs that would take away the freedoms which you are sworn to protect.

Unlike many, I will give you the benefit of the doubt and hope that your transition from private to public life is
motivated less by a sinister motivation to help your friends in the industry but, instead, by the noble ideals that all public
 servants should aspire too.

History will not judge this decision and the lack of support for net neutrality that you and others have as an ignoble
decision. You and the rest of the internet providers will find that this will accelerate alternative technologies to
overcome the regulatory and anti-competitive system you have put in place.

Furthermore, I am not naive to think that this is your job alone. Congress must act to further strengthen your regulatory
stance and President Obama must do a better job of clearly supporting net neutrality. However, you have had a hand in
it and you have lead us poorly.

You have failed my generation. We are young, internet savvy, and we will survive. We will overcome the agents of the
corporations that will extort the internet and change the way this public creation is used. I have no fear of that but, you
have set us back.

Please reconsider your actions and address our concerns by stopping pay to play internet usage. This system will
incentives already huge monopolies to stay large, monolithic and anti-consumer.

We do not trust you. Show us that we can.

Will Parkhurst
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------------------------------ Email 9,431 ------------------------------

From: mbvaughn21
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Vaughn
1781 Spyglass Dr
Austin, TX 78746
US

------------------------------ Email 9,432 ------------------------------

From: toosnoo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Suzanne Wiegand
21 Dorsett Pl
Shirley, NY 11967
US

------------------------------ Email 9,433 ------------------------------

From: bharned
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

William Harned
2250 NW 114th Ave #1R
sjo2314
miami, FL 33172
US

------------------------------ Email 9,434 ------------------------------

From: david.dobervich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:09
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I don't contact members of government often.  But I feel VERY strongly that net neutrality is a critical issue.  I was
deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule changes
that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content.

I strongly believe this is a move in the wrong direction and should it come to pass, will feel very dis-empowered as a
citizen.

In an environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be
able to compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic
and integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Dobervich
1365 Bellomy St.
Santa Clara, CA 95050

------------------------------ Email 9,435 ------------------------------

From: moonlight skeleton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Wonser

------------------------------ Email 9,436 ------------------------------

From: chermoso
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:09
Subject: What's the point?
Changing the internet is bad for everyone. There is no point in changing it, the internet now as it is is perfect and has
caused no harm whatsoever. It is also growing and censoring it will truly show that the governments don't want the
people to know the truth even when we are respectfully paying the taxes to keep the government running. Censoring the
internet will cause chaos and will only bring harm to everyone, and most possibly a revolution or alternatives to it. Just
leave it alone.

------------------------------ Email 9,437 ------------------------------

From: smkoogle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sloane Koogle

AZ 85338

------------------------------ Email 9,438 ------------------------------

From: r dej
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:10
Subject: Honestly, you already know what we want
We really don't need to specify about the things that are pissing everyone off. If you guys honestly sit down and think
about it, you already know what's getting everyone in an uproar. Stop allowing these technicalities that allow cable
companies to screw over someone else that comes up with a better business plan, but don't already have a monopoly on
the market. All you're doing is creating a country where the only successful companies are the ones who are already
loaded with money, either by buying out every other company out there or forcing so many costs on start-ups that it's
not feasible for them to bother trying. You're even making rules where cities can't start their own internet companies
unless Comcast says so.

I'd tell you to stop being pathetic sycophants to these monopoly companies, but I suppose I wouldn't have to tell you if
you weren't already enjoying the benefits that come with siding with the guy that has money over the public.

------------------------------ Email 9,439 ------------------------------

From: rice50
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Loree M. Rice
15 Whitwell Circle
Edmond, OK 73034
US

------------------------------ Email 9,440 ------------------------------

From: dana937
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:11
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Dana Bellwether

------------------------------ Email 9,441 ------------------------------

From: lukester461
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:11
Subject: I Support Net Neutrality
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

Please allow me to voice my categorical support for net neutrality. As a young American, the Internet holds a special
place in my mind and heart. I believe that the Internet is one of the most important enablers of ingenuity and
communication available to our society today. I also believe that the best way for the government to foster these
universal goods is to mandate that traffic across the Internet be treated equally across the board, so as not to favor one
individual, entity or organization over another.

I realize that the FCC is not the only governmental body in the mix as far as determining the US government's policy on
net neutrality, and I also appreciate comments you have made in the past in support of it. I also understand that a variety
of extremely powerful and influential business interests are pressuring policy makers and thought leaders to serve their
interests, and that part of the FCC's job is to communicate with those interests and reach an understanding. However,
public opinion on this matter is clear: Americans are demanding unequivocal support of net neutrality. It is the
responsibility of the FCC to act in accordance with the wishes of the American people in this matter.

Therefore, I humbly request that the FCC bring the full force of its influence to bear in support of net neutrality. The
most practical means of doing this may be taking the action necessary to classify Internet traffic as a "Title II
Telecommunications Service". Regardless of how you choose to move this matter forward, I hope - and expect - that
you take the action necessary to promote a free and productive Internet by protecting net neutrality.

Sincerely,

Luke Lavanway
Michigan

------------------------------ Email 9,442 ------------------------------

From: seanmikejordan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sean Jordan
1642 Enoree Ave
D
Columbia, SC 29205

------------------------------ Email 9,443 ------------------------------

From: kvkruer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Koriel Kruer
5 Buckskin Lane
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274

------------------------------ Email 9,444 ------------------------------

From: a w l s
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alex Schubert

 60074
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------------------------------ Email 9,445 ------------------------------

From: charltoncr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:13
Subject: Internet Neutrality
Extortion: Pay us or something bad will happen to you (we'll artificially slow your connections until you pay us our
protection money). It happened to Netflix. Apparently the FCC thinks that should happen to everyone.

That should be unlawful.

Ron Charlton
----------------------------------------
For every quotation there is an equal and opposite quotation.
   —Me

------------------------------ Email 9,446 ------------------------------

From: scotty1958
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Scott Stabile
1783 Granada Street
Seaside, CA 93955

------------------------------ Email 9,447 ------------------------------

From: colasrtney
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

-Thank you

------------------------------ Email 9,448 ------------------------------
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From: phungy5
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Hung

TX 75243

------------------------------ Email 9,449 ------------------------------

From: joshatdot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:14
Subject: Net Neutrality
In order to defend the Internet and destroy the machinations of Comcast and its ilk, we must have all Internet Service
Providers reclassified as Title II Common Carriers under the Telecommunications Act of 1934. This will force all ISPs
to become "dumb pipes", only able to act as data carriers, unable to alter the flow of information in any way.

--
Josh Robinson

mailto

------------------------------ Email 9,450 ------------------------------

From: mischago12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gianmichael Aletta
12 Auden Ct.
Williamsville, NY 14221

------------------------------ Email 9,451 ------------------------------
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From: breakingblueforyou
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:15
Subject: Proposed internet fast lane is a terrible idea
ISPs need to be forced to improve their infrastructure to increase speeds for everyone, not be allowed to create an
internet "ghetto." There's not enough competition to force them to do so. I'd rather see the FCC put their time an energy
implementing legislation like what the UK has for their ISPs.

------------------------------ Email 9,452 ------------------------------

From: smartie15
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thank you

Kelly Louton

 32839

------------------------------ Email 9,453 ------------------------------

From: roneill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
You must ensure the internet stays neutral and fair for all users companies or people.
Please do not allow ISPs to double charge content providers for access to end users when the end users already paid for
their internet connection.
I paid for my internet connection.  If I want to use netflix.com<http://netflix.com> then netflix should not have to pay
my ISP as I already paid my ISP.

Just because a website becomes popular does not mean that every ISP should be allowed to double charge them for
access to their users.  That is just wrong and unethical.

Please enforce strict net neutrality rules and do not allow ISPs to charge other ISPs customers.

Also do not allow packet shaping, qos, bandwidth caps, bandwidth limits, or throttling as those are all tools that destroy
the internet and used to rip off customers who fairly paid for their internet connections.

You should also not allow media companies like nbc to be ISPs like with comcast.  That is wrong.
All ISPs should be 100% independent from media companies, content providers, cable tv providers, and phone
companies.  ISPs should only be allowed to sell internet connections and the physical lines to your house. It is a huge
conflict of interest if you allow an ISP to sell media services or be a content provider.
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The internet must be unrestricted, equal, and unlimited as long as end users pay their monthly connection fees.  It is a
utility just as necessary as electricity.

Ryan O'Neill
mailto:

219-796-7580

------------------------------ Email 9,454 ------------------------------

From: jknefel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:16
Subject: please enforce net neutrality (as this term is commonly understood)
no text

------------------------------ Email 9,455 ------------------------------

From: frananth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Frances Goff

------------------------------ Email 9,456 ------------------------------

From: asherrieck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Asher Rieck
912 Noyes Street Apt C
EVANSTON, IL 60201

------------------------------ Email 9,457 ------------------------------

From: dapaterson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. This will unleash untold hazards to the free flow of information on the internet if corporations are
allowed to control the internet. Expecting your support!

Doug Paterson

Agoura, CA

------------------------------ Email 9,458 ------------------------------

From: car
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

All network traffic is comparable to seats on a train,  carrying either a 0 or a 1  and as such ALL data traffic should be
given equal access to this trainsport medium.

Its comparable to train passengers that are either male or female.   They all should have equal access to this transport
medium.

Giving the big internet transport companies the ability to buy priority seating to the detriment of every one else is not
right.   Further,  it will unfairly stifle competition and coerce people to buy their products and services because they and
deliver them faster than the slow track providers.

James Barry
1716 winding drive
North Wales, PA 19454

------------------------------ Email 9,459 ------------------------------
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From: g.pugh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:18
Subject: Proposed rules changes
Commissioners',

With all respect due, bits is bits. No person or corporate entity should be allowed to differentiate bits sent through a fiber
 or cable any more than they should words printed in a book. All those bits add up to freedom of expression, freedom of
speech, of art and of education. Please consider keeping net neutrality really completely neutral.

Thanks for your time,

Greg Pugh
Cincinnati Ohio

------------------------------ Email 9,460 ------------------------------

From: wsfriday
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:18
Subject: Please don't ruin the internet
FCC,

I've been running my own business doing web development for the past few years. I rely on the fact that my ISP or any
ISP in the United States can't discriminate against any of the bits that I create or receive. Letting ISPs control the quality
 of service, based on the bits being sent or received will fundamentally break the internet.

The internet is a utility, just like water and power. The FCC must classify ISPs as telecom carriers under Title II of the
Communications Act. I don't see there being any other alternative that could ensure that the current internet stays free.
The internet is already in a fragile state due to the monopolies the ISP already enjoy, (we could really use your help in
that too...), there are almost no alternatives to these companies. The people at the FCC can't ignore the outrage all of this
 has already caused.

The ISPs have to realize that even if they win in the short term, it will be a short lived victory as new technologies will
find a way to make them irrelevant. Prove to the American people that the FCC isn't just some front for the
entertainment industry, but an agency that is working for the American people.

-Scott Friday

------------------------------ Email 9,461 ------------------------------

From: eben.harris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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eben harris

 03801

------------------------------ Email 9,462 ------------------------------

From: joshuanagine
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joshua Nagine
108 Spring St
Lewiston, ME 04240
US

------------------------------ Email 9,463 ------------------------------

From: ubermudskipper
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:20
Subject: Keep the Net neutral!
The internet is not for sale.

Please keep the web neutral and open to all!

------------------------------ Email 9,464 ------------------------------

From: drew.deems
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Drew Deems
316 South Highland St
Lock Haven, PA 17745

------------------------------ Email 9,465 ------------------------------

From: petecalandra
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:20
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
peter calandra (  writes:

Hi
i am writing in support of keeping net neutrality. i do not have confidence that you will do the right thing for the vast
majority of Americans by keeping net neutrality but i am writing anyway. thank you P
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,466 ------------------------------

From: scorde
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

This is more important than you can imagine.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Moore

Annapolis Royal, NS B0S 1A0

------------------------------ Email 9,467 ------------------------------

From: kmanus
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality. If you support the Constitution and freedom of speech, you will support net neutrality too. Thank you.

Karla Manus
11215 Cornell Ave. S.
Seattle, WA 98178
US

------------------------------ Email 9,468 ------------------------------

From: k_tuesburg
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kenneth Tuesburg
99 Mason St
Salem, MA 01970

------------------------------ Email 9,469 ------------------------------

From: pjmrider
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:21
Subject: Keep the net neutral.
Keep the net neutral.

Sent from my Windows Phone

------------------------------ Email 9,470 ------------------------------

From: shatel86
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tejan Shah

 20852

------------------------------ Email 9,471 ------------------------------

From: alanf333
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alan Frankel

Framingham, MA 01701

------------------------------ Email 9,472 ------------------------------

From: dicarim
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dicari Henry

Houston, TX 77004

------------------------------ Email 9,473 ------------------------------

From: grin3d
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:22
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner
Gary Robert (  writes:

Respectfully.
Do you really want to go down in history as one of the five people who actually voted to compromise/segregate the
most influential, equalizing tool for democracy and education our planet has ever benefited from ?
"Legitimi$ed" corporate manipulation of the net is a socially divisive, INTERNATIONAL SECURITY THREAT to all
current and future generations.

------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,474 ------------------------------

From: dancinglight18
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ama Cin
po box 2020
barceloneta, PR 00617
PR

------------------------------ Email 9,475 ------------------------------

From: joshbrohawn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joshua Brohawn
416 W. Wilson Blvd.
Hagerstown, MD 21740

------------------------------ Email 9,476 ------------------------------

From: knoxpitt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mary Jo Knox
5864 Heckert Road
P.O. Box 333
Bakerstown, PA 15007
US

------------------------------ Email 9,477 ------------------------------

From: j32493
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Stokes
912 S. Main St.
La Harpe, KS 66751

------------------------------ Email 9,478 ------------------------------

From: dfar555
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:23
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
\This democracy is being destroyed by the big moneyed class.  We cannot let the democratic nature of the internet be
destroyed.

Donald Farrow
5555 Copenhagen Dr.
Westerville, OH 43081
US

------------------------------ Email 9,479 ------------------------------

From: ray.kang
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Raymond Kang

 60613

------------------------------ Email 9,480 ------------------------------

From: julestakahashi
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 21:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jules Takahashi
1959 sw morrison ave
apt 609
Portland, OR 97205

------------------------------ Email 9,481 ------------------------------

From: jjoonathan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:24
Subject: (No Net Neutrality) + (CC/TWC Merger) = Illegal
The argument that the Comcast/TWC merger is legal revolves around the claim that the two companies don't compete
[1] because they share very few customers. However, now that Comcast has established the practice of charging both
content companies (e.g. Netflix) and the customers to which they deliver said content [2],  the customer base of both
companies overlaps since it now includes Netflix and other high-bandwidth content providers that would be willing to
pay in order to avoid having their bandwidth throttled.

Eliminating network neutrality AND allowing the merger would dramatically increase the bargaining power of
CC+TWC against Netflix and the like, which would raise media prices and decrease stream quality for millions of
Americans. Please don't let that happen.

Thanks,
Jonathan deWerd

[1] Sherman Anti-Trust Act, Section 2: "Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or combine or
conspire with any other person or persons, to monopolize any part of the trade or commerce among the several States, or
 with foreign nations, shall be deemed guilty of a felony [. . . ]"

[2] http://knowmore.washingtonpost.com/2014/04/25/this-hilarious-graph-of-netflix-speeds-shows-the-importance-of-
net-neutrality/?tid=rssfeed

------------------------------ Email 9,482 ------------------------------

From: wylie.w.wang
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Wylie Wang

VA 20165

------------------------------ Email 9,483 ------------------------------

From: zen.nightz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cameron Schrode

 44310

------------------------------ Email 9,484 ------------------------------

From: phourc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nathan Tunney

 80524

------------------------------ Email 9,485 ------------------------------

From: pmurphy76
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:24
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patricia Murphy
58 Chimney ridge
Morristown, NJ 07961
US

------------------------------ Email 9,486 ------------------------------

From: yitz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

D Y Goldstein

 10463

------------------------------ Email 9,487 ------------------------------

From: hallmark3843
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:25
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.
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--
Allen Hallmark

------------------------------ Email 9,488 ------------------------------

From: mnelson02
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:26
Subject: Net neutrality

To whom it may concern of the FCC,

     Though I find myself more times than not in agreement with your level and fair decision making, I strongly
encourage you to enact and maintain strict laws to uphold a neutral internet.
To allow big ISP accepting payments from content providers such as Netflix to keep their tracks greased is an absolute
absurdity, of which I can assure will create a slippery slope in which more and more money will be expected to be paid
to said ISPs. I know this sounds like a rant, but please, let's bring policy back to where it was, and not put tiered price
tags on future web traffic.

 Sincerely,

   MBN

Sent on the new Sprint Network from my Samsung Galaxy S®4.

------------------------------ Email 9,489 ------------------------------

From: jp.quinn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Quinn
2105 Mica Rd
Madison, WI 53719
US

------------------------------ Email 9,490 ------------------------------

From: jkbelcher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:26
Subject: Concerns regarding net neutrality
Dear FCC:

I am writing to express a strong concern about the FCC's recent proposed rules regarding net neutrality.  As an IT
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professional it is my opinion that the proposed changes would damage net neutrality to the detriment of internet users at
large.  I strongly encourage you to disregard the proposed changes.  Furthermore I encourage you to treat internet access
 in general, and especially broadband access, as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Without net neutrality the internet would be segregated into 1) rich internet companies and 2) everyone else.  I believe
the internet more and more is becoming a public utility in modern life.  We should keep net neutrality for the best
interest of all internet users.

Thank you for your time,

Justin Belcher

Resident of Boise, Idaho

------------------------------ Email 9,491 ------------------------------

From: crowell.katie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:26
Subject: Concerning the future of net neutrality.
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.
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Thank you,

Katie Crowell

------------------------------ Email 9,492 ------------------------------

From: walaby04
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Evan Stewart
20 Richland Run Ct
Fredericksburg, VA 22406

------------------------------ Email 9,493 ------------------------------

From: seanc513
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:27
Subject: On net neutrality

I would like say that the uphold of net neutrality is extremely important to me.
And Thanks for reading this, mr/mrs intern.

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 9,494 ------------------------------

From: wildcatdojo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:27
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

michelle Darbro
5311 SW 22 Terr
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312
US

------------------------------ Email 9,495 ------------------------------
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From: johnjohnson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
Fuck the NSA, and the Federal government.
I don't even live in the USA and this shit effects Europe, that is total BS.

John Johnson

 23000

------------------------------ Email 9,496 ------------------------------

From: mrecho
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
Subject: Anti Competitive rules
Every person and company that uses the internet pays for its connectivity already.

When I pay my Verizon Internet bill, I pay for 85Mbps / 35Mbps wroth of bandwidth to the internet as a whole. This is
what every single consumer thinks and understands about what they are paying for. With every single major ISP out
there, they already have tiered pricing for how much you want to use, just like electricity.

Giving the ISP's the right to charge content providers is a very anti completive measure.

When AT&T or Verizon offers a similar product as Netflix, but charges Netflix extra for connectivity they are
ALREADY PAYING FOR, that is simply extortion.

As a Network Engineer I know how the Internet really works, and what these ISP's are doing should be illegal. They say
 it costs to much money to upgrade the connectivity, I know that is false. Just look at Netflix speeds after paying
Comcast's extortion fees. Within weeks speeds increase, not because of new fiber optics installed, but by turning off the
limits Comcast put into place.

Trevor Benedict

29055 Heliodor Cir
Menifee, California 92584

------------------------------ Email 9,497 ------------------------------

From: stylus10
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

don knight

 33567

------------------------------ Email 9,498 ------------------------------

From: gkinse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Grant Kinser (  writes:

Say 'no' to fees that can be imposed for using of the net, please.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,499 ------------------------------

From: nick.commercial
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
Subject: Please save net neutrality
Hello,

I'm very concerned about the upcoming changes allowing  ISP's to provide faster access to companies that pay more for
a fast lane.  I like the things as they are...low barriers to entry for everyone that wants to generate content.  These low
barriers to entry have helped fuel the explosive growth of the internet in the past 20 years and I see now reason to erect
barriers to entry now or ever.  ISP's deserve to make money and they make plenty right now...while not tampering with
the data that crosses their wires.  ISP's should continuie to be like the power company...delivering a service where the
provider does not proritize or interfere with what passes over the medium.

Please intervene to keep net neutrality in place.

Thank you for your consideration,

Nick Hensley

------------------------------ Email 9,500 ------------------------------

From: lctennis21
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Copley
4411 Spicewood Springs Rd
112
Austin, TX 78759

------------------------------ Email 9,501 ------------------------------

From: llachance.murphy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Laura Lachance
1223 Warren Dr.
Murphy, NC 28906

------------------------------ Email 9,502 ------------------------------

From: ms5956a
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
Subject: Out of control
Hi, my name is Matt and I’m a freshman at American University. I want ISP’s classed as Title II Telecommunications
Services. Thank you for taking the time to read my concern. Please take care of this matter as it should by the voice of
the people and not that of large corporations.

------------------------------ Email 9,503 ------------------------------

From: arlirrc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:28
Subject: In Favor of Net Neutrality
Keep the net neutral.
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------------------------------ Email 9,504 ------------------------------

From: monty3787
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Magness
110 Bedford Rd
Greenwood, SC 29649

------------------------------ Email 9,505 ------------------------------

From: mirnmr2000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mirna Miranda

------------------------------ Email 9,506 ------------------------------

From: jpalermo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:30
Subject: Concern over new proposal
I don't feel like the new rules benefit consumers.
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Most high speed internet service providers enjoy a monopoly or near monopoly.

Allowing them to negotiate special terms with for specific content providers can not help consumers.

It would be especially bad for new companies who can not afford or are not big enough to negotiate special terms with
internet providers. This could lock them out of providing competition to existing content providers potentially creating
monopolies for content providers which would not help consumers.

The best thing for consumers is for internet providers to act as a neutral party and not interfere with internet traffic
regardless of which services a user is using.

------------------------------ Email 9,507 ------------------------------

From: frankphorne
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality. Net neutrality is rad! !
 The internet has become an inextricable part of life, and right now we're in a position to make the choices that can
secure the individual and national freedoms of generations of Americans, and potentially everyone else with an internet
connection. Let's make the right choices!

Frank Horne

 91367

------------------------------ Email 9,508 ------------------------------

From: jsjsimmons153
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:30
Subject: ISP
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,509 ------------------------------

From: otokoyo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:30
Subject: Net neutrality
If you're going to give comcast the ability to cheat the internet, it won't exist for much longer.  This rule change you're
proposing endangers the future of the internet as a framework, and turns it into a an unfair and dangerous stifle to
innovation and competition.  Strike down this rule change, and make cable companies behave like every other telecom
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infrastructure provider.

------------------------------ Email 9,510 ------------------------------

From: nathant93
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:30
Subject: Title II
Please classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services and protect net neutrality.

-Nathan Kessler

------------------------------ Email 9,511 ------------------------------

From: mrcj7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:31
Subject: Listen up
To whom it may concern,

My name is learfz, and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality.

Allowing a 'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet is not a good idea. It's burning
the candle at both ends; just about every ISP already charges their customers very high rates for mediocre service.
Charging companies for providing data as well is short-sighted and indefensible.

It would also seriously harm competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for new companies. New
streaming video sites would become exceedingly difficult to start, for example, because they would not have the
wherewithal to pay ISPs for faster speeds that established corporations enjoy.

Further, this would hurt consumers. We already don't have much choice as to which ISP we use. With fast lanes, we
would be stuck with poor service if we did not use an ISP that companies opted to pay. So not only will new internet
companies be hurt by the policy, new and small ISPs could also be severely impacted because no company will pay for
faster speeds in just a few counties.

Really, allowing a 'fast lane' would benefit large internet service providers while hurting everybody else. Forget net
neutrality, that's not neutrality.

As a consumer, I urge the FCC to classify ISPs as common carriers. But failing that, at least refrain from implementing
this disastrous policy.

Thank you very much for your time,

------------------------------ Email 9,512 ------------------------------

From: cjosaphat
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:31
Subject: No on a cable fast lane
NO. Do not stifle American innovation to give Comcast 10 extra years of price gouging. Make no mistake, companies
who try to force their worldview on the American public always lose at the end. Picked up a Yellow Pages book, lately?

Reclassify broadband internet as a public utility. DSL should be abolished and everyone in the country should have the
opportunity to purchase at least 2 Mbps internet.
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------------------------------ Email 9,513 ------------------------------

From: holliday1274
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Larry Holliday
1274 elizabeth st
Crete, IL 60417
US

------------------------------ Email 9,514 ------------------------------

From: wdivil
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:31
Subject: PLEASE KEEP THE INTERNET OPEN
Keep the Internet open its pretty much the last thing we have left!

------------------------------ Email 9,515 ------------------------------

From: oldgoat50
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Michael Evans

VA 22807
US

------------------------------ Email 9,516 ------------------------------

From: xenoouterverse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Dayaan Scarborough
36533 rodeo street
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palmdale, CA 93552
US

------------------------------ Email 9,517 ------------------------------

From: political
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

I am personally ashamed that for this country that we can not continue to be a leader in technology. Most countries
enjoy faster and more stable internet that is currently provided here, and rules like this will only continue to hinder us
and push high tech job to other countries. Maybe you should think about the average American citizen before listening
to your lobbyist friends in the cable industry.

Nayt Brookes
2204 Lexington Ave N
apt 1
Roseville, MN 55113
US

------------------------------ Email 9,518 ------------------------------

From: ssvannote
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:33
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

WENDELL VAN NOTE
500 Sugar St
Veedersburg, IN 47987
US

------------------------------ Email 9,519 ------------------------------

From: leisring
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:33
Subject: Net Neutrality
Federal Communications Commission:

Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:
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1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Please do something to protect the Internet in the form that it was originally intended for the public at large.

Thank you,

Adam Leisring

------------------------------ Email 9,520 ------------------------------

From: jhopkins40
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:33
Subject: Message from a citizen
Hello, I am a citizen of the United States of America, and I am telling you that I want Internet Service Providers classed
as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 9,521 ------------------------------

From: reyvelahuman
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 21:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rey Vela
2238 W Winona St
apt 2
Chicago, IL 60625

------------------------------ Email 9,522 ------------------------------

From: cecilia.noecker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:34
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cecilia Noecker

 98105

------------------------------ Email 9,523 ------------------------------

From: daniel c matthews
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Daniel Matthews

CT 06035
US

------------------------------ Email 9,524 ------------------------------
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From: lucas.cooter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:34
Subject: Net Neutrality!
Your lobbyist chairman needs to leave immediately. I support Net Neutrality!
<http://www.pcworld.com/article/2148700/under-fire-over-net-neutrality-plans-fcc-seeks-early-feedback.html>

------------------------------ Email 9,525 ------------------------------

From: rob.goodenow
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rob Goodenow
3 Pineledge Ln
Topsham, ME 04086

------------------------------ Email 9,526 ------------------------------

From: mechenault
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:35
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Hello,

My name is Michael Chenault.  I am a 26 year old Software Developer from Carrollton Texas.  I am writing to express
my deep concern over your sudden switch in attitudes regarding net neutrality.  Net neutrality is a corner stone of a
prosperous future and even the thought of loosing a hint of net neutrality is incredibly concerning.  I am a small business
 owner and I am unable to pay higher fees to make sure that my service is properly supported by the ISP's.  Without net
neutrality, we wouldn't stand a chance.  Please for the love of God don't do this.  Net neutrality is so important to the
future of the country  There's already enough crap that's wrong with how the government does things but I had such
high hopes about the FCC taking care of the internet.  Please don't just become another talking point of failure.

Thank you,
Michael Chenault

1517 Brisbane Dr.
Carrollton TX 75007

------------------------------ Email 9,527 ------------------------------

From: mrsmrhilltop
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 21:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

THIS WILL ONLY HELP BIG BUSINESS AND HURT ALL AMERICANS. PLEASE STOP THIS.

Brenda Hill
27006 Herring Rd

Greenwood, MO 64034
US

------------------------------ Email 9,528 ------------------------------

From: serocon88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Martha O'Connor

------------------------------ Email 9,529 ------------------------------

From: insignificantuser
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: Keep corporate interests out of the internet
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
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Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,530 ------------------------------

From: edgarharris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: New Net rules

Bad idea, people will put up with your proposed changes right up until you are fired! Stop working for the corporations
and start working for us!
Ed's IPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,531 ------------------------------

From: drewts86
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Smith
965 Henderson Ave
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Sunnyvale, CA 94086

------------------------------ Email 9,532 ------------------------------

From: shicks052309
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susan Hicks

Alexandria, VA 22306

------------------------------ Email 9,533 ------------------------------

From: tom.crawford
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: Please Support Net Neutrality
I found this letter on reddit and it supports my views on net neutrality.
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his
position. The recent policy proposal from the FCC on net neutrality
enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for
the delivery of content that the subscriber already paid them for. Such
a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National
Cable Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's
responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and
the exercise of free speech. Broadband providers use public rights of
way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is
limited. Accordingly the government has an obligation to ensure that
this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real
(> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The FCC has done nothing to
promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications
service". The companies that operate the network must not be allowed to
discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of
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traffic transmitted over the network. For almost all people, there is
only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must
not be permitted to control who and what can be access or to
artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to
connect people wanting long distance service from Sprint and other
providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data
through the network should be provided by third parties; without
discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for
the purpose of routing it to it's intended destination and not
otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that
phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,534 ------------------------------

From: odysseus123321
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: Net Neutrality!
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.
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In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,535 ------------------------------

From: tsii danu pooni
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: DON'T ALLOW isps to charge content providers!
Hello!

I am entirely against any sort of end to "net neutrality". I hold this position for three reasons:

First, I support the idea of a free internet. A great deal of the internet's value has come from the innovation not of large
standing firms, but of many individuals collectively building off each other's work. Without allowing everyone equal
opportunity to the internet, the innovative potential and the inherent economic growth from such innovation will remain
stunted.

Second, allowing ISPs to throttle specific providers misleads internet users as to the quality of provider's content. An
unscrupulous ISP can make any competing provider of services slower, and thus make the ISP's offering seem better
despite not offering an empirically better service to customers. This is already happening, one writeup exists here:
http://geekslop.com/2014/isp-throttle-netflix-streaming-video-service-fix-overcome-net-neutrality-problems

And third - any argument regarding how bandwidth costs money is null considering telecom companies had promised
bidirectional 45mbps by now for most of America, after taking hundreds of billions in service charges and tax breaks
since the 90's specifically for the purpose of upgrading internet infrastructure. The proposed upgrades would have more
than enough to handle the current level of traffic. Ending net neutrality would further increase the essential monopoly on
 telecommunications in America - as we approach a literal monopoly, we also have lost standings in the world's
broadband rankings, being 24th in terms of population percentage with broadband.

Undoing the egregious misallocation of  taxpayer money is beyond the scope of this e-mail, but I can hope that further
injustice won't take place.

-Travis Siapno

------------------------------ Email 9,536 ------------------------------

From: bkswain87
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bradley Swain
209 W 108th St apt 11
New York, NY 10025

------------------------------ Email 9,537 ------------------------------

From: tonydiethelm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:37
Subject: Net Neutrality
Are you people TRYING to fuck up the internet?

Common Carrier rules should apply. Net Neutrality should be the rule. Reclassify broadband!

Stop deregulating the internet and going off to become lobbyists.

Tony Diethelm
Geek. Concerned Citizen.

------------------------------ Email 9,538 ------------------------------

From: duediligence24-7
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Matthew Curtis

MI 48322

------------------------------ Email 9,539 ------------------------------

From: gefry.solaman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Gefry Solaman

PA 19064

------------------------------ Email 9,540 ------------------------------

From: zmegaman0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dale Bates

 27265

------------------------------ Email 9,541 ------------------------------

From: mechenault
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:38
Subject: Maintain Net Neutrality
Hello,

My name is Michael Chenault.  I am a 26 year old Software Developer from Carrollton Texas.  I am writing to express
my deep concern over your sudden switch in attitudes regarding net neutrality.  Net neutrality is a corner stone of a
prosperous future and even the thought of loosing a hint of net neutrality is incredibly concerning.  I am a small business
 owner and I am unable to pay higher fees to make sure that my service is properly supported by the ISP's.  Without net
neutrality, we wouldn't stand a chance.  Please for the love of God don't do this.  Net neutrality is so important to the
future of the country  There's already enough crap that's wrong with how the government does things but I had such
high hopes about the FCC taking care of the internet.  Please don't just become another talking point of failure.

Thank you,
Michael Chenault

1517 Brisbane Dr.
Carrollton TX 75007

------------------------------ Email 9,542 ------------------------------

From: nickbsand
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nicholas Sanders
6278 Cavan Drive #4
Citrus Heights, CA 95621

------------------------------ Email 9,543 ------------------------------

From: r.e.williamsiv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:38
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Roy Williams

 42740

------------------------------ Email 9,544 ------------------------------

From: antonios.hondroulis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Hello,
please classify SPs as "common carriers" and maintain neutrality, as it greatly
increases the benefit to the general public and innovation. The internet should be
for everyone the same, the same way that highways are used by everyone equally
and there are no money-based preferred lanes.

Thank you,
A.

------------------------------ Email 9,545 ------------------------------

From: jdmuhly
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:39
Subject: Net Neutrality Plans
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There is exactly ONE type of information that aught to be allowed to be tiered: spam, aka unrequested information.

Any data exchange between two consenting parties should not be allowed to be priced, throttled, or messed with in any
way based on content.

------------------------------ Email 9,546 ------------------------------

From: spm11b
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:39
Subject: Regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves --and subsequently the nation-- from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
 internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,

   Sandro Martin

------------------------------ Email 9,547 ------------------------------

From: jfarmer00
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:39
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jared Farmer

 63052

------------------------------ Email 9,548 ------------------------------

From: yoderaustin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:39
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Austin Yoder (  writes:

Hi Tom. I would just like to say that I despise what you are doing to the Internet and net neutrality. What you are doing
is moving the United States backwards in terms of technology and nothing is gained by doing so. Therefore, I would
like to request for the FCC to classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.
Thank You,
Austin
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,549 ------------------------------
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From: eadelsberg91
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:40
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
Please classify the internet as a Title II Telecommunications Service.

Be on the right side of history. Don't let it fall.

------------------------------ Email 9,550 ------------------------------

From: nikorasu85
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:40
Subject: The Internet is a utility! We need REAL Net Neutrality!
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business via the internet, it is imperative that broadband
access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under
the Communications Act. It is quite obvious that internet providers should be classified as Common Carriers.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic over another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane' for
those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   In addition, charging for a "fast lane" is essentially charging for the same service TWICE. Both ends of the network
pay for their connection already, and should not be charged a second time for the right to access each other fairly. And a
 "fast lane" will undoubtedly lead to an intentionally slower-lane, with poor quality that will never be in the interest of
ISPs to improved.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted by everyone. It is the 21st century
equivalent of an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own
accord, but the right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon. The internet has had an
incredibly beneficial effect on our world, through the open access to information and communication that it has brought,
 and we would not have such a benefit, if the internet looked like the proposed changes. It could transform the internet
into something like a tiered cable TV package.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access. Any "fast lane" would also impose such a
limit on everyone else not using it.

   As a citizen and consumer, I once again Strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen,
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   Nikolaus Stromberg

   Somonauk, IL 60552

------------------------------ Email 9,551 ------------------------------

From: johnnyorr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Orr
3401 7 Lakes West
west end, NC 27376

------------------------------ Email 9,552 ------------------------------

From: tvandoor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:40
Subject: Net Nuetrality
Please consider classifying the Internet as a Title II Telecommunications Service, similar to what phone lines are used as
 today. Communication through the Internet should not be limited by ISPs charging companies for a "fast lane". Thanks
for your consideration.

------------------------------ Email 9,553 ------------------------------

From: jeneej
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jenee Jernigan
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Rialto, CA 92376

------------------------------ Email 9,554 ------------------------------

From: refan89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:41
Subject: Oppose Net Neutrality

Hello,
I'm contacting you to register my opposition to the proposed net neutrality rules. I fear the rules force ISPs into a model
that doesn't fit the industry. I think it's best if providers are allowed to choose (and invent) new models to best fit the
ever-changing market conditions. Thanks.
--
 <http://i1181.photobucket.com/albums/x421/refan89/Signature.png>

------------------------------ Email 9,555 ------------------------------

From: deciduousbees
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:41
Subject: Please keep the internet open as it was meant to be
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 9,556 ------------------------------

From: jzeng
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jin Zeng

 33199

------------------------------ Email 9,557 ------------------------------

From: lctennis21
To:
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gov
Date: 4/26/2014 21:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Leighton Copley
mailto:

318-560-1243

------------------------------ Email 9,558 ------------------------------

From: shelby
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:41
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position.  The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers  with fees for the delivery of content that
 the subscriber already paid them for.  Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National
Cable Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech.  Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited.  Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access.  The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service".  The companies that operate the network
must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
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network.  For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,559 ------------------------------

From: brett.gilpin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:41
Subject:
Hello,

I am an American citizen who has watched the events over Net Neutrality for quite a while. I have been wary of the
consequences of the direction things are headed and until very recently I have never known what I can do to try and
affect things other than discuss the issues on websites. I believe that my fellow Americans and I both demand, and
President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused. Given that the installation of internet
cables is controlled by the local governments just as utilities are, it is unjust to not list them as a utility to be controlled
by the government granting them this monopoly.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service. I have seen statistics that of any kind of internet
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service options other than satellite internet, more than 99% of Americans have two or less options. This is a real
problem as there is no legitimate competition between any companies and it stifles technological growth and allows for
ISP’s to overcharge for internet speeds that people from foreign countries can only laugh at because it is too
unbelievable.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on content, source, or destination. There are many ISP’s that are attempting to
collect and sell your data to other companies which is obviously something that should be illegal as their customers have
 no way to stop them from doing so.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly. The necessity and issues that happened around phone services at this time mirror our current situation with
internet service providers and so I believe they should be regulated as Title II Telecommunication Services as that is
what internet traffic at its core is just communication from one end to the other via 1’s and 0’s representing what is said.

Sincerely,

Brett Gilpin

------------------------------ Email 9,560 ------------------------------

From: twelveraptor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stephen Hansen
9821 Freestate Pl
Montgomery Village, MD 20886
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------------------------------ Email 9,561 ------------------------------

From: evan.grinde
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Evan Grinde

VA 24101

------------------------------ Email 9,562 ------------------------------

From: patstaten
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:42
Subject: Don't turn it into a toll road
Where some can pay and some can't--clearly censorship and unfair. So go
ahead nad happily destroy the biggest and greatest invention since the
printing press, something that has a real potential to move the human race
to the next step.

But you'll do it. I'm sure. Put a toll road on it so those with money get
service and others don't. The American way.

But someone somewhere will find a way around it. You don't control the world
wide network of the web anymore and you'll just turn yourself into objects
of ridicule if you try to put toll booths on the web.

But no doubt you'll do it  anyway.

------------------------------ Email 9,563 ------------------------------

From: rwist
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robert Wist

 85018

------------------------------ Email 9,564 ------------------------------

From: q.bailey
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:43
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Quin Bailey

 43026

------------------------------ Email 9,565 ------------------------------

From: tjjohnsto
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:43
Subject: Neutrality
Make laws for consumers. Not for corporations. Keep the net neutral and treat all traffic the same regardless of what it
is. This should be law. Internet is as important to society as food/water/shelter.

-Tom

------------------------------ Email 9,566 ------------------------------

From: niki
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,
     You must protect net neutrality! Without it, customers will pay
more for less, startups and small businesses will be not be able to
compete. The internet is an integral part of our everyday life. Losing
net neutrality will affect everything, including our freedom and our
ability to move up in. It won't happen overnight, but it will ruin all
that is great about the USA and lead us to a decline.

Sincerely,
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Nereida Roman

------------------------------ Email 9,567 ------------------------------

From: kamikage
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

--
Regards,
Adrian Rodriguez

------------------------------ Email 9,568 ------------------------------

From: ianhansonhome
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:44
Subject: Net Neutrality
I would like ISP's classified as title II Telecommunications Services.

Please do not let the amount of money that private companies are using sway your decision.

Please.
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------------------------------ Email 9,569 ------------------------------

From: klh.sunvalley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Karin Horvath
PO Box 642
Ketchum, ID 83340
US

------------------------------ Email 9,570 ------------------------------

From: james.allen.vaughan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:45
Subject: Extremely upset by recent news
Hi,

I am extremely upset by the way the future of the Internet is going.  Internet access should be considered a right due to
the power it brings to education and communication.  As such, it should be scheduled as a Title II Telecommunications
Service in order to stop it from being bastardized to create a second "Ma Bell" monopoly.

You really should reconsider your recent stance on Net Neutrality.  It is nowhere near the definition of the term that we,
the people, believe it to have.

Thank you,

-James

------------------------------ Email 9,571 ------------------------------

From: cgifford180
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:45
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Chase Gifford (  writes:

How dare you try to manipulate a true net neutrality! Your behind the scenes dealings with greedy corporations in order
to create monopolies isn't hidden enough you two faced son of a bitch. "Oh we would never do something like that to
you. Our actions are always in the best interest of the American people." Hogwash! A dishonest person in power, a god
damn cliche at this point. Stop trying to manipulate us for your own gains! It's enough!

One of the most effective tactics of an invading military is to inhibit the flow of information in a population; this
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includes which information is shared and by who. Today we see this war being waged on American citizens. That's
YOU, buddy! This is sickening!
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,572 ------------------------------

From: hughes37
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:45
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Hughes
676 CR 442
Pontotoc, MS 38863
US

------------------------------ Email 9,573 ------------------------------

From: tehdef
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:45
Subject: Open Internet
I support an open, uncharged internet. I don't want ISP's to double dip content creators, and I don't want to have to pay
more for businesses who are taxed by ISP's.

I want the internet to be free. I don't want ISP's to be able to hold the internet hostage. Please allow major internet
freedom groups to participate in the discussion to make good rules.

------------------------------ Email 9,574 ------------------------------

From: konrad.malkowski
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:45
Subject: FCC "Fast Lanes" proposal
Dear Member of the FCC,

I am writing to you regarding the FCC plans to allow for "fast lane" traffic in last mile connections (i.e., connections
from servers to ISP broadband subscribers). The FCC claims that supporting "fast lane" traffic would not affect net
neutrality, and it would not affect other services. It appears that either members of FCC do not understand how internet
technology works, or are simply ignoring it due to telecom lobbying efforts.

Here is how it works. Comcast/Verizon/Charter setup a "local node" within a mile from customers. The "local node" has
 aggregate bandwidth of, for example 1 Terrabit (1024 Gigabits) per second. This aggregate bandwidth is then shared by
 the whole neighborhood. In current setup the internet traffic is handled more or less in a fair fashion, where each
subscriber gets an equal share of the total bandwidth (up to his/her connection limit). So for example a user who is
paying for a 30Mb/s connection will get up to that much bandwidth of the total aggregate.
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If many users are using the bandwidth heavily then performance will be degraded evenly for all of them (using the
following formula: Total Local Node bandwidth available / number of users).

Under proposed FCC rules ISPs could carve out fast lanes for corporations that pay for them, or for their own services.
FCC claims that they would not degrade the performance of other services, but this is simply not true.

IF we assume that the local node bandwidth is fixed, the only way to carve out fast lanes is by basically reserving off a
chunk of total bandwidth for fast lanes. This would lead to situations where two users under the same load conditions (at
 the local node) and with the same bandwidth subscriptions would have widely different experiences depending on
whether they were using a service paying for the "fast lane" and one that wasn't paying for the fast lane.

Presumably, if demands on the fast lane services were increasing, the bandwidth for these services would come at the
expense of the "non fast lane" bandwidth. For example, google hangouts or Skype chats might be dropped or degraded,
because ISP movie service is provided via a "fast lane".

Since I already pay for high speed internet access to an ISP, I do not believe that they should be allowed to double dip.
Instead they should provide me with the bandwidth that I subscribe to, and not look for tricks and workarounds on how
to degrade my user experience.

I would also like to add that elsewhere in the world (for example the EU), internet legislation contains strong support for
 net neutrality, that prevents ISPs from favoring one traffic over another.  I would like to see the same in our American
legislation.

I hold a Ph.D. in Computer Science and Engineering from Pennsylvania State University, and I'm a Software Engineer
at Amazon in Cambridge, MA. I believe that the proposed FCC rules would only benefit ISPs and would have negative
impact on both users and content creators. Therefore I urge to support open internet and net neutrality and withdraw the
FCC proposal for last mile "Fast Lanes".

Sincerely,

Konrad Malkowski, Ph.D.

PS. I have also written to my senators.

------------------------------ Email 9,575 ------------------------------

From: thardin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:46
Subject: Net Neutrality Solution
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.
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Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen, Troy Hardin

------------------------------ Email 9,576 ------------------------------

From: piper50w
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:46
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jack Bennett
P.O.box 364
DeKalb, IL 60115
US

------------------------------ Email 9,577 ------------------------------

From: jacks8981
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:46
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jack Stansfield (  writes:
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Net Neutrality is absolutely necessary for free and open communication in the twenty-first century. Anything less would
 be a huge setback for the US.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,578 ------------------------------

From: thealexx17
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alex Tran
11961 Rexford Rd
Garden Grove, CA 92840

------------------------------ Email 9,579 ------------------------------

From: vide0bug13
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:48
Subject: Bad Idea.
I don't care how much Comcast or Verizon are paying you. Your new measures will ruin the internet's availability to
new business and raise prices, or add fees to existing services. You are going to ruin the internet for America, and
foreseeably further stunt economic growth where it matters.

------------------------------ Email 9,580 ------------------------------

From: anwamba
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:48
Subject: Classify ISPs as Title II and be done with it already
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his
position. The recent policy proposal from the FCC on net neutrality
enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for
the delivery of content that the subscriber already paid them for. Such
a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National
Cable Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's
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responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and
the exercise of free speech. Broadband providers use public rights of
way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is
limited. Accordingly the government has an obligation to ensure that
this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real
(> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The FCC has done nothing to
promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications
service". The companies that operate the network must not be allowed to
discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of
traffic transmitted over the network. For almost all people, there is
only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must
not be permitted to control who and what can be access or to
artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to
connect people wanting long distance service from Sprint and other
providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data
through the network should be provided by third parties; without
discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for
the purpose of routing it to it's intended destination and not
otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that
phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,581 ------------------------------

From: puppetx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please do not pander to large internet service providers.  Please keep the internet a fair public resource for all.

------------------------------ Email 9,582 ------------------------------

From: brendalee131
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brenda Elston (  writes:

Please don't give away our Internet to Verizon and Comcast. Don't let your legacy be "the man who screwed all
Americans. Except the very richest ones". Seriously, why would you even consider giving corporations even more
power and money? Are you being bought?
------------------------------------------------------------
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Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,583 ------------------------------

From: grin3d
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:49
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Gary Robert (  writes:

Respectfully.
Do you really want to go down in history as one of the five people who actually voted to compromise/segregate the
most influential, equalizing tool for democracy and education our planet has ever benefited from ?
"Legitimi$ed" corporate manipulation of the net is a socially divisive, international security threat to all current and
future generations.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,584 ------------------------------

From: jonspinac1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:49
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jon Spinac
29 East 22nd Street
Apt 4-South
New York, NY 10010
US

------------------------------ Email 9,585 ------------------------------

From: gbuhtz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:49
Subject: Proposed Net Neutrality Rules Unworkable, Oppose
Dear Members of the FCC,

Allowing those who can afford to pay for a "special lane" on the
Internet will crowd out other traffic, making it slower. It will provide
no incentive for ISPs to improve overall service. Any ISP moving into a
service area served by another ISP will know it must discount prices in
order to compete, reducing the incentive to invest in new service areas,
but encourage mergers instead. Reducing competition always results in
poorer service.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

The FCC is not staffed sufficiently, and never will be, to police the
myriad service provider and ISP agreements. To proceed with the proposed
rules is to abdicate the role for which the FCC was created and instead
waste taxpayer dollars on unproductive litigation. No specific
determined trial will be generally applicable, and each trial will be
subject to trade secret laws and not of benefit to the public. The
public (families, students, small business owners) individually lack the
time and money to pursue litigation against their ISP for failure to
follow whatever guidelines are set, further limiting the incentive for
an ISP to be fair and "neutral".

I humbly request the FCC declare the business of an Internet Service
Provider to be that of a common carrier, subject to clear and already
legally tested regulation.

I understand that so declaring will be highly unpopular with certain big
businesses who wish to fully monetize what, while practically "neutral",
has become one of the best technologies known to mankind. Do not abandon
the United States of America to becoming a backwater with limited and
uncertain access to the future of media, the creative arts, news,
science, and society.

I highly value the small creators and need the Internet to be there for
them and myself without an intermediary deciding their relative value on
my behalf.

Best Regards,

Mr. Gregory S. Buhtz
22 Corthell Rd.
North Billerica, MA 01862

------------------------------ Email 9,586 ------------------------------

From: wagger81
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:49
Subject: Net Neutrality must be retained.
Simply put, allowing access to the highest bidder, would be like charging for access to the public library! Eventually the
 landscape would be dominated by a few small, very well backed organizations, limiting, and almost certainly, denying
access to anyone else. The public square of the digital realm must be protected and kept open. Please do your civic duty
as a public department and defend this spectrum. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chris Wagner

------------------------------ Email 9,587 ------------------------------

From: mhawks2005
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:50
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Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Sandra Hall

------------------------------ Email 9,588 ------------------------------

From: lcfirez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Louis Curbelo

FL 33174

------------------------------ Email 9,589 ------------------------------

From: wyatt.lansdale
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:50
Subject: Free Internet
Please make sure the internet stays free! You need to keep it free!

------------------------------ Email 9,590 ------------------------------

From: jmc6yz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:50
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Subject: My Short Perspective on Net Neutrality as a Republican, Programmer,  and Capitalist
Hi, I'm Josh and I'm a college student at UVA. I don't like wasting your time or mine so I'll keep this short.

To quote some standard 'right-wing' talking points: I don't think that the government should pick winners or losers. I
think that our government is currently and inherently bloated. I believe that the competitive free market is fairer to
businesses and more beneficial for consumers.

That being said, America needs a level playing field at home. A truly competitive free market is required domestically if
 we want our nation to be competitive internationally. This makes inherent sense--imagine if we rigged the trials to
determine who our Olympic athletes were. America would never win as a country. An uncompetitive playing field
produces uncompetitive companies.

I had an idea for a business a few months ago. I brought it to my friends, and we agreed to work on it over the summer.
We've already got some of it done, and our initial user tests are promising. We all have high hopes for our little venture,
but we're aware of the odds we're facing. I couldn't vote until last year and none of us have started a company before.
We're armed with an awesome idea and a whole lot of naive determination. Put frankly, our odds suck.

I don't know what a pay-to-play Internet would do to our odds, but it certainly wouldn't help-- we're college students,
and we simply can't afford to pay. A decision against net neutrality would greatly increase the costs, risks, and barriers
to entry that a young company faces. It's bad for startups, bad for competition, and good for industry giants.

So, as someone who wants to build something cool this summer, please don't decide against net neutrality.

The Internet is often compared to the frontier, which was wild and open and free before eventually and inevitably being
tamed. This is one of the stupidest comparisons that I've ever heard. In the simplest terms: you can't build more land, but
 you can build more Internet. Other countries have realized this. Instead of designating toll lanes in the information
highway, they're creating a bigger and faster highway for all. We would do well to learn from their example.

We don't need a freemium Internet. No consumers are asking for it.

Regards,
Joshua Choi
UVA '17

------------------------------ Email 9,591 ------------------------------

From: jmarjie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: Support for common carrier
I would like to voice my support for having internet providers reclassified as common carriers. The internet is the
largest and most significant advance in communication humans have devised. Given American's active and significant
investment in the development and promotion of the internet, we need to send a clear message that the internet is vital!
To humanity as a whole and to this very nation!

James Marjie

4598 Hearts Desire Ave.

Las Vegas, NV 89115

------------------------------ Email 9,592 ------------------------------
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From: si.keatley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: Vote to classify ISPs as common carriers
The internet is a utility.

Comcast / AT&T / Verizon are monopolies.

Vote to classify ISPs as common carriers so that those monopolies that exist do not have incentive to keep the slow lane
slow and the fast lane expensive (the current idiotic idea).

Net neutrality matters.

A LOT.

Please find a backbone and do what the people of America want, not what big business and all the corporate $$$ in
Washington want.

Simon & Allison Keatley

------------------------------ Email 9,593 ------------------------------

From: imthebause
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Peter Hutchison

WI 53562

------------------------------ Email 9,594 ------------------------------

From: theronsteineck
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Theron Steineck
688 County Road B East
Maplewood, MN 55117

------------------------------ Email 9,595 ------------------------------

From: vanpelm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Van Pelt

IA 50701

------------------------------ Email 9,596 ------------------------------

From: jedwardcoop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

jeff coop

 78626

------------------------------ Email 9,597 ------------------------------
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From: levspinac
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lev Spinac
29 East 22nd Street
New York, NY 10010
US

------------------------------ Email 9,598 ------------------------------

From: dw.grove
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:51
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II is Broadcast Services
yuep.

------------------------------ Email 9,599 ------------------------------

From: wiliam0183
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:52
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Will Hatoum

Palmdale, CA 93551
US

------------------------------ Email 9,600 ------------------------------

From: puppetx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:52
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 9,601 ------------------------------

From: susan.bernofsky
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:52
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Subject: Preserve Net neutrality!
Dear FCC,

I'm writing to add my voice to the many others who are urging you to preserve net neutrality and NOT allow for the
creation of a pay-for-play information environment. To do so would greatly hamper the free flow of information and
harm our democracy. Financial interests already have far too great a say in how our country is run; an equal opportunity
Internet is crucial in maintaining our democratic values.

Please - preserve Net neutrality!

Yours sincerely,

Susan Bernofsky

...............................................
Susan Bernofsky
535 W. 110th St., 11E
New York, NY 10025

(646) 717-7374

www.susanbernofsky.com

------------------------------ Email 9,602 ------------------------------

From: viamptor
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:52
Subject: Title II telecommunications
Hello,

Im writing to ask you to keep the internet free from toll roads that stifle innovation and pass costs on to consumers. We
should  classify broadband Access as a Title II telecommunications service.

as a start. Net neutrality Must be maintained to keep a free fair and thriving internet.

Thank you,

Matthew Padgett

------------------------------ Email 9,603 ------------------------------

From: ramzler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:53
Subject: Reclassify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services
An open internet and net neutrality are crucial for a free society and successful democracy. It is time to reclassify ISPs
as Title II Telecommunications Services.
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--

Robert Amzler
Treasurer - SEDS ASU

(516)-242-5293

www.linkedin.com/in/ramzler<http://www.linkedin.com/in/ramzler>

------------------------------ Email 9,604 ------------------------------

From: bttyb981
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Please protect our rights!!

Betty Brooks
123 2nd Ave. So.
Hailey, ID 83333
US

------------------------------ Email 9,605 ------------------------------

From: brentproffitt
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:53
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Brent Proffitt (  writes:

Please do not end net neutrality. Why are you giving away the last little bit of democracy we have, to the highest
bidder? Is this how you want to be remembered? Do the right thing for all Americans
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,606 ------------------------------

From: janet
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Janet Dunham
291 Owings Creek Rd
Hamilton, MT 59840
US

------------------------------ Email 9,607 ------------------------------

From: prout6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Savannah Prout

 60107

------------------------------ Email 9,608 ------------------------------

From: xxletheanxx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: My Thoughts
In the near future the internet will play an even larger role in our lives than it already does. Many of us(I know I can't)
can imagine our daily lives without it. From checking bank accounts, to shopping, or even looking up recipes the
internet is such a great tool. We(the US) are already so far behind most other countries as far as speed and cost of
broadband service, and not having good regulations to stop one ISP from winning is going to make things worse. We
already pay twice as much for 1/10th of the speed, and from what I have read you plan on doing nothing to fix this. We
need a open internet where backroom deals don't exist. We need to encourage large employers(like netflix) to continue
to expand, and comcast charging them more for traffic is just going to hinder that. Furthermore we need to do more to
enable competition between ISPs.

------------------------------ Email 9,609 ------------------------------

From: christopher.james.johnston
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: Reclassify ISP's as Title II Telecommunications Services.
The human population deserves a space to promote creativity and growth. That will be stifled if Net Neutrality is not
kept and enforced. The internet has brought so many amazing things to where they are now, what's the point of
advancing technology and making it available to consumers if the pipeline needed to use it is going to be choked and
tolled. Reclassify the Internet as a utility and keep the internet agile or watch creativity and innovation die out at the
hands of greed.

------------------------------ Email 9,610 ------------------------------
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From: quarong
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: Net neutrality is an important facet of this technology
Please, do not allow private censorship to propagate more than it already has. It has pervaded our media, allowing news
networks to select our major political candidates and eschewing the ones who do not support thier agenda. The Internet
is the only safe haven for free information. Allowing companies to streamline some packets and stymie others will
solidify our ignorance.

Darrell Williams

------------------------------ Email 9,611 ------------------------------

From: samrenedennis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: Keep Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioners,

As an American citizen who has always learned of the values of democracy, the abandonment of Net Neutrality
concerns me greatly. Of late, the internet has become a source of reform and a catalyst for greater democracy. Look at
the Arab Spring, Ukraine, etc. With the internet, people are given back some of the power that has been lost to
corporations and government. China has realized this, Turkey has realized this, and North Korea has realized this. China
 censors their search results, Turkey has shut down anti-government Twitter accounts, and North Korea has forbidden
internet to the general populace. They censor and restrict the internet from their people because it scares them, and
rightfully so: the internet exposes their corruption and power. Now it is becoming apparent that one of the people's
source of power - the internet - is going to be restricted in the U.S. as well. The internet is another check and balance in
our system, and should not be abused by big business.

In the context of the recent court decisions that allow greater monetary donations to political candidates, the end of Net
Neutrality confirms some of my fears. It seems as though our politicians and officials are becoming spokespersons for
big corporations rather than for the people, and this just solidifies my impression. Please don't confirm my fears, please
don't end Net Neutrality for the sake of money. When we began this "Democratic Experiment" in 1783, every other
major nation believed we would fail and devolve into a Monarchy or Oligarchy. Please don't make the English, French,
and Spanish of the 18th century right - preserve our democracy and prove that a system that guarantees freedom is
possible.

Our future depends on you.

Sam Dennis

------------------------------ Email 9,612 ------------------------------

From: astefano30
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alexandrq Stefanovic
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------------------------------ Email 9,613 ------------------------------

From: hirebrand1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Yolanda Alexander
1749 36th St., SW
Wyoming, MI 49519
US

------------------------------ Email 9,614 ------------------------------

From: todd.church
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Todd Church
4222 Euclid Rd
Interlochen, MI 49643

------------------------------ Email 9,615 ------------------------------

From: saffannabarns
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:55
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Carolyn Barnes (  writes:

We the people of the United States are tired of monopolies and strong arm tactics costing us more fees and less service
for those fees. Must be nice to be you. It's not so nice to have to live with less and less opportunity and less ability to
pay for basics because of the income gap and people like you making crazy decisions. Some day the money will dry up
for even more folks and there will be even less people to pay those fees. Where will you and your ilk be when there is
no longer a public to rob?
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16
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------------------------------ Email 9,616 ------------------------------

From: tresboren
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tres Boren
4914 Bonny Dr
Wichita Falls, TX 76302

------------------------------ Email 9,617 ------------------------------

From: tombrinkmeyer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:55
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Tom Brinkmeyer

CO 81611

------------------------------ Email 9,618 ------------------------------

From: eiversen1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Eleanor iversen
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FL 33618

------------------------------ Email 9,619 ------------------------------

From: junbringer
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 21:56
Subject: Net neutrality
Give it to me.  Now.

--

Choose who you are.

------------------------------ Email 9,620 ------------------------------

From: margaretlane200
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:56
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Margaret Lane
251 Hales Dr
Selah, WA 98942
US

------------------------------ Email 9,621 ------------------------------

From: emuzykin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Eugene Muzykin

 02474
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------------------------------ Email 9,622 ------------------------------

From: petyo39
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:57
Subject: Net neutrality
I want ISPs classified as a Class 2 telecommunications service.

------------------------------ Email 9,623 ------------------------------

From: neuroslice
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gavin J Sonne
777 Archer St
Apt 6
Salinas, CA 93901

------------------------------ Email 9,624 ------------------------------

From: markscochrane
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Cochrane
4545 Center Boulevard
Apt. 3909
Long Island City, NY 11109

------------------------------ Email 9,625 ------------------------------

From: secapoc
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Be on the right side of history! Stand up and be counted and be a hero for a democratic internet!

Michael Stone
1645 Hyde Street #6
San Francisco, CA 94109
US

------------------------------ Email 9,626 ------------------------------

From: bill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Bill Gunning
28 Hatch Road
Medford, MA 02155
US

------------------------------ Email 9,627 ------------------------------

From: locker.john
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

John Galt

 02911

------------------------------ Email 9,628 ------------------------------

From: jocriq
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jose Cruz
Callejon del clavo
Hasta el fondo
Tejeringo El Chocho, ot 14080
MX

------------------------------ Email 9,629 ------------------------------

From: davidbrucehughes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

Net neutrality is an important issue to Americans and the people of the world. The Internet should be a utility, with open
 and equal access to all its resources. Internet Service Providers should not be allowed to throttle services like Netflix or
Bitorrent to extract more profits. Nor should they be allowed to put bandwidth caps on accounts sold as 'unlimited'. The
FCC should lobby Congress, if necessary, for additional legislation to change its rules.

Sincerely yours,
David B. Hughes

------------------------------ Email 9,630 ------------------------------

From: katsino
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Don't read any other messages; just this one.
"When I see a slippery slope, my instinct is to build a terrace."

Don't ruin a good thing. Please.

--
Katsin Openshaw

------------------------------ Email 9,631 ------------------------------

From: lmr0107
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Lauren Richie

------------------------------ Email 9,632 ------------------------------

From: sil3ntassassin1138
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: I support NET NEUTRALITY
FCC commissioners,

I am a US citizen and registered voter, and I urge you to reconsider the allowing of ISPs to charge companies and
websites like Netflix for faster bandwidth. The Internet should be open and free, and I support classifying
broadband/Internet access as a Title II communications service, and I do NOT support any actions or regulations which
may favor certain websites or companies over others.

Thank you.

Stuart Gegenheimer

------------------------------ Email 9,633 ------------------------------

From: davidarleth
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:58
Subject: Net neutrality
I am both alarmed and dismayed of the news that the FCC would allow for an internet 'fast lane'.  These rules will create
 a two tiered internet that would be counter to the democratic nature of the web. Cost to entry would be higher and
content would be less diverse. In the end, ISP's win and internet citizens lose. The implications of effectively destroying
Net Neutrality are vast and can't be driven by the ISP lobby.

Please consider changing your position to do what is right for the American people. This is an opportunity for the US to
take a leadership role in the world's technology landscape by showing its commitment to a free and open web.

David Arleth

------------------------------ Email 9,634 ------------------------------

From: ncbrnidgrl
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Please don't kill Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service! Please reject the
new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Melissa Perritt

NC 28560

------------------------------ Email 9,635 ------------------------------

From: imanirouse
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Be the people's Hero.  Preserve Net Neutrality!!!

s denise rouse
1319 Beecher St
atl, GA 30310
US

------------------------------ Email 9,636 ------------------------------

From: stxbuffy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shaun Guhy

 78727
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------------------------------ Email 9,637 ------------------------------

From: matthewfazzino
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthew Fazzino

 92128

------------------------------ Email 9,638 ------------------------------

From: ben.stava
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Thank you,

Ben Stava

------------------------------ Email 9,639 ------------------------------

From: mschatz2001
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Monica Schatz
3608 Creekstone Ct.
Mckinney, TX 75071
US

------------------------------ Email 9,640 ------------------------------

From: btaslitz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ben Taslitz
1418 Edendale Street
Cleveland Heights, OH 44121
US

------------------------------ Email 9,641 ------------------------------

From: jscottkuehnert
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 21:59
Subject: Concerns about new FCC proposal
Hi,

My name is Scott Kuehnert, and I'm a recent graduate from University of Washington in Seattle, Washington. I
graduated with a degree in Informatics (with a focus on Human Computer Interaction) and a large part of my
coursework involved studying and building information systems online.

I am extremely concerned about the FCCs recent proposals to allow internet service providers to charge
websites/domains for access to "fastlanes" online and deny access to the same bandwidth for websites that don't pay
extra. For years the FCC has been saying that this kind of scheme will hurt innovation, both from ISPs who have less
incentives to upgrade their networks, and from independent content creators who must pay "gatekeepers" in order to
reach a wide audience.

We need a new plan that will preserve equal access for all websites.

Scott

------------------------------ Email 9,642 ------------------------------

From: rhondalawford2000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:00
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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   If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

   I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please
refrain from implementing this policy.

   I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

   Thank you for your time, Erin Rice

------------------------------ Email 9,647 ------------------------------

From: afganistanda
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:00
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Amanda Percy

------------------------------ Email 9,648 ------------------------------

From: bmekley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

paul zank
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846 N California Ave
3f
Chicago, IL 60622

------------------------------ Email 9,649 ------------------------------

From: glattyator
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Alex Glattly
14758 Starring Lake parkway
eden prairie, MN 55347

------------------------------ Email 9,650 ------------------------------

From: doniguan+fcc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Poes

 06854

------------------------------ Email 9,651 ------------------------------

From: fuque
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:01
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Bret Stitzer (  writes:

How can you be impartial on net neutrality when you were employed by the same people your changing the rules in
their favor. You need to excuse yourself from this. This hurts everyone but big money and corporations, us small
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businesses will be pushed into the back of the line and won't be able to compete.
That is what the internet a level playing field us small guys don't let cable providers crush us.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,652 ------------------------------

From: genie8158
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:01
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Eugenia Leftwich

------------------------------ Email 9,653 ------------------------------

From: raindropenter
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:01
Subject: Please Don't Destroy my Dream

Although I was not surprised, I found myself terrified of the upcoming proposed changes to the FCC's rule and
regulations which would allow ISPs to charge content hosting companies for figurative "fast lanes". I can completely
understand the supporting logic for this change, and would fully support it if there was a decent amount of competition
in the ISP business (which is looking to change in a hopeful direction), but in its current form making this change will
break the internet in a way that I couldn't bear.

I am an aspiring independent game developer. It has long been my dream to create games and, more importantly, supply
 them to the general public at as low a cost for my end users as possible. I fall asleep at night looking forward to
surviving purely off of donations for the games I create. I dropped out of college and work part time to support this
fantasy of mine. Now the FCC puts my dream at risk.

If these new rules are implemented then new online companies will require a hefty lump sum of money to break into the
 market. I'm sure you've read articles recently saying the exact same thing, but please consider for a moment how much
greater the impact is on game developers than sites such as Facebook or Cheapshark. While a standard internet site
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transfers less than a hundred kilobytes per customer, an online video game can easily require over 50 megabytes for half
 an hour of gaming (League of Legends requires approximately 40 MB per game). While indie devs can create purely
single player and local games, these rules would stifle the already stagnant gaming industry by massively limiting
innovation.

Please do not allow ISPs to charge companies for fast lanes.

Thank you,
--Sam Maxwell

Samuel Maxwell

WA 98012

------------------------------ Email 9,654 ------------------------------

From: masterdaishi
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:01
Subject: New Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

-Kyle French

Tucson, AZ

------------------------------ Email 9,655 ------------------------------

From: toookpls
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

NIck T

 11731
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------------------------------ Email 9,656 ------------------------------

From: dextar0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: In support of an open internet
To whom it may concern,

My name is Justin and I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is contrary to the concept of Net
Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements
of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you for your time

------------------------------ Email 9,657 ------------------------------

From: azureballoon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Amy Ball

CA 90210

------------------------------ Email 9,658 ------------------------------

From: jhale
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
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Subject: Reclassify ISPs as common carriers
I am writing to inform you that maintaining the internet as an open medium, fairly and uniformly accessible by all is
important to me and I believe critical to the long term health of the internet. True "net-neutrality" is crucial for the
internet to remain an information exchange conduit for the mutual beneficial use of all persons and entities. As such I
have signed a petition at Whitehouse.gov to "Reclassify Internet broadband providers as common carriers"
(https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/reclassify-internet-broadband-providers-common-carriers/4MrqLTlV)
Internet service providers (ISPs) should be classified similarly to telephone service providers and electric utilities,
requiring ISPs to provide internet connectivity to all subscribers & publishers at fair and uniform rate structures. I kindly
 request you consider my position and it's importance to the populace of these United States of America.

Sincerely,

John Hale

------------------------------ Email 9,659 ------------------------------

From: storywriter03
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Pagan

------------------------------ Email 9,660 ------------------------------

From: 4webclubs
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
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compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Laurel Hughes

------------------------------ Email 9,661 ------------------------------

From: aarontra
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

The internet should be protected! It should be open and free. Corporations should not be able to block, slow down or
interfere with the flow of information in any way.

Imagine if all roads were toll roads and if you wanted to get to work on time you had to pay a higher fee.

The FCC needs to strengthen the internet by insuring it is neutral!

Thank you for your time
Aaron

------------------------------ Email 9,662 ------------------------------

From: sevarner
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sheri Varner-Munt
2017 Valley Ct
Clayton, NC 27520

------------------------------ Email 9,663 ------------------------------

From: tworled
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

A Coward

 55411

------------------------------ Email 9,664 ------------------------------

From: tacomaprime
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gregory Clark
1311 Theodore St
Loves Park, IL 61111

------------------------------ Email 9,665 ------------------------------

From: tuf09468
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Hey Tom Wheeler. Just wanted to add my little tidbit here. Not sure why I am, because you will never fucking read this,
 but here it goes. I know you're not a bad guy. I know twenty or so years ago you would never think that what you do for
 the country would ultimately be harmful to your fellow Americans. I know you are doing this now thinking that this is
still the case. But it's just not dude. You pass this nonsense and you're playing for the companies. The big corporate
assholes that don't give a shit about people. And you have to understand that. No one should have to explain it to you.
Did you see the study that determined the American government acts more like an oligarchy than a democracy? You
saw it I'm sure. This proposal will push America further in that direction. And I don't know about you but I'd rather not
go any farther down that road. We have gone astray for too long now. You ought to know that, too. Alright well that's
my piece, if you want to read the thing the hippies wrote for the millionth time I'll leave it at the bottom -- feel free.

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nick Blom

PA 15226

------------------------------ Email 9,666 ------------------------------

From: andy.j.terranova
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:03
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Terranova

 18104

------------------------------ Email 9,667 ------------------------------

From: tonydelplato
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:04
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Anthony Del Plato
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------------------------------ Email 9,668 ------------------------------

From: janmichaelpaul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:04
Subject: Please Keep the Internet Free and Neutral
For once in this country's history, be an organization that does the right thing by the people, not by the pocketbooks.
Keep the internet from becoming a nightmare where only the Big Cats can play. The overwhelming support you would
have if you stood up to Big Money would be incredible. But don't do it for support. Don't do it for money. Don't do it
for politics. Do it for the fact that you know, deep down, that keeping the internet neutral is the right thing to do.

Be on the side of the American public.

Be on the right side of history.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan-Michael Paul

------------------------------ Email 9,669 ------------------------------

From: seegertp
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:04
Subject: Thanks for your time
To whom it may concern,

I suppose I should start my comments to the new regulation by explaining that I am terrified for the future of our
internet. It is clear now, more than ever, that careful and thoughtful process must be used in determined the infant laws
regulating the cyber world. With that being said I truly hope the FCC keeps in mind the protections of both the users and
 small based companies.

I mention these to classes because they appear to be the ones who will be impacted.

First, the user is already at a loss for any sort of control when it comes to their service provider. However, the one
shining hope is that we know unfiltered, undiscriminated will be delivered to us (at poor to low quality speeds that are
also overpriced). Allowing providers to facially discriminate against companies fo their choosing for "commercially
reasonable standards" is a scary concept. I am not terrified of governmental control but am afraid of the people we have
given to control too.

Second, since the faster tier system can only be entered via payment it will discriminate against economically
disadvantaged companies. Thus competition will lessen and the user will be left with little to no choice.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

In conclusion I think the FCC needs to consider that if they wants ISP's to continue running their businesses user's must
be confident that they can receive unfiltered content. If not then users won't be able to do anything anyways because the
oligopoly that the FCC allows the internet service providers to maintain ultimately harms the user.

Thanks for taking the time to do this, and hope it wasn't too negative. I really do enjoy being able to voice my opinion.

------------------------------ Email 9,670 ------------------------------

From: carterwgills
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:04
Subject: This is not fair
I'm a student, who happens to enjoy the perks of technology, I have a full time job and I'm a full time student. I pay for
everything I own. I also am a consumer of the internet, it helps with my studies, I find interesting articles in the
backwoods of the internet, as a history major you have to delve deep, your plan would cut those websites and make
them more difficult to find because they can't afford to pay a fee so people can get quick access.  I use netflix, and hbo
go, for my primary entertainment, I can't afford cable, but I can just barely afford internet, as necessity. A necessity for
millions. Stop please. Just stop. Let the internet be. This is freedom of speech you are destroying, you are making people
 have to pay to speak, to get their thoughts out there. Please just stop.
Love,
Carter

------------------------------ Email 9,671 ------------------------------

From: altondrew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:05
Subject: Comments on Open Internet rules
The Honorable Tom Wheeler, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Open Internet Rules

Dear Chairman Wheeler:

The Federal Communications Commission will face a myriad of issues during its attempt to implement net neutrality
rules.  I believe there are two issues the FCC should consider:

·         First, where a broadband provider and content provider make an arrangement for interconnection and the transit
of data, video, and other traffic over the Internet, what criteria should the FCC apply to determine whether the
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arrangement is commercially reasonable?

·          Second, does the commercially reasonable standard promote broadband deployment and adoption?

In general, allowing edge providers to enter into arrangements with broadband providers to pay for an additional high-
speed lane to end-users of an edge provider’s services is in keeping with section 706 of the Telecommunications Act of
1996.  Edge providers and broadband providers should be allowed to enter strategic partnerships that, pursuant to
section 706, remove barriers to infrastructure investment.  Fees paid for “second lanes” may go to recovering the costs
necessary for making faster access possible.

In addition, allowing companies like Netflix to enter into agreements with broadband providers such as Comcast to
deploy faster lanes, in my opinion, meets the national policy described in the Telecommunications Act of encouraging
deployment of advanced communications capability to all Americans.

A policy allowing edge providers to enter data transit arrangements with broadband providers also appears to be in
keeping with the court’s holding in Verizon v. FCC where the court determined that the FCC could have reasonably
contemplated that it has the power to regulate economic relationships between edge providers and broadband providers
if those relationships influence the rate and extent that broadband services are expanded for end-users.

This is where I believe the first issue I described becomes problematic.  The FCC will have to develop criteria for
ascertaining whether an arrangement between edge providers and broadband providers is commercially reasonable.
What should the FCC rely on as a guide toward those criteria?  Should the assessment be made after an arrangement is
entered but before it takes effect?  Should the FCC wait until after there is a conflict between parties?  Can the FCC
afford the delays to implementation that could be caused by case-by-case review of arrangements?  Can the FCC afford
to be seen as disrespecting the autonomy of contract making and the freedom of markets?

Commercial reasonableness should be left up to the edge providers and broadband providers to determine.  They best
understand their consumers’ ability and willingness to pay for services and the technology needed for meeting their
consumers’ needs.  The FCC should also leave dispute resolution to the courts and allow case law to develop and guide
future disputes.

Does a commercially reasonable standard promote broadband deployment?  While commercially reasonable
arrangements go toward facilitating smoother transit of traffic from edge providers to broadband providers because the
parties have leveraged their expertise on the markets in order to enter agreements, case-by-case reviews by the FCC
using some ambiguous standard will hinder broadband deployment.  I don’t see how case-by-case reviews of
arrangements between edge providers and broadband providers lead to timely deployment of broadband.

I look forward to reviewing the rules the FCC plans to release next month and would urge that the FCC create rules
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within a framework of the lightest touch possible and with an eye on rules that encourage investment, capital flow, and
broadband deployment and adoption.

Sincerely,

/s/Alton Drew

Alton Drew
Linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/altondrew

Twitter: @altondrew

------------------------------ Email 9,672 ------------------------------

From: trent.r.richardson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Trent Richardson
967 Greenbriar Avenue
Ottawa, ON K2C 0J8

------------------------------ Email 9,673 ------------------------------

From: amskeptic
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.
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Colin Kellogg
105 Brodhead Rd
West Shokan, NY 12494
US

------------------------------ Email 9,674 ------------------------------

From: sus205
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sondre Solstad
225 Park Place Apartment 1B
Brooklyn, NY 11238

------------------------------ Email 9,675 ------------------------------

From: noland abc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Noland C Ardis
390 Union Ave
Apt 1R
Brooklyn, NY 11211
US

------------------------------ Email 9,676 ------------------------------

From: davparker
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:06
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.
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I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
David Parker

------------------------------ Email 9,677 ------------------------------

From: bozarts1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Gary Umstattd
412 Spring St
Colorado Springs, CO 80904
US

------------------------------ Email 9,678 ------------------------------

From: lilyjean
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:07
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lily Adams
2341 Creekwood Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
US

------------------------------ Email 9,679 ------------------------------

From: mnharris138
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matt Harris

 05401

------------------------------ Email 9,680 ------------------------------

From: mnalep
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:07
Subject: I just wrote to the FCC in support of Internet "Net Neutrality" --  join me?
TO:  Tom Wheeler - FCC Chairman

Please do not alter the rules of the free, and open, Internet. Please do not give ISP's a green light to implement pay-for-
priority schemes. Pay schemes will be a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday Internet users who cannot afford
these unnecessary tolls.

I do not want to spend more money, to pay for internet content - at the discretion of broadband providers.

Thank You,
~ Matt Nalepinski

PS: Chairman Wheeler is encouraging the public to share their views now. He intends to have rules of the road in place
before the end of the year to protect consumers and entrepreneurs. He will be listening, and your comments will help
inform the final rules.

Please send your thoughts to mailto

http://www.fcc.gov/page/fcc-establishes-new-inbox-open-internet-comments

=================================================

TO: FAMILY

Chairman Wheeler is encouraging the public to share their views now. He intends to have rules of the road in place
before the end of the year to protect consumers and entrepreneurs. He will be listening, and your comments will help
inform the final rules.

If you agree - please forward this email to the FCC -  with your comments.

If you agree -  please forward this email to anyone you know who does not want to pay toll's for special internet lanes.

What we want to prevent:
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For example, if you subscribe to Netflix, the ISP's will be able to charge Netflix more for higher speed internet use. You
 could bet that Netflix will pass the rate increases on to it's customers.

Even if you do not use Netflix, imagine any other service you use, and it could be targeted by broadband providers like
Comcast, Verizon, AT&T, Brighthouse, or any other broadband internet provider that you use - and that service could
be charged extra fees (tolls) - and you could ultimately have to bear those increases.

Verizon struck a mortal blow against Net Neutrality by persuading a federal judge to throw out the Federal
Communication Commission’s Open Internet Order. And now FCC Chair Tom Wheeler faces a choice -- he can stand
up for Net Neutrality or help Verizon kill it for good. The fate of the open Internet rests on this choice.

Outrageously, Wheeler recently proposed a new set of rules that will put the final nail in the coffin for Net Neutrality.
This is wrong.

We only have until the May 15 FCC meeting to push back hard enough to get Wheeler to change course.

I also just signed a petition about this. It only takes a moment at the link below, if you would like to sign it also.

http://act.credoaction.com/sign/verizon_netneutrality/?
sp_ref=40286303.4.2081.e.27263.3&referring_akid=.7918322.ycUhUM&source=mailto_sp "

With this proposal, the FCC is aiding and abetting the largest ISPs in their efforts to destroy the open Internet," Free
Press President and CEO Craig Aaron said. "Giving ISPs the green light to implement pay-for-priority schemes will be
a disaster for startups, nonprofits and everyday Internet users who cannot afford these unnecessary tolls."

Thank You,
~ Matt Nalepinski

------------------------------ Email 9,681 ------------------------------

From: jpengland96
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jacob England

 07647

------------------------------ Email 9,682 ------------------------------

From: jdurning1
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:07
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

JAMES DURNING
1804 ELEUTHEREA POINT
D3
COCONUT CREEK, FL 33066

------------------------------ Email 9,683 ------------------------------

From: caleb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:08
Subject: Keep net neutrality alive
We need net neutrality!

------------------------------ Email 9,684 ------------------------------

From: mlee16
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Emily Jensen

 55409
US

------------------------------ Email 9,685 ------------------------------

From: spiritofdiscovery
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alexander Avanesov
PO Box 494
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Mountain View, CA 94042
US

------------------------------ Email 9,686 ------------------------------

From: jonhanke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Jonathan Hanke
124 John Street
Princeton, NJ 08542
US

------------------------------ Email 9,687 ------------------------------

From: jobee949
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

JoEllen Rudolph
09799 Townline Rd
Petoskey, MI 49770
US

------------------------------ Email 9,688 ------------------------------

From: jakelimon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jacob Limon
120 Lorita Dr
San Antonio, TX 78214
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------------------------------ Email 9,689 ------------------------------

From: mark
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:09
Subject: Net neutrality
I am opposed to the proposal by Chairman Tom Wheeler to let Internet service providers give preferential treatment to
some content providers on “commercially reasonable” terms.

Internet service is provided in most areas by one or two providers. It has become a essential utility—like electricity,
water, and telephone service.

It is essential to provide a level playing field, otherwise innovative providers of new Internet services will operate at a
considerable disadvantage to established incumbents.

Mark Duncan
Menlo Park, CA

------------------------------ Email 9,690 ------------------------------

From: taych03
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:09
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Taylor Christ
810 Bennett st
Sedro Woolley, WA 98284
US

------------------------------ Email 9,691 ------------------------------

From: sparkplug2525
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
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The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ed Fiedler

------------------------------ Email 9,692 ------------------------------

From: tonyraypatrick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:09
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen who conducts the lion's share of his shopping and leisure via the internet, it is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.  Internet is a utility.

Thank you very much for your time,

- A concerned citizen

------------------------------ Email 9,693 ------------------------------

From: brumby05
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Devin Wesenberg

OR 97701

------------------------------ Email 9,694 ------------------------------

From: ausitnellis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Austin Ellis
36 Lexington St
San Francisco, CA 94110

------------------------------ Email 9,695 ------------------------------

From: starkanfin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:10
Subject: Net neutrality
It's sad to see the FCC is selling out to the highest paying lobbyist rather than looking out for the American people.

When I'm out driving around I have never once said I really wish we had more toll roads.

I can't wait for the internet to become the long distance telephone market of the 1990s. It was so great not being able to
call someone who lived on the other side of town because it would cost $10 to talk for 5 minutes. Sure was  great.

Does anyone who is not a large corporation think this is a good idea? Shouldn't that tell you something.

The FCC should be ashamed of itself.

Stark Anfin
—
Sent from Mailbox<https://www.dropbox.com/mailbox>

------------------------------ Email 9,696 ------------------------------

From: afstroker
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:10
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
John Emerson

------------------------------ Email 9,697 ------------------------------

From: slipknot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:10
Subject: Net Neutrality
I urge you to designate all ISPs as Common Carriers. 

Don't blow up the internet. For once, just do the right thing.

Michael Perry 
5455 SE Campanario Road
Milwaukie, Oregon 97222

------------------------------ Email 9,698 ------------------------------

From: bsteed
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:11
Subject: Net Neutrality Proposal
The proposal by the FCC to allow a "fast lane" is ridiculous.

There may come a day when reasonable persons may agree that priority access to the internet is a reasonable and
warranted move, but that decision should only come after the ISPs can prove that there are no further improvements that
 can be made to their networks, and I would argue that ISPs should be nationalized before that point. Most people in
first world countries to agree that internet access is as necessary as electricity in the modern era; the UN HRC has even
passed a motion declaring such (http://www.regeringen.se/content/1/c6/19/64/51/6999c512.pdf). Any moves to tier the
levels of free speech on the internet, as the FCC proposes to allow would be counter to the opinion expressed in the UN
resolution.

--
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Brandon Steed

------------------------------ Email 9,699 ------------------------------

From: desiree.koser
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Desiree Koser
3784 Cannon Lane
York, PA 17408

------------------------------ Email 9,700 ------------------------------

From: digitaldavenyc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
As a software developer, changing the rules for Net Neutrality in favor of the ISPs will directly affect my career. When
developing a web site, we spend an unbelievable amount of time to make sure our code, the servers, and the
infrastructure are designed to deliver our content as fast as possible. I cannot stress the amount of time that goes into
this. If Verizon, Time Warner, or any other ISP can throttle one of the website's I am working on, all the hard work is
gone. Forget about the money for a second and think how it would feel to have months or years of work damaged.

Changing the rules of the game will benefit absolutely no one "except" the ISPs. Allowing this to happen will show
clear signs of corruption within the government and continue to create more distrust towards it.

Even the large corporations such as Netflix and Google are against the changes to Net Neutrality. Furthermore, there is
not one software developer that would be in favor of it either and there are millions of software developers.

We built the internet. We need to have a voice in any changes that will completely alter the way the internet works.

Sincerely,
Dave Padovano

------------------------------ Email 9,701 ------------------------------

From: dastone1945
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David A. Stone
224 Valentine Street
Highland Park, NJ 08904
US

------------------------------ Email 9,702 ------------------------------

From: wm.blankenship
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:12
Subject: Fw: Imagine, your childhood…
Since I already sent it to FCC leadership and both of my senators, I may as well forward this here.

On April 26, 2014 at 10:53:40 , Wm Blankenship ( mailto
 wrote:

   Imagine, your childhood… you want to call your grandmother to wish her a happy birthday. You feel that you should
do this because you love her and she’s so awesome that she randomly brings you your favorite candy on a Tuesday, for
no apparent reason.

   You pick up the phone to make that call, but instead of being connected to her phone the call is disconnected back to
dial tone.

   You try again, you get through and hear her say “Hell…” - call disconnected.

   You try one more time, this time you receive a recording, “Your call cannot be connected as dialed. Your service level
 does not allow connections to the party you are trying to reach, please upgrade your service.”

   Now, this is precisely what we and future generations are going to experience if you fail to classify Internet services as
 "Title II telecommunications service.” The future doesn’t belong to you, it belongs to our kids. Your jobs are to tell
companies “Internet service is like a telephone call, between the people involved, not something you get involved in --
you are hired to move the information, not mess with it.”

   -wb
   Denver, CO

------------------------------ Email 9,703 ------------------------------

From: nathanpruett
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:12
Subject: Keep the Internet open
I just want to throw in my two cents. The Internet is a wonderful to for innovation. Your new direction can only lead to
an Internet for the few and the established. What a shame. Also the Internet is a relatively cheap way for people in
poverty to escape the confines of their existence. A fast lane would cripple the poor and their future. Please reconsider
and leave the Internet neutral.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Nathan Pruett

Sent on the new Sprint Network from my Samsung Galaxy S®4.

------------------------------ Email 9,704 ------------------------------

From: trasewestbrook
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:13
Subject: Net Neutrality
Are telephone providers allowed to tell you who you can and can't talk to? Is anyone allowed to tell you what you can
and can't read? No. Make it so that future generations don't have to fix our mistakes, don't allow ISP's to be able to
control the internet.

------------------------------ Email 9,705 ------------------------------

From: kindallkm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kindall Mitchell

------------------------------ Email 9,706 ------------------------------

From: battmennison
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthew Bennison

North Bay, ON P1A 2S5

------------------------------ Email 9,707 ------------------------------

From: clpost460
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:14
Subject: Net neutrality
I don't appreciate my internet being corrupted by corrupt politicians. Give your bribes back and leave the internet alone.

------------------------------ Email 9,708 ------------------------------

From: valesyde
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:14
Subject: Open the internet
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,

------------------------------ Email 9,709 ------------------------------

From: adriano.feria



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Adriano Feria
3047 Springer Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45208

------------------------------ Email 9,710 ------------------------------

From: fuque
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:14
Subject: Comments to the Commissioner
Bret Stitzer (  writes:

Dear Commissioner,
Please support net neutrality, the purposed rules only support big money and large corporations.
The internet was the only hope us the small businesses have to compete with big business. And if only the large
corporations with enormous balance sheets get special access to customers behind the last mile of the largest ISPâ€™s
in the world, the FCC and Cable companies will be responsible the destroying small business in the U.S.A.
Please Keep The Internet Free.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,711 ------------------------------

From: tspeers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tom Speers
277 whitetail crossing dr
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Troy, MO 63379

------------------------------ Email 9,712 ------------------------------

From: tderoma467
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Tristram DeRoma
712 Iris St. #20
Los Alamos, NM 87544

------------------------------ Email 9,713 ------------------------------

From: paulina.m.leon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paulina Leon
3679 Frantz Rd
Miami 33133

------------------------------ Email 9,714 ------------------------------

From: bendennis1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:16
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.
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The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Benjamin Dennis
1273 Hampshire Rd
Charleston, SC 29412

------------------------------ Email 9,715 ------------------------------

From: rlwhite
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:16
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
RL White

------------------------------ Email 9,716 ------------------------------

From: stacywatson69
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:16
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

stacy watson
33 maple dr.
old fort, NC 28762
AF

------------------------------ Email 9,717 ------------------------------

From: oshea1166
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:16
Subject: Keep the Internet actually open
Dear Chairman Wheeler,

The telephone industry now sends it's services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to
declassify it as such. If you are a history student you will understand that you are making Comcast and AT&T into the
giant monopolies that once controlled telephone lines in this country.

Please, I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.

I support the internet as a Title II telecommunications service.

I absolutely do NOT want ISPs to have the ability to alter connections based on traffic habits or give preferential
treatment to any group. The internet needs to remain accessible to everyone at the same level.

The proposed rules, drafted by you and your staff, will have dangerous consequences to our economy and should NOT
be considered.

This will result in higher charges by the cable companies like Comcast and Time Warner Cable (the merger of which,
by the way, you should absolutely oppose as it would be an even further monopolization of the market) charging their
customers even more for terrible services because they have absolutely no competition and no reason not to. This will
completely kill innovation through online resources in America and the already lucrative online economy will suffer
immensely.

Thanks,

Daniel T. O'Shea
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 9,718 ------------------------------

From: jfletch1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Internet service has become a mandatory staple of the American economy yet I live in the third largest city in the
country (Chicago) and only have access to one ISP (Comcast).  If/when Comcast decides to throttle or gouge whomever
 they deem fit, my capacity to do my job (I am self-employed) will be ruined.  Americans are in favor of net neutrality
and Obama was elected on this promise yet here we are with our freedoms in danger.  Please consider the removal of
Tom Wheeler who is apparently grossly compromised and regulating ISPs as class II common carrier.  Internet service
has reached the level of phone lines and electricity and should be treated as such.

-John Fletcher

--

John Fletcher
708-638-5383
University of Notre Dame, Class of 2009
Stegosaurus LLC - Founding Member
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http://www.linkedin.com/pub/john-fletcher/10/796/739

------------------------------ Email 9,719 ------------------------------

From: andrew.zaher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:17
Subject: Net neutrality.
Please support the principles of net neutrality.  The Internet should be treated as a public utility and letting companies
like Comcast charge businesses that use more bandwidth is a ridiculous notion.  ISP's have already had plenty of
incentives and tax breaks to modernize their networks.  Instead of helping these mega companies find another way to
make higher profits listen to the will of the people.  You can't the wool over our eyes.  Everyone can see that the FCC is
a revolving door filled with the telecommunication industry's lackeys, just like Tom Wheeler a former lobbyist.  We
citizen's have increasingly grown more cynical toward the FCC in the past year, due to impending decisions like the
Time Warner/Comcast merger.  We want you guys to rule in favor of the people. Don't allow the merger to pass and
keep net neutrality. Make us proud.

A very disheartened citizen,

Andrew Zaher

PS- Feel free to respond with something besides your standard P.R. talking points.

------------------------------ Email 9,720 ------------------------------

From: bwaslo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:17
Subject: Don't destroy net neutrality
If there are allowed to be fast lanes, then the internet will become effectively dead.  It is your responsibility to protect
the net not to let the local monopolies control the flow of information!

Bill Waslo
6572 Gretel Ct., Middletown OH 45044

------------------------------ Email 9,721 ------------------------------

From: chinesezacharymah96
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Zach Mah
697-575 Hidden Hills Drive
Susanville, CA 96130

------------------------------ Email 9,722 ------------------------------

From: jlutes
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:17
Subject: Internet
I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeff Lutes
1217 State
Emporia KS  66801

------------------------------ Email 9,723 ------------------------------

From: lukemaxfield
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:17
Subject: An Open Letter Concerning Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I write this message in response to the FCC's proposed changes to 'net neutrality;' particularly the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which internet service providers would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and student much of whose work is conducted via the internet, it is imperative that internet
broadband access remain unfettered and classified hereafter as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
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 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Respectfully,

Luke H. Maxfield

------------------------------ Email 9,724 ------------------------------

From: christine3smithers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:17
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear FCC,

The internet is extremely important for our economy and freedom. Please do not allow special interests to capitalize the
internet. It needs to be free and open. Please propose a rule making all Internet Service Providers a Title II
telecommunications service. The future of the internet depends on it.

------------------------------ Email 9,725 ------------------------------

From: joshsblake
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:18
Subject: Open internet
The internet has been one of the most inspiring places for

   people to create and develop new technology, new businesses, and reach more people then ever before.

   Bands can now sell their music directly to their customers. Authors are now making a living off writing, not just a
pittance. Film and game designers are collaborating from many countries. Businesses are expanding, and new
businesses are developing, all because of the web.

   In the modern USA it is nearly impossible to get a job without access to the internet. Many companies do not accept
applications unless you go to their website. You can’t get bills from some companies unless you have an email. Even
ordering a pizza is sometimes difficult unless you are online.
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   Just think what this world would be like without the internet. How much progress would be undone? How many
people would be out of work, or forced to commute again? How much business would be slowed because people had to
travel from one end of the globe to another?

   The internet should be classified as a common carrier, just as the phone was decades ago. ISP’s should be held
accountable for the billions they took in to upgrade services then never held up their end of the agreement.

   If we want our country to grow and thrive we need a free and open internet. We need it out from under the monopoly
that has been crushing it for so long. We need an updated infrastructure that will let technology bloom like it never has
before.

   Once the government decided to create the international highway system, and that led to the biggest boom in our
economy, ever. We had jobs, and those jobs allowed people to buy more, create more, and go farther. If the ISP’s aren’t
willing to do the same thing with our internet, then the government should. It would show the people that our
government is for the people again, not just for big business.

   Josh Blake
   RenCon Services
   7656201935

------------------------------ Email 9,726 ------------------------------

From: poemeister
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Poe

AR 72653
US

------------------------------ Email 9,727 ------------------------------

From: vrabaja
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:18
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Vince Rabaja

------------------------------ Email 9,728 ------------------------------

From: sparkasaurusmex
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Mark Biediger
18806 CR 5733
None
Castroville, TX 78009

------------------------------ Email 9,729 ------------------------------

From: kingbarbarossa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:19
Subject: Save Net Neutrality
Capitalism at its core is about fair competition. Without net neutrality, companies like TWC and Verizon would be able
to dictate the terms of their opponent's businesses. This cannot exist in any fair and free market.

------------------------------ Email 9,730 ------------------------------

From: stitzer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:19
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Commissioner,

Please support net neutrality, the purposed rules only support big money and large corporations.

The internet was the only hope us the small businesses have to compete with big business. And if only the large
corporations with enormous balance sheets get special access to customers behind the last mile of the largest ISP’s in
the world, the FCC and Cable companies will be responsible the destroying small business in the U.S.A.

Please Keep The Internet Free.

------------------------------ Email 9,731 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:19
Subject: Net Neutrality matters
The Internet is a power tool for the exchange of ideas. It is an economic powerhouse. This is largely because it has
remained, thus far, open.

Keeping it open matters more than catering to ISPs. Killing Net Neutrality will have dire consequences that will outlive
any of us.
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Keep the Internet open.

--
benjamin allison – designer

mailto:
http://www.roestudios.com
http://www.benjamin-samuel.com

------------------------------ Email 9,732 ------------------------------

From: drluke857
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:19
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
K Lucas

------------------------------ Email 9,733 ------------------------------

From: ariagrace
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

aria sternik
200 Bolinas Rd Apt #14
Fairfax, CA 94930
US

------------------------------ Email 9,734 ------------------------------

From: bgart5
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:19
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael McMullen

 99004

------------------------------ Email 9,735 ------------------------------

From: danny.merritt22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Net Neutrality Policy
Dear FCC,

Please respect the importance of the Net Neutrality Policy! It was put in place for a reason! No company should have
the ability to inhibit the speed of knowledge.

Sincerely,
Daniel Merritt

------------------------------ Email 9,736 ------------------------------

From: lori.thomas100
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Lori Thomas

US

------------------------------ Email 9,737 ------------------------------

From: antrikshy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
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I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Antriksh Yadav
Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 9,738 ------------------------------

From: christine3smithers
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Mr. Wheeler/FCC,

The internet is extremely important for our economy and freedom. Please do not allow special interests to capitalize the
internet. It needs to be free and open. Please propose a rule making all Internet Service Providers a Title II
telecommunications service. The future of the internet depends on it.

------------------------------ Email 9,739 ------------------------------

From: poetrymusicart
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kevin McGrath

------------------------------ Email 9,740 ------------------------------

From: yvickers
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Yancey Vickers

 30506

------------------------------ Email 9,741 ------------------------------

From: eugeniaharris
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eugenia Harris

------------------------------ Email 9,742 ------------------------------

From: spinner276
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:20
Subject: Disappointed
You people are stifling internet creativity, and holding up future
advancements in technology. All because big business controls this
country, so truthfully I can't say I'm really surprised. This is why
America is falling behind every damn year, so a select few can keep
padding their wallets.

------------------------------ Email 9,743 ------------------------------

From: kevinnee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:21
Subject: Don't break the internet.
You have a very special position. As a voter I want ISPs classed as Title II Telecommunications Services. Don't fuck up.

All the Best,

Kevin
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------------------------------ Email 9,744 ------------------------------

From: marvl101
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:21
Subject: I want classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

------------------------------ Email 9,745 ------------------------------

From: ragingstormx
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Luis H

NY

------------------------------ Email 9,746 ------------------------------

From: torifick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:21
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Victoria Fick
6911 Washington Ave
St. Louis, MO 63130
US

------------------------------ Email 9,747 ------------------------------

From: michaeljli606
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:21
Subject: Net Neutrality
I am writing to express my concern over the FCC's decision to allow ISPs to give preferential treatment to the data they
deliver to the homes of consumers, giving the "fast lane" to the highest bidder. This will be the end of the free and open
internet as we know it and will stifle innovation and give yet more power to "too big to fail" type corporations. The
"commercially reasonable" clause in the new rules does not alleviate my concerns at all, as the FCC has neither the
manpower nor the authority to police these deals (e.g. Verizon v. Federal Communications Commission).
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What the FCC does have authority to do, and the right decision, is to classify broadband access as a Title II
telecommunications service. I urge the FCC to take this necessary step to ensure the continued freedom and equity of
the internet as we know it.

Sincerely,

Michael Li

------------------------------ Email 9,748 ------------------------------

From: crwcomposer
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:21
Subject: Net neutrality
I know you guys are under pressure from certain companies with deep pockets, but seriously, you know the right thing
to do.

So do it.

------------------------------ Email 9,749 ------------------------------

From: thecrazymancan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:21
Subject: Net neutrality.
I really don't understand how there can be any interpretation for the first amendment.

It quite clearly tells us that government censorship is illegal.

The only argument anyone has against total freedom of speech is "That would be insane."

It isn't really insane when you think about it. It just seems insane because it's so different from what we are used to.
Information can not directly physically harm you.

--

sincerely,

Noah Williams
314 441 9040

"A conclusion is simply a place where someone got tired of thinking."

-anonymous

------------------------------ Email 9,750 ------------------------------

From: pilkingtonm01
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

marc pilkington

 20740

------------------------------ Email 9,751 ------------------------------

From: 96d92278
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

fabian pucciarelli

CO 80134

------------------------------ Email 9,752 ------------------------------

From: jagger.estep
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:22
Subject: Net neutrality
I am an American citizen who does not approve of the fcc pushing these anti-neutrality bills. Internet providers would
be given anti-competitive power, through giving preference to the highest paying sites and services. I urge you to stop
trying to push this agenda, We do not want it, and We will not allow it.

------------------------------ Email 9,753 ------------------------------

From: ctw242
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
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changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Chris Warren

 11968

------------------------------ Email 9,754 ------------------------------

From: dwagner0602
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:22
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Deborah Wagner

------------------------------ Email 9,755 ------------------------------

From: eroshan3750
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:23
Subject: legalized extortion
FCC,

You have just told the ISP's that they can now extort  money from whom ever they please.  This will ultimately collapse
the internet and remove consumers choice to an even greater degree.   In most towns and cities and regions there is one
ISP,  NO freedom of choice,  so now this singular entity can extort from content providers to their hearts content.   I can
see the future where viral videos on YOUTUBE will be extorted by the the bandwidth monkeys at the ISP's.

You must reconsider this decision or go down in history as the group that caused the collapse of the internet.
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Sincerely,

James Niemann

------------------------------ Email 9,756 ------------------------------

From: uegvirusxo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Bean
6830 tacoma mall blvd
72
tacoma, WA 98409

------------------------------ Email 9,757 ------------------------------

From: jesus.smithy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Thomas Rios

San Diego, CA 92117

------------------------------ Email 9,758 ------------------------------

From: mortimer.dave.c
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:24
Subject: ISP's need to be common carriers
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To whomever this reaches,

I recently read that the FCC plans to allow "fast lanes" within the internet, allowing certain companies to pay to receive
additional speed. This is a gateway to destroying the freedom of the internet, and it is disgusting to allow large corporate
 entities to control what was until now the ultimate vehicle for free market capitalism.

I hope you will think critically on the matter and place the real interests of American citizens and the public at large
ahead of your personal interests. If you allow Net Neutrality to die, you will be doing irrevocable harm to our nation.
For a nation that claims to be all about opportunity for the poor, we will be rendered hypocrites, taking away the chance
for people to start up their own businesses online. The internet will load so much more slowly for any site that isn't
paying cable companies a premium fee, that consumers will be less likely to visit any site that isn't being paid for.

It is inconceivable that your chairman Tom Wheeler believe that ending net neutrality would be a positive change for
anyone besides major corporations.He is selling out the public good to line his own pockets. Once net neutrality is
ended by the FCC, it will be nigh impossible to revisit the issue. You and your colleagues actions will have huge
repercussions for decades. I doubt what I'm saying will have much impact on you, but if you side with Tom Wheeler,
you should be ashamed of what you will be doing.

Its far past time to reclassify Internet Services Providers as Title II Communications Services and regulate them as
common carriers, its amazing/disturbing that it hasn't already been done.

I hope that hearing from an average citizen might have some sway on your judgement. Please do what is right, and make
 sure Net Neutrality is kept and enforced.

--

David Mortimer
Herbrucks Poultry Ranch
   | Green Meadows Organic
       | Production Supervisor
P | 616-717-3113
W| 616-902-8040
E | mailto:

------------------------------ Email 9,759 ------------------------------

From: mikewasco
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:24
Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern:

The only evidence that needs to be put forth is Comcast's actions against Netflix over the past two months. Their ransom
 against Netflix, a wildly popular streaming video site, was despicable at best but typical at worst. They have loaded the
dice in order to take over the major broadcasting and cable in the United States, and as a result will be able to use
monopolistic powers to control the internet.

That simply cannot be allowed to happen. The internet is a massive, glorious frontier of global interconnections that no
one should own nor be allowed to control. Already stories in Alternet and other places have tied both Verizon and
Comcast to statements that state that high speed broadband is their cash cow and they won't just roll it out for the use of
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the people. It shows that as a company, Comcast, Verizon and similiar players will stop at nothing to extract even more
money from ordinary consumers. We should not have to feed corporate greed and Wall Street excess. We should be able
 to purchase our internet access with the knowledge that no one company controls it.

I am 100% against disbanding the net neutrality rules. Furthermore, I am in favor of further regulation of such
companies because their actions have spoken far louder than their words. They want communication domination, by any
 means necessary, and at any cost. The army of lawyers these companies have hired to bribe our public officials into
voting their way is disgusting. It's typical, sadly, yet disgusting. In other words, have some strength of your convictions
and disallow corporate greed from running rampant.

Thank you,

Michael Wasco
Wexford, PA

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 9,760 ------------------------------

From: yadiray
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

yadira pucciarelli

parker, CO 80134

------------------------------ Email 9,761 ------------------------------

From: bigheadman752
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:24
Subject: ISP classification & Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

                I am a medical student attending the Wake Forest University School of Medicine. I was born and raised in the
12th congressional district of NC, and I am writing to express my opinion on ISP classification. Because of the
importance of medical information technology, true net neutrality is an absolute must. The amounts of data involved in
medical information are often bandwidth intensive, yet of the utmost importance. It is highly unethical and immoral that
 ISP’s could use the live saving nature of these data to leverage increased fees for heavy bandwidth usage or risk
extreme throttling or termination of service. ISPs need to be reclassified as the Title II Telecommunication Services that
they for the protection of our health care information against exploitation by opportunistic ISPs. Please work to help
protect net neutrality.
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Thank you,

Matthew Sechler

MS-1, WFU School of Medicine

Class 2017

------------------------------ Email 9,762 ------------------------------

From: bigheadman752
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:24
Subject: ISP classification & Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

                I am a medical student attending the Wake Forest University School of Medicine. I was born and raised in the
12th congressional district of NC, and I am writing to express my opinion on ISP classification. Because of the
importance of medical information technology, true net neutrality is an absolute must. The amounts of data involved in
medical information are often bandwidth intensive, yet of the utmost importance. It is highly unethical and immoral that
 ISP’s could use the live saving nature of these data to leverage increased fees for heavy bandwidth usage or risk
extreme throttling or termination of service. ISPs need to be reclassified as the Title II Telecommunication Services that
they for the protection of our health care information against exploitation by opportunistic ISPs. Please work to help
protect net neutrality.

Thank you,

Matthew Sechler

MS-1, WFU School of Medicine

Class 2017

------------------------------ Email 9,763 ------------------------------

From: bosefus sylvester
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bradford Wade
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52153 Belle Arbor
Shelby Township, MI 48316

------------------------------ Email 9,764 ------------------------------

From: sextonsa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sarah Sexton

WA
US

------------------------------ Email 9,765 ------------------------------

From: 585mjduffy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:25
Subject: ISP's should be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
Net Neutrality is essential to our country's future.

------------------------------ Email 9,766 ------------------------------

From: jwoodrich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:25
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Woodrich
7214 S. Xenia Cir.
Centennial, CO 80112

------------------------------ Email 9,767 ------------------------------

From: dfkobe
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:25
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

David Farrah
1805 Edmar St.
Louisville, OH 44641
US

------------------------------ Email 9,768 ------------------------------

From: muzato42
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:26
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Manuel Yanez
A Rioseco Dr
Calexico, CA 92231

------------------------------ Email 9,769 ------------------------------

From: srosseland
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:26
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sharon Rosseland
50 Main Street
Stony Brook, NY 11790
US

------------------------------ Email 9,770 ------------------------------

From: bhansen04
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:27
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
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environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Bruce Hansen
710 S Hardy Dr B103
 85281

------------------------------ Email 9,771 ------------------------------

From: nabegovich
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:27
Subject: I can't believe I have to write this
Don't do this. Don't make it harder for people to start up online businesses. By the way, do you guys have any idea how
this looks to the rest of us? The FCC and Comcast just holding hands and helping each other out? Like, are you blind?
Or do you just not care? It's nice that this email address exists but it doesn't feel like these communiques are going to get
 much attention. Anyway, that's my piece. I'm sure there are people writing emails that are worded better than this, and I
 hope you're listening to them. Don't ruin the internet.

------------------------------ Email 9,772 ------------------------------

From: tdhardy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:27
Subject: ISPs are common carriers
Given that I have a single choice for internet at my house (broadband or otherwise), I tend to think of internet as a
utility. I like it this way, though I wish there was some accountability when it comes to pricing but that's another issue. I
like the fact that regardless of what my ISP would like, I can use pretty much whatever service I would like. I don't have
 to use their internet phone service, I can sign up with any provider I want. I can use Netflix and not their pay-per-view.
I don't have to use their email, I can keep the provider I've had for decades.

I like this and think it is in my (the public's) best interest that the single ISP I can use does not regulate, throttle, or
otherwise downgrade my access to these services because it is not in their best interest. I'll pay for the bits and they
shouldn't get to say how I use them. My ISP should be treated like a common carrier, just like the phone company was.
The value they provide should be, first and foremost, high reliability, high speed service.

If what I've been reading is true, the course the FCC commissioners have chosen would not treat ISPs like the phone
companies and is nothing like the term "net neutrality" implies.

May this not be the case. PLEASE don't undermine the value that the internet brings and the entrepreneurship it enables
by allowing ISPs to regulate and moderate the traffic in their networks. Force them to remain data agnostic. Keep the
internet open to all.

Trevor Hardy
Wichita, KS

------------------------------ Email 9,773 ------------------------------

From: alex.jamroz
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:27
Subject:
Dear FCC,
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Sincerely,
A faithful citizen

------------------------------ Email 9,774 ------------------------------

From: detroitjlc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:28
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Selma Goode
8846 Robindale
Redford Twp, MI 48239
United States

------------------------------ Email 9,775 ------------------------------

From: gudsew
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:28
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cynthia Spiegel
15 willow oak ln
Glendale, MO 63122

------------------------------ Email 9,776 ------------------------------

From: xandershelley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:29
Subject: I want internet providers to be reclassified as "Title II  Telecommunications Services"
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I want  internet providers to be reclassified as "Title II Telecommunications Services"

-Alexander Shelley

------------------------------ Email 9,777 ------------------------------

From: faizanaslam100
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:29
Subject: Title II Telecommunications Services
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services

------------------------------ Email 9,778 ------------------------------

From: teeweed1935
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:29
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
dale walker

------------------------------ Email 9,779 ------------------------------

From: carlalcrandall
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:29
Subject: Classify ISP’s as Title II Telecommunications Services
I wish to stress the importance of Net Neutrality in today’s use of the internet. I believe that proposed legislation by the
FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services. I believe it is
imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will see the gravity of the situation.

Thank you for your time,
Carla Crandall

------------------------------ Email 9,780 ------------------------------
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From: forrestgill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:29
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Forrest Gill
3988 Jackson Hwy
Chehalis, WA 98532

------------------------------ Email 9,781 ------------------------------

From: asgluskin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:30
Subject: Open Internet
Please ask yourself if you are going to be helping the masses or just a select few. Inevitably you will rationalize
however you need to, in order to line your pockets. Please don't do that.

------------------------------ Email 9,782 ------------------------------

From: taberness1313
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Dale Wallace

 10465

------------------------------ Email 9,783 ------------------------------

From: jxw434
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality
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I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jacob Wagner

OH 44118

------------------------------ Email 9,784 ------------------------------

From: e3xpl0sive
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:30
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Riley Hertel

 79606

------------------------------ Email 9,785 ------------------------------

From: egiebel84
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:30
Subject: Do not pass the proposed legislation. No one wants this.
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. Passing the proposed legislation is a very slippery slope,
and I and many many others believe that the internet and the wide, unrestricted access to information it offers is a basic
right and should be a utility. It is clear to anyone with eyes that lobbying and the revolving door are serving the interests
 of the ISPs, not the will of the people.

   Is this still a democracy? Screwing with one of the last bastions of free speech on the planet can only lead to a nation
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eventually I won't want to live in, and I know many more feel the same. Do not pass the proposed legislation. No one
except the special interests of the ISPs wants this.

------------------------------ Email 9,786 ------------------------------

From: mill3rtim3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:31
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Miller
2404 e 40th st
Erie, PA 16510

------------------------------ Email 9,787 ------------------------------

From: dtola22
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:31
Subject: Net Neutrality
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.
   I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it
is imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the
gravity of the situation.

   David Tola

------------------------------ Email 9,788 ------------------------------

From: woodcynthia2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:31
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Cynthia Wood
PoBox 437
Bolinas, CA 94924
US



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

------------------------------ Email 9,789 ------------------------------

From: robalexander45
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:31
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and
classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen.

------------------------------ Email 9,790 ------------------------------

From: kristyglynn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:32
Subject: Support Net Neutrality without Preferential Treatment
My name is Kristy Glynn and I believe allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content
providers is contrary to the concept of Net Neutrality. Fundamentally, the word preferential is the opposite of neutral.
Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements of "commercially reasonable" terms does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would become exceedingly difficult to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet
Service Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.
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If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will force all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. Please refrain
from implementing this policy.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers.

Thank you

Kristy Glynn

------------------------------ Email 9,791 ------------------------------

From: nikicicz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:32
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please classify ISPs as Title II.

Don't bend under the will of corporate lobbying and donations. The Net is a beautiful thing that can be used to help
America flourish, and this is a much better alternative than a 1984-style all-encompassing thought police regime.
Allowing companies like Comcast to prefer certain traffic over other traffic is anti-American and will lead to a
worsening of the American potential.

------------------------------ Email 9,792 ------------------------------

From: gregory.ohanian
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:32
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Greg Ohanian
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CA 91107

------------------------------ Email 9,793 ------------------------------

From: acefranklin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:32
Subject: Do not pass the proposed legislation. Re-classify ISPs as Title II  Telco Services.
I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. Passing the proposed legislation is a very slippery slope,
and I and many many others believe that the internet and the wide, unrestricted access to information it offers is a basic
right and should be a utility. It is clear to anyone with eyes that lobbying and the revolving door are serving the interests
 of the ISPs, not the will of the people.

Is this still a democracy? Screwing with one of the last bastions of free speech on the planet can only lead to a nation
eventually I won't want to live in, and I know many more feel the same. Do not pass the proposed legislation. No one
except the special interests of the ISPs wants this.

------------------------------ Email 9,794 ------------------------------

From: packofeight
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:33
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Elizabeth Stewart

 98230

------------------------------ Email 9,795 ------------------------------

From: wjvaughan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:33
Subject: net neutrality
Stop giving in to the greedy cable giants. No amount of money will satisfy them. Other countries have faster service and
 lower costs. Our country's internet service is awful and the cable companies couldn't care less. Rewarding them for
doing such a poor job would be like rewarding the Wall Street crooks for crippling our economy. Oh yeah, Obama did
that didn't he.

You guys are idiots!
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Jack Vaughan

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,796 ------------------------------

From: plum9
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alexandria Elias

ID 83702
US

------------------------------ Email 9,797 ------------------------------

From: roschke
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:34
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kyla Roschke

------------------------------ Email 9,798 ------------------------------

From: bcolburn101
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:34
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Robert Colburn
3015 Conway St.
Houston, TX 77025
US

------------------------------ Email 9,799 ------------------------------

From: bnerin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:35
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Bill Nerin

------------------------------ Email 9,800 ------------------------------

From: darth.mychosis
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:35
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Chalifoux
521 Lily Court
Minooka, IL 60447
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------------------------------ Email 9,801 ------------------------------

From: captainregular
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:35
Subject: Proposed "Fast Lane"
Mr. Wheeler and Chairpersons,
My name is Timothy Berger, and I am writing today to offer my input on the Open Internet. I am concerned about the
future of the Internet in the United States, particularly after the ruling in Verizon v. FCC. Since that ruling the FCC has
insisted that it is reviewing options to ensure the Internet stays free and open, and I believe the proposed "Fast Lane" is a
 step in the wrong direction. I believe that a far better approach would be to reclassify Internet as a Title II
telecommunication provider, and they should be subject to common carrier status.

I am on active duty with the US Air Force, and I am currently stationed overseas, in the Republic of Korea. In
comparison, the current status of broadband Internet access in the United States is poor. In the United States, most
Americans have little to no real choice in Internet service, and this has led to a market that performs very poorly. Please,
 if you wish to improve the status of the Internet in the United States, it is clear that reclassification under Title II is the
best possible way of doing this.
Thank you.

-Timothy Berger

------------------------------ Email 9,802 ------------------------------

From: kr152002
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:35
Subject: Protecting net neutrality
I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users may not be able
to compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a Title II telecommunications service. I urge
you to reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sincerely,
Kevin Rubenstein

------------------------------ Email 9,803 ------------------------------

From: somebeing12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:35
Subject: Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.
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2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,804 ------------------------------

From: aileen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:35
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Aileen Clifton

AU

------------------------------ Email 9,805 ------------------------------

From: leilaniandjake
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:35
Subject: Open and free Internet.
To whom it may concern,

I am not in favor of companies having to pay seperate fees to companies like Verizon and Comcast to get my Web to
me. I pay Verizon 160 dollars a month just for TV and Internet. They shouldn't then be able to make each company I
want to connect with pay for that privilege. That's simply not fair. I already paid them to provide the data. It shouldn't
matter what the data is. The Internet should be a utility like water or phone service and should be regulated as such.
What if every phone call I took had to pay for the privilege to reach me? Not fair. Fix this. Please.

Jake Swann
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------------------------------ Email 9,806 ------------------------------

From: paliske
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:36
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Patricia Liske
2200 Trinidad St
Falls Church, VA 22043
US

------------------------------ Email 9,807 ------------------------------

From: andrewgorin
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Gorin

 91326

------------------------------ Email 9,808 ------------------------------

From: nick.sjostrom12
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:36
Subject: Real Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
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government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

------------------------------ Email 9,809 ------------------------------

From: evandagger
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:36
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Evan Dagger
1796 E. Calaveras Street
Altadena, CA 91001

------------------------------ Email 9,810 ------------------------------

From: eldergreyscion
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:37
Subject: Net Neutrality.
Dear Federally Commissioned Group of People I'll Never Meet,

     Net Neutrality is absolutely vital. Broadband internet is no longer a tool of the elite, it is an utility publicly shared
just as is water and electricity. It is vital to the American way of life. This is why in any Department of Labor Office,
any School, any shopping mall or restaurant or any physical location which serves the masses is now equipped with an
open wifi signal. We need it to communicate, it's actually more valuable as a tool of communication than the old copper
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telephone lines which you continue to maintain and subsidize. Not only do millions depends on these services daily in
order to look for jobs, network and touch base with beloved Family, that number grows each month. Soon the monolith
that is pre-modern telecom will rest gently in its grave, as it should. Unfortunately, the opponents of Net Neutrality
would classify the coming era of communications as exempt from the current laws regarding public utilities. But if the
public relies on this utility in order to function, much as they did the telephone years ago, there is no real distinction
between the two. It is simply a matter of evolving from the telegraph to the telephone. Large scale service providers
must be regulated like Ma Bell, a minimum standard of service in exchange for a reasonable rate. Otherwise you have
what we have now, oligarchies where the telecoms are able to charge both content providers AND customers ridiculous
fees. Comcast, Time Warner, Verizon are all guilty of triple-dipping and making things harder on the American public.
High speed internet is no longer a luxury, it is an absolute necessity in order to remain competitive and connected in
today's world. We are at a disadvantage while searching for jobs, furniture, perishable goods and anything else you can
imagine if we are unable to connect in a timely fashion. Destroying Net Neutrality hurts everyone except those who are
already worth billions upon billions of dollars. Please, on behalf of those of us who are barely getting by, do not be
influenced by the money they're trying to shove into your pockets. We have but little, our words are our dollars in many
cases, but our voices should be heard by you and all of those on Capitol Hill.

Killing Net Neutrality will paint you as having caved, once again, to billionaires. It will paint you as having no regard to
 the American public. It will paint you as greedy, corrupt and willing to sacrifice your people for no other reason than to
make a dollar. You are already reviled for having let it get this bad, show us that there is a "good guy" in Government
who actually gives half a damn about the people of this country.

Yours,
~Chris Whitehouse

------------------------------ Email 9,811 ------------------------------

From: minijag
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:37
Subject: net neutrality
screw you for doing this

p.s. I vote in presidential, congressional and mayoral elections..

------------------------------ Email 9,812 ------------------------------

From: mkr1951kr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:37
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Kim Roberts
322 S. Brewer St.
Vinita, OK 74301
US

------------------------------ Email 9,813 ------------------------------

From: kevin.lindsay.1
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:38
Subject: I Support Net Neutrality
The Internet is practically an infant, and probably the most important thing ever created by mankind.

If telecom companies start trying to dictate MY internet speeds, I will promptly relocate to another country that is
willing to actually support the citizens, rather than those with money, which barely makes sense - if the 98% were to
vote with their wallets against the 2%, they would STILL lose. Ridiculous.

I will NOT stand idly by and allow this to happen to the internet I have grown up with and seen flourish.

------------------------------ Email 9,814 ------------------------------

From: ryan.carey74
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:38
Subject: Net Neutrality Plans
Good evening, you toothless sellouts.

All traffic is created equal. Some traffic is more equal than others. That's your new fucking ruleset. A regulatory captive
such as yourself cannot possibly be so blind and stupid (though you certainly try) not to realize power cedes NOTHING
to requests. You must hang power on meathooks and drag them screaming into a better world. Your new 'fast lane' rules
 are a pure payola scheme, to shovel money by the forkful into the pockets of your old friends. You know, that industry
you're supposed to regulate.

To regain any respect, go nuclear. Regulate the fuckers as a Title II communication service. A common carrier. Since
you lack the authority to split these companies from nape to navel, FORCE them to stop their extortion racket, refusing
to deliver the service their customers have paid for, and paid for, and paid for.

When the circus leaves town, there are plenty of other entertainments available.

------------------------------ Email 9,815 ------------------------------

From: jhbucy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
I believe it to be a downhill slope once we give corporations the ability to control who has access to the Internet, and
then selling those rights to the highest bidder. The Internet is probably the greatest asset to be created for my generation,
 and should be unrestricted for as long as possible. I encourage and plead with you to please keep the Internet open and
as free as possible.

Thank you,

 <http://www.hersheypa.com>     Joshua H Bucy
Mgr, Guest Relations

Hershey Entertainment & Resorts Company
27 W. Chocolate Avenue  |  Hershey, PA 17033

http://www.hersheylodge.com><http://www.hersheypa.com>



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

<http://www.hersheypa.com/>

<http://mhskids.org/>

All electronic transmissions and attachments thereto, in any form whatsoever, shall remain at all times the property of
Hershey Entertainment & Resorts Company. The information contained in or attached to this electronic transmission
constitutes confidential information. Any unauthorized disclosure, copying, distribution or dissemination of this
information, is strictly prohibited.

------------------------------ Email 9,816 ------------------------------

From: 1mikebratcher
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:38
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mike Bratcher

------------------------------ Email 9,817 ------------------------------

From: srna.chen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:38
Subject: Net Neutrality
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a heavy Internet user in order to express broad and deep concerns that I have with the draft
rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to provide so called “internet fast lane”
services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
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am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They’ve been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourage all of you to explore the history and consolidation of these communication companies over
the last twenty years; since the 1996 Telecommunications Act signed into law by President Clinton. This act provided
direct funding and tax shelters for upgrades to broadband infrastructure in America that has never been realized. As a
taxpayer and someone keenly attuned to technology, I would describe the collective behavior of communications
companies as dishonest and fraudulent. Many books and articles have been published on this subject. Some authors have
 referred to this as the $200 billion dollar fraud.

http://www.newnetworks.com/ShortSCANDALSummary.htm[1]http://www.pbs.org/cringely/pulpit/2007/pulpit_20070
810_002683.html[2]

The “internet fast lane” is not really a new argument. From a historical perspective, the approach with the 1996
Telecommunications Act was to decouple infrastructure from services. That meant a service provider could pay some or
 all of the consumers’ infrastructure costs for a ‘fast lane’. This act would allow a local exchange carrier install and
maintain the physical wiring, and then to lease access to that wiring to other providers. This was to also include fiber
optic wiring to every residence and business in America. Providers could provide voice, video, data and other services
over that infrastructure. This method of implementing the “internet fast lane” is a better and more well-thought-out
strategy for ensuring no conflict of interest with types and classes of different services that could be provided to
consumers on their network connections. The key difference is the actual separation of the “natural monopoly” of the
physical wiring, and the services offered to consumers by different and competing companies on that shared physical
wiring. Competing companies keeping an eye on one another helps ensure an automatically level playing field for all
parties.

Incumbent carriers fought hard against the local exchange carrier system which has never came to pass in the last twenty
 years. Instead consumers are enduring higher prices for voice, long distance, data and television services. Many
companies consolidated under the new rules; competition did not flourish because of the lack of universal access to the
wired infrastructure. Of course the universal fiber optic network for Americans never came to pass either. If it had
everything would already be an “internet fast lane” and streaming video services would be no problem.

Furthermore, the depth of expertise and experience of the FCC Commission is inadequate to draft these types of rules in
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any meaningful way. Even at this early stage, critics are rightly questioning how language in the rules such as
“commercially reasonable” will be defined in practice. If we actually must seriously consider some type of ‘internet fast
lane’ at this stage, only an organization such as the IETF (Internet Engineering Task Force) could possibly have the
resources and expertise to develop a truly fair set of rules.

For these reasons I am convinced that the proposed “internet fast lane” rules would immediately and irreparably poison
the internet as we know it today. The communications companies in question cannot be trusted to decouple
infrastructure from services—which is essentially what we’re talking about. Their pattern of behavior over the last
twenty years gives me, as a consumer and technology expert, absolutely no reason to trust them or believe that they will
act in any kind of fair, reasonable or honest way. The specific behavior of Comcast in the Netflix event, and the inaction
 by this FCC administration demonstrates that we must first establish a framework of rules for companies to follow
before we begin to talk about an ‘internet fast lane.’ It is absolutely essential that the FCC takes immediate steps to
properly observe, document and audit actions or inactions taken by incumbent communications companies if we are to
maintain a fair and universal internet access for American citizens. Part of this will also be to force communications
companies to clearly state what customers are buying in plain terms of speed and byte counts with their plans because of
 absurd situation consumers face where, on paper, they have enough bytes and speed to enjoy Netflix (and services like
it) but the reality is that Comcast (and similar communications companies) are unwilling to provide the service. It is also
 likely that these communications companies must be recl

------------------------------ Email 9,818 ------------------------------

From: rkspooky91
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:38
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Ryan Nestler

------------------------------ Email 9,819 ------------------------------

From: meulon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:38
Subject: Classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services
The internet has become the most important vehicle for free speech in this county. It is therefore imperative that the
FCC stand up for the People of the US instead of corporate "persons" and their interests (ie $).
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If the large ISPs get their way, some information will travel more freely than other information. It's a slippery slope and
it's too much power for ISPs to have--simple as.

Our freedom of speech in this country hinges on your actions. Don't be the persons accountable for its downfall. It's that
serious and you know it. Do the right thing as Americans!

Classify ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services and protect the First Amendment.

Thank you,

-Matt Bishop, Jackson, MI

Sent from my iPad

------------------------------ Email 9,820 ------------------------------

From: alandolson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:39
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Alan Olson
521 W Main St. Floor 2
Carnegie, PA 15106
US

------------------------------ Email 9,821 ------------------------------

From: kevin.lindsay.1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:40
Subject: I Support Net Neutrality
The Internet is practically an infant, and probably the most important thing ever created by mankind.

If telecom companies start trying to dictate MY internet speeds, I will promptly relocate to another country that is
willing to actually support the citizens, rather than those with money, which barely makes sense - if the 98% were to
vote with their wallets against the 2%, they would STILL lose. Ridiculous.

I will NOT stand idly by and allow this to happen to the internet I have grown up with and seen flourish.
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------------------------------ Email 9,822 ------------------------------

From: th3.4x3.m4n
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:40
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Shawn Anderson

 54901

------------------------------ Email 9,823 ------------------------------

From: mkneuendorf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:40
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

mary neuendorf
1933 Rockland Drive NW
Salem, OR 97304
US

------------------------------ Email 9,824 ------------------------------

From: hansertimothy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:41
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Timothy Hanser
15231 Edmore Dr.
Detroit, MI 48205
US

------------------------------ Email 9,825 ------------------------------
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From: gkriston
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Geoffrey Kriston
5036 N. Keeler Ave.
Chicago, IL 60630

------------------------------ Email 9,826 ------------------------------

From: yellowsubmarine909
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:41
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

   I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

   Since many small business owners conduct business operations via the internet, it is imperative that broadband access-
-and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications service under the
Communications Act.

   Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast
lane' for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for
enterprising citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of
internet traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and
instead promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

   The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
 an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the
right of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

   A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that
vein, a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
 petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

   As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

   Thank you very much for your time,

   A concerned citizen
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------------------------------ Email 9,827 ------------------------------

From: jeffreyaboswell
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeff Boswell
3008 SW 191st ave.
Beaverton, OR 97006

------------------------------ Email 9,828 ------------------------------

From: thecoreylowry
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:41
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Corey Lowry
1110 s new ave
Springfield, MO 65807

------------------------------ Email 9,829 ------------------------------

From: rjenkins320
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Robin Jenkins
105 Fidelity St.
Carrboro, NC 27510

------------------------------ Email 9,830 ------------------------------

From: ebtoulson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:42
Subject: Net Neutrality
In 2007, Presidential Candidate, Barack Obama pledged to "only appoint FCC Commissioners that support open
Internet principles like Net neutrality." The President broke that pledge, as well as one to not include lobbyists in his
administration, when he appointed Tom Wheeler, former head of the National Cable Television Association, to chair the
 Federal Communications Commission.

I am writing to you, my representative, in the hope that you will take the strongest stand possible against the FCC’s
recently released policy proposal which guts net neutrality. It would enable service providers to create fast and slow
lanes on the internet so they can charge fees to content providers for the delivery of content that their subscribers have
already paid them for.

Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. But consumers have
almost no choice when buying broadband service. Almost no households in America are served by more than one
provider that offers real broadband (> 6 mpbs) internet access.

Broadband providers are permitted to use public rights of way to string cable on utility poles all over this State, and
right across the country. The space to do so is limited. Accordingly the government has an obligation to ensure that this
natural monopoly is not abused.

It is vital that broadband internet service be reclassified by the FCC as 'telecommunications' and that Internet service
providers be designated as "common carriers," under Title II of the Telecommunications Act of 1934. The companies
that operate the network must not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of
traffic transmitted over the network.

The network provider should be compensated fairly for operating the ‘pipe’ but they must not be permitted to control
who and what can be accessed, or to artificially affect the throughput. Network transmission must be provided without
discrimination based on the content, source, or destination of the traffic. Moreover, broadband providers should be
permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to its intended destination and not to otherwise, scan, store,
forward, or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
monopoly.

Regards,

Eric Toulson

------------------------------ Email 9,831 ------------------------------

From: jmerkin
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:42
Subject: Net neutrality
I am disgusted by the "open internet" rules proposed.

I have no choice when it comes to internet provider. Comcast has a local monopoly and has used this strangle on the
local market to raise my monthly bill by 50% over the past couple years with no change in service or infrastructure.

Now, Comcast is charging Netflix for priority access to me, access that I already pay for. Comcast doesn't even shoulder
 the burden of the entire data transit, just the "last mile." The vast majority is over other lines/companies. This priority
access has only one outcome: higher costs to consumers, coupled with higher profits for Comcast.

This will lead to a tiered internet, where some data is more worthy, more freely available, or even just not available. I
am disgusted and have taken to the local government because clearly the federal government is failing the country in
this area. I am pushing my city councilors to propose municipal broadband in order to have an alternative to Comcast,
an alternative with a truly free and open internet.

---
Jason Merkin
MIT Biology
PhD candidate, Burge lab
31 Ames Street, Bldg 68 Rm 259
Cambridge, MA 02142
617-253-6742

------------------------------ Email 9,832 ------------------------------

From: dlwilcox
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:42
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

David Wilcox

 47401

------------------------------ Email 9,833 ------------------------------

From: bmpaul02
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:43
Subject: Please help keep the internet open.
I understand that there is mounting pressure from well paid lobbyists to shape the internet in a way that is preferential to
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 the cable and internet service providers. You cannot now to this. You represent the people of this country. You were
appointed/hired to regulate. Do not loosen the shackles and let these companies run wild. This will stifle innovation.
This will create a system where a select few get to say who rises and who falls. This will kill the internet as we know it.
And for what? A few people get a bigger yacht next year? Monopoles have NEVER resulted in the better my of society
only the lining of a few people pockets. Please do not allow them to take the greatest tool mankind has created from the
people who need it most.

Thank you,

Brandon M Paul
502.821.0339

------------------------------ Email 9,834 ------------------------------

From: dsschwarten
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Deana schwarten

------------------------------ Email 9,835 ------------------------------

From: stacktesting
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:43
Subject: Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Fam deeply disturbed by the recent news that the FCC is going to permit ISPs
to regulate and charge for "premium" content.  This is ridiculous the move will stifle innovation and will destroy a
major value of the web.  It has become a major utility in modern life. Recently, Time-Warner had to recreate the
Pyramids in order to connect my service.  It was astounding.  Their ineptitude was jaw dropping. Their monopoly on
local service is the only reason I use them.  Most cable subscribers would say the same. I has other problems with the
other utilities and nit havin access the to web made it much harder to accomplish anything.  Don't give the service
providers discretion on how fast traffic moves.  It's a poor decision.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Colin Turner
2908 Cambridge Dr.
Wilmington, NC 28403

------------------------------ Email 9,836 ------------------------------

From: alderpond
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:43
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality
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To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Edward Abney
200 NE Tee Lake Pines Rd
Tahuya, WA 98588
US

------------------------------ Email 9,837 ------------------------------

From: don
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:44
Subject: Don't let companies mix connectiviety and content
The potential problems with internet service providers stem largely from
the fact that the same companies are in the business of supplying content.
This gives them incentives to steer customers to their content instead of
being impartial connection providers.

Just as wireline telephone companies were forced to separate their
connection businesses from any others, internet service providers should
be required to run that business separately from any content, advertising
or other business.

Don Reid
Computer and electronics engineer for 35 years

------------------------------ Email 9,838 ------------------------------

From: soulxryder
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:44
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joe Waddington
13102 109th Ave Ct E
Puyallup, WA 98374

------------------------------ Email 9,839 ------------------------------

From: mrredsoxfan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:44
Subject: Comments to the Chairman



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Will Cheney-Wartski (  writes:

Can net neutrality go back to how it was? I'm moving into my own place and I don't want to have to pay more to stream
and watch netflix.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,840 ------------------------------

From: gary100dm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:45
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Gary Hundertmark

------------------------------ Email 9,841 ------------------------------

From: thegreatkillfile
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:45
Subject: Keep the net neutral
A neutral Internet is key to American  competitiveness and our ability to innovate. Would we have Facebook if
MySpace had been able to bid the price of quality connectivity beyond Zuckerberg's ability to pay?

In the late 1800s trusts consolidated their power by, among other things, negotiating sweet heart deals with the railroads
to disadvantage their competition. The trusts became the villains of the their century, precisely because Americans saw
this for what it was and is: unfair.

Learn from history

------------------------------ Email 9,842 ------------------------------

From: heatherwind
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 22:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Amy Brown
1022 West Casino Road
C316
Everett, WA 98204

------------------------------ Email 9,843 ------------------------------

From: stomlin54
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Steve Tomlin
60 w stone loop
Tucson, AZ 85704

------------------------------ Email 9,844 ------------------------------

From: ejoyceanderson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Emily Anderson
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 21122

------------------------------ Email 9,845 ------------------------------

From: cambayz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:45
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Cameron bays
523 center rd
west seneca, NY 14224

------------------------------ Email 9,846 ------------------------------

From: tallyhomare
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:45
Subject: Peserving Net Neutrality
Gentlepersons,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access. It is imperative that
broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II Telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

Mare Stern
Rainier, OR 97048

------------------------------ Email 9,847 ------------------------------

From: huber.eric
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:46
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Subject: Net Neutrality!
I am against any change to net nutrality. The internet should be classified as a Title II Telecommunications Services.
Anything else is merely the greed of telecommunication companies trying to charge additional fees for being a carrier of
 a conversation between private parties.

Eric Huber

------------------------------ Email 9,848 ------------------------------

From: kevi.matrak
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:46
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kevin Matraku

Huntingdon Valley, PA 19006

------------------------------ Email 9,849 ------------------------------

From: ltlwinters
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:47
Subject: The Internet and Regulation of ISPs
I believe it is vital for the well-being of not only the people, but our government and democracy as a whole, that the
Internet's service providers (ISPs) be classified as Title II Telecommunication Services.

Net neutrality is a must; America's citizens and the people of the world desire a free and fair internet away from the
shackles of corporate oppression and greed.

Thank you for your time.

------------------------------ Email 9,850 ------------------------------

From: ianmroop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:47
Subject: On Net Neutrality
Hello Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing you today to express my very serious concern on the matter of 'net neutrality' and a fair and open Internet
that promotes a free exchange of ideas. Don't let big bandwidth telecommunications companies monopolize the
technology industry. We already pay an exuberant amount for a mostly basic service. Access to the World Wide Web
should be like any other regulated utility service.
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Support innovation, step up and honor the spirit of progress by saying no to AT&T, Verizon, Comcast, Time Warner
and other telecom giants. The technology exists to improve the quality of life and access to information for everyone in
this country without additional layers of financial hierarchy. Stratifying the web into fast and slow connections based on
 what consumers and startup companies can pay is wrong, unjust and immoral. Would it be right to apply this same
rationale to one's access to safe drinking water? Absolutely not!

Keep the Internet competitive, a level playing field and free from tyrannical tycoon ISP's who only care about profit, not
 the betterment of human society, advancement and the belief that technology can truly change the world we live in.

Yours Truly,

Ian Roop

Pay for soup,
Build a fort,
Set that on fire.

- Jean-Michel Basquiat

------------------------------ Email 9,851 ------------------------------

From: tupactheswaggy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

Don't be stupid or you and your white politician behinds will be out of a job.

Tupac Shacur

NY 14224

------------------------------ Email 9,852 ------------------------------

From: dksavior02
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:47
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Brian Ressler

Dayton, OH 45410

------------------------------ Email 9,853 ------------------------------
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From: cmcwill09
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:48
Subject: Open Internet
Dear Tom Wheeler and others at the FCC,

I hope this email address is actually a listening ear. I can't stress enough how I believe the internet should be a free and
open space.

The internet isn't just a line where data moves from point A to point B. The internet is an open forum, that should be
viewed the same way as a public park. It is a space that allows every voice in our nation to speak up and be heard. It is a
 place that if interfered with stands to push us away from all of the growth we have taken towards being the most
tolerant and free nation we have ever been.

What will happen to our nation, when the internet is structured in such a fashion that the richest speak loudest? Or
where the least respected opinions are slowed to a crawl? No time in our species' existence have we been able to not
only communicate openly, but create forums everyone can access.

The internet must be treated as a public utility, and maintained with the same care our great national parks need.
Because truly, a free internet is our greatest stride toward freedom and equality ever.

I hope you see it as I do,
Christian McWilliams

--

Christian McWilliams
mailto:

------------------------------ Email 9,854 ------------------------------

From: jesse.a.nunez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:48
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
Jesse Nunez

------------------------------ Email 9,855 ------------------------------

From: jesse.a.nunez
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:48
Subject: An Open Letter regarding Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to net neutrality--in particular, the decision to enact a
'fast lane' in which companies would be allowed to charge for faster internet broadband access.

As a concerned citizen and a small business owner who conducts the lions share of his business operations via the
internet, it is imperative that broadband access--and internet access in general--remain unfettered and classified as a
Title II telecommunications service under the Communications Act.

Prioritizing one type of internet traffic in favor of another does not promote net neutrality. Nor does creating a 'fast lane'
for those who are able to pay a steeper price. Nor does it promote a competitive commercial atmosphere for enterprising
 citizens to lift themselves--and subsequently the nation--from the grips of economic woes. Prioritization of internet
traffic and enacting a 'fast lane' go against the principles of an open and free internet devoid of censorship and instead
promote the idea that those with the gold, make the rules.

The internet is is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of
an open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right
 of every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon.

A corporate entity cannot limit participation at these town meetings to only those who can afford to attend. In that vein,
a corporate entity should not have the power to limit a citizen body's right to free speech, assembly, free press, and
petition for government address of grievances by limiting broadband access.

As a consumer, I once again strongly urge the FCC to classify broadband access as a Title II telecommunications
service under the Communications Act.

Thank you very much for your time,

A concerned citizen,
Jesse Nunez

------------------------------ Email 9,856 ------------------------------

From: acojv214tx
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:48
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Victor Acosta

------------------------------ Email 9,857 ------------------------------

From: smylex99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:48
Subject: Net Neutrality
Keep the Internet neutral. Do not make it like cable, with different prices for different packages.

Sincerely,
Reverend Christopher Little

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,858 ------------------------------

From: marc.yilmaz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:48
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Marc Yilmaz (  writes:

Mr. Wheeler,

Please do not gut net-neutrality.  If the FCC moves forward, it will be similarly derided decision like Citizen's United
that have illustrated government's inability to improve the lives of the average American.  You have the power to
change this and save your legacy.

Marc Yilmaz
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
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Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,859 ------------------------------

From: kalatalo
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:48
Subject: I have exactly one choice for high speed internet
To whom it may concern:

I am an astrophysicist at Caltech, living in Pasadena, down the street
from some of the most technologically advanced institutions in the
entire world.  Want to know my choices living 1 mile away from these
institutions?  Time Warner Cable.  Or if I look extremely hard, I was
able to find a single private company that rents DSL lines from AT&T.
Time Warner is likely to implement data caps, as Comcast has done, and
already offer terrible service for a really high price (if you intend to
use internet for more than a year, past that "introductory" period).
Giving these companies, who have already shown themselves to be dismal
guardians of the internet MORE power is going to make this worse, not
better.

Take a key from England, and the EU, and South Korea, and stop feeding
the monopolistic companies that make internet access miserable for us all.

Cheers,
Katherine Alatalo

--
Dr. Katherine Alatalo
Infrared Processing and Analysis Center (IPAC)
California Institute of Technology
http://web.ipac.caltech.edu/staff/kalatalo/

------------------------------ Email 9,860 ------------------------------

From: joseph.antoniello
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:49
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joseph Antoniello

 79403
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------------------------------ Email 9,861 ------------------------------

From: jay.perro
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:49
Subject: Don't do it!
Save the internet. Keep it open

Sent from my iPhone

------------------------------ Email 9,862 ------------------------------

From: gentleshotgun
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:49
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Federal Communications Committee,

The citizens of America deserve better than to be censored and edited more. Abolishing Net Neutrality will only cause
more problems than you think they would solve. The internet is one of the only ways left for Americans to immediately
spread their opinions with others around the world. If you take this away from Americans we will have barely any other
source left to speedily express ourselves. Please reconsider your actions against Net Neutrality.

Thank you,

Tyler Riebl

------------------------------ Email 9,863 ------------------------------

From: trosenbaum
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:49
Subject: FCC Staff: The Internet Is TeleCommunication -- A Common Carrier
Good Evening,

This week must be frustrating for those of you who have to sift through all these emails, calls, and other
communications (certainly many form letters, but some totally heartfelt as this one).

I appreciate the task you have ahead of you and your organization right now, and I understand that there are many
difficult variables and ramifications present within whatever decision is made on this issue--the issue of finally placing
the Internet in its central place in our infrastructure and economy (much as we did for voice and telegraph data in the
Communications Act of 1934, which created the FCC).

The people who have grown up surrounded by all modern forms of data exchange rightly see this Internet as one
shadow of the same basic utility: Telecommunications.

Is a text message truly that different from a telegram? Is a FAX message truly different from a document that is
emailed? Is a video downloaded over copper phone wires truly different than the one downloaded over copper coaxial
cable?

I, and a great body of like-minded individuals like me hope that there is still life in our government, still a chance to
avoid the disappointment of regulatory capture and cynicism toward those bodies that we set up to assist ensuring our
common good.
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The Internet is no longer a novelty. It is the white-hot core of our civilization--it is not a mere Information Service. No
single ISP can claim to be the sole originator of the data that flows from this common pipe.

Please make the right decision by classifying all Internet connectivity providers the same, that is to classify them the
same as all other common carrier services. The natural monopolies are no longer justified.

Best Regards,
Travis Rosenbaum

------------------------------ Email 9,864 ------------------------------

From: trosenbaum
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:49
Subject: FCC Staff: The Internet Is TeleCommunication -- A Common Carrier
Good Evening,

This week must be frustrating for those of you who have to sift through all these emails, calls, and other
communications (certainly many form letters, but some totally heartfelt as this one).

I appreciate the task you have ahead of you and your organization right now, and I understand that there are many
difficult variables and ramifications present within whatever decision is made on this issue--the issue of finally placing
the Internet in its central place in our infrastructure and economy (much as we did for voice and telegraph data in the
Communications Act of 1934, which created the FCC).

The people who have grown up surrounded by all modern forms of data exchange rightly see this Internet as one
shadow of the same basic utility: Telecommunications.

Is a text message truly that different from a telegram? Is a FAX message truly different from a document that is
emailed? Is a video downloaded over copper phone wires truly different than the one downloaded over copper coaxial
cable?

I, and a great body of like-minded individuals like me hope that there is still life in our government, still a chance to
avoid the disappointment of regulatory capture and cynicism toward those bodies that we set up to assist ensuring our
common good.

The Internet is no longer a novelty. It is the white-hot core of our civilization--it is not a mere Information Service. No
single ISP can claim to be the sole originator of the data that flows from this common pipe.

Please make the right decision by classifying all Internet connectivity providers the same, that is to classify them the
same as all other common carrier services. The natural monopolies are no longer justified.

Best Regards,
Travis Rosenbaum

------------------------------ Email 9,865 ------------------------------

From: yuvashv
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Please stop messing with our internet, it is meant to be free and open.

Vinay Yuvashankar
139 Emeson Street
Hamilton, ON L8S 2X7

------------------------------ Email 9,866 ------------------------------

From: cpiller
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:50
Subject: Please Keep Net Neutrality
Dear Sir or Madam,

I am a freshman in the computer science department at Princeton.  I was very concerned to hear that new FCC plans
may make the internet change for the worse.  I am very interested in a career in technology and startups.  I am currently
involved in Friendsy, a social media startup on campus, and I will be spending my summer writing code to help
Friendsy expand.  While we are a small startup right now, we aspire to compete with companies such as Facebook.  This
 has a chance of happening if we continue to be successful and if all traffic is treated equally by ISPs.  However, if net
neutrality is not maintained and some companies can pay for faster speeds, small startups such as Friendsy will never be
 able to realistically compete with bigger companies like Facebook because the previously equal playing field of the
Internet will have barriers to entry that very small companies will not be able to meet.  I implore you not to implement
this new plan and to keep net neutrality intact.

Thank you for your time.
Chris Piller
Princeton University Class of 2017

------------------------------ Email 9,867 ------------------------------

From: jstew 09
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:50
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jacob Stewart
1531 APT H Seven Pines Rd.
Springfield, IL 62704
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------------------------------ Email 9,868 ------------------------------

From: ianthepilot
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ian Van Luven

MA

------------------------------ Email 9,869 ------------------------------

From: golfer32
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Glenn Wielenga
1620 Pine Needle Ln
Ferndale, WA 98248
US

------------------------------ Email 9,870 ------------------------------

From: fado1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:50
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Eva Hudlicka
PO Box 9404
North Amherst, MA 01059
US

------------------------------ Email 9,871 ------------------------------

From: mattoreilly217
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
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I am writing to implore you to keep the Internet free and neutral. There should not be "fast lanes" or any other pay-to-
play systems established. I understand the intention behind the move; however, it will stifle business innovation and
further entrench those already in control of the market. We are dangerously close to a new Gilded Age; you have one of
the last bastions of freedom from economic inequality under your control, and it is your duty to keep it free from
corruption and collusion. You are the defender of the American public's best interest, not the interests of corporations.
We need more protection than they do.

------------------------------ Email 9,872 ------------------------------

From: rudmannick
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:51
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Nick Rudman
2308 Mayfield
Joliet, IL 60435
US

------------------------------ Email 9,873 ------------------------------

From: thejman129
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:51
Subject: Net Neutrality
Please ensure the rights off all peoples are taken into account when delegating the matters of internet rights. Such a
unique system as the World Wide Web should be capable of being accessed by any and all and provided openly.
Allowing financial beneficiaries to play the role of gate keepers will stifle innovation, reduce free market competition,
and bring general distrust for those groups responsible for allowing such travesty. Thank you for your time and please
remember to keep in mind the future of our country not as a company, but as a people.

------------------------------ Email 9,874 ------------------------------

From: gralinnaea
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:51
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Grá Linnaea
1750 NE Irving St
#29
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Portland, OR 97232

------------------------------ Email 9,875 ------------------------------

From: mikezhong1126
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Zheng Zhong
520 N 32nd St
Apt 2
Omaha, NE 68131

------------------------------ Email 9,876 ------------------------------

From: jeffchen06
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jeffrey Chen
5811 Iris Circle
La Palma, CA 90623

------------------------------ Email 9,877 ------------------------------

From: jeff.green.ca
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:52
Subject: Comments to the Chairman
Jeff Green (  writes:

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
------------------------------------------------------------
Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 192.168.199.16
Remote IP address: 192.168.199.16

------------------------------ Email 9,878 ------------------------------

From: a.villarreal
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:52
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Alejandra Villarreal

------------------------------ Email 9,879 ------------------------------

From: emailjoeoneill
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:52
Subject: We have enough on our hands!
?We have a third world war in sight and you're causing pain to our homeland here in America. How is the American
public to support they utterly despise and feel disgust for? We are disgusted at the bile you spew at us from all fronts;
physical, and now, virtual.  You are pushing for an exodus of American citizens from our home to safer more free lands.
 YOU are oppressing us all.

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.

------------------------------ Email 9,880 ------------------------------

From: jeffrey.w.boyle
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:52
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Subject: Please keep the net neutral.
As a physician in Iowa specializing in application of new technology and telemedicine in management of disease, I beg
that you do not move forward with the current proposal for a "fast lane" and a regular bandwidth ISP division.  Please
maintain net neutrality, which would continue to support innovation, equality, and economic development.

Jeffrey Walter Boyle, MD, PhD
University of Iowa Hospitals and Clinics
Iowa City, Iowa

Address:
1780 Sara Ct.
Coralville, Iowa
52317

------------------------------ Email 9,881 ------------------------------

From: maxinekla
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:52
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Maxine Anderson

HI 96744

------------------------------ Email 9,882 ------------------------------

From: jzelazo1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:53
Subject: Net neutrality is essential!
I do not believe it right that an internet service provider will be able to control content. The internet is supposed to be
just like the United States of America - a place where someone can express his or her opinions without repercussions. If
ISPs are allowed to control content, I believe this will lead down the slippery slope of censorship.

It's bad enough that ISPs currently hold an oligopoly over us, these new rules will create a total monopoly.

Monopoly stifles innovation, competition breeds it!!

--
Jonathan Zelazo

mailto
(973) 906-0520
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------------------------------ Email 9,883 ------------------------------

From: velissarchapa
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Velissa Chapa

 78757

------------------------------ Email 9,884 ------------------------------

From: ryan.citko
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ryan Citko

Long Beach, CA 90802
US

------------------------------ Email 9,885 ------------------------------

From: jrhess23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jordan Hess
160 Pine Street
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Jefferson, PA 15344

------------------------------ Email 9,886 ------------------------------

From: fieldy920
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:53
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Troy Pahnke
493 Frogtown Rd
Livingston, TN 38570

------------------------------ Email 9,887 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Your proposed rules creating an internet "fast lane" are deeply dangerous to freedom of online expression, essentially
giving the wealthy yet another way to amplify their voices and drown out the rest of us. Not only that, but as the New
York Times pointed out, "the rules are also likely to eventually raise prices as the likes of Disney and Netflix pass on to
customers whatever they pay for the speedier lanes." Please retract this proposal and craft a new one that supports a
truly free and open internet.

Benjamin Sibelman
15817 NE 90th St.
Apt. H362
Redmond, WA 98052
US

------------------------------ Email 9,888 ------------------------------

From: ben
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:53
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

Your proposed rules creating an internet "fast lane" are deeply dangerous to freedom of online expression, essentially
giving the wealthy yet another way to amplify their voices and drown out the rest of us. Not only that, but as the New
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York Times pointed out, "the rules are also likely to eventually raise prices as the likes of Disney and Netflix pass on to
customers whatever they pay for the speedier lanes." Please retract this proposal and craft a new one that supports a
truly free and open internet.

Benjamin Sibelman
15817 NE 90th St.
Apt. H362
Redmond, WA 98052
US

------------------------------ Email 9,889 ------------------------------

From: robamerault96
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: Don't do this!
The Internet is the best thing that has ever happened to this planet. It allows for people all around to connect and
converse and share ideas equally and instantly. Please don't restrict our use of the internet for the sake of money and
greed. Do not take away the one thing that lets people express themselves or even connect for something as pointless as
money. Please fore the love of god do not do this. It will only cause you more grief in the future.

Thank you for hearing my Case.
Rob Amerault

------------------------------ Email 9,890 ------------------------------

From: francois
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: Net neutrality
Net neutrality must be preserved at all cost.

François Lavigne
Programmeur Web

mailto:

Création web Imaginus
450-304-1991

------------------------------ Email 9,891 ------------------------------

From: ellen mccarty
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: internet neutrality
To: Tom Wheeler

If the FCC cannot protect net neutrality and ensure the equal treatment of all websites and instead votes to give power of
 discrimination to corporations like Comcast, then I see no reason for the existence of the FCC at all. With such a vote it
 will prove itself to be an institution that uses citizen tax dollars to act against citizens in favor of corporate interests.

I hope the FCC makes the right choice.
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Ellen McCarty, entrepreneur

------------------------------ Email 9,892 ------------------------------

From: aceah.towery
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Aceah Towery
8625 Herring Hill Rd
Millington, TN 38053

------------------------------ Email 9,893 ------------------------------

From: jnthnlarson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: Please preserve net neutrality
Hello.

My name is Jonathan Larson. I'm worried. I think I have legitimate reasons to be worried with the federal attempts over
the last few years to compromise the freedom and fairness of the most important medium of communication the world
has seen since the printing press. Freedom of expression is enshrined in the very first article of our bill of rights for a
reason. The essence of freedom, democracy, industry, the free market, and everything we mean when we speak of
humanity comes down to the free and open exchange of ideas. Societies that embrace this flourish. Societies that
suppress it strangle themselves from the inside.

There may be powerful interests that seek to profit from the privatization of this, our most basic human right, but they
do so out of blindness. If they weren't so short-sightedly stupid, they would realize that money is not the same thing as
wealth. Every dollar extorted from businesses relying on access to the internet will lose value as we plunge deeper and
deeper into a new dark age of inequality and slavery to a privileged few. This isn't a left wing or a right wing issue. This
is a foundational pillar of our republic.

Internet service providers already enjoy astronomical profits. There is no need for them to institutionalize additional
revenue streams by fast tracking preferred websites to higher speed bandwidths. The slow speeds of U.S. Internet
providers are already a source of embarrassment in the international community. Countries that we refer to as "Third
World" enjoy much faster service and better connections. Our competitive position in the emerging global economy is
nothing to toy with or to use as a bargaining chip to enrich a select few while the rest are held behind.

Do not sell off our protections of fair Internet access.

Everyone will lose from this as the U.S. economy will fail to compete on the global stage. We, the U.S. citizens are
aware of how many of our rights have already been sold off to private interests. I am not happy about the direction this
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country is headed. Everyone I know is angry. We are not stupid. We know that allowing for fast track privileges for
websites willing to pay for them is not a strategy to support healthy competition. It is a way to fleece the public for the
benefit of a few giant corporations and to suppress younger, less established companies from competing on a fair scale.

Do not sell away our freedom, our expression, and our place in the global economy.

-Jonathan Larson

------------------------------ Email 9,894 ------------------------------

From: rlwhite
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: INTERNET NEUTRALITY NOW!!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,

We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality!

We KNOW that Corporations are behind this push to 'own' the Internet and they can afford to buy their own version of
it if they want it... the one we have now is FOR THE PEOPLE not the Corporations!

Net NEUTRALITY NOW!!

RL White
SE Rhine St
Portland, OR 97203
US

------------------------------ Email 9,895 ------------------------------

From: rkspooky91
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Ryan Nestler
742 John Street
Pecatonica, IL 61063
US

------------------------------ Email 9,896 ------------------------------

From: rlwhite
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:54
Subject: INTERNET NEUTRALITY NOW!!!

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
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We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality!

We KNOW that Corporations are behind this push to 'own' the Internet and they can afford to buy their own version of
it if they want it... the one we have now is FOR THE PEOPLE not the Corporations!

Net NEUTRALITY NOW!!

RL White
SE Rhine St
Portland, OR 97203
US

------------------------------ Email 9,897 ------------------------------

From: nbnatale
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:55
Subject: Net Neutrality is important for students
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

Nicolas Natale
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Biotechnology High School Class of 2014

------------------------------ Email 9,898 ------------------------------

From: tjdickerson
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:55
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

terry dickerson

 36117

------------------------------ Email 9,899 ------------------------------

From: jensck802
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:56
Subject: net neutrality
how about this, dont fucking ire a lobbyist to write your reforms you assholes. the internet is a civil right dont treat it
like our other civil rights... we want to keep this one

------------------------------ Email 9,900 ------------------------------

From: armst104
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:56
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Charles Armstrong
2703 Link Club Dr
Apt 301
Raleigh, NC 27603

------------------------------ Email 9,901 ------------------------------
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From: jayturley
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:57
Subject: Net Neutrality
Hi-

As someone who has seen and helped the internet develop into the world wide web, I am writing to express my severe
disappointment at your agency's recent change in stance toward the principle of net neutrality.

It's not about "creating fast lanes", it's about the deliberate creation of "slow lanes" in the name of competition, and the
deliberate disenfranchisement of those who cannot afford to pay for the non-throttled speeds that Americo's telcos have
already created.

America already has near-the-worst internet speeds in the developed world, and your proposed changes would only
make it worse for everyone except the big players. Way to throttle innovation and American ingenuity, guys.

I strongly urge you to classify Internet Service Providers as common carriers, and let regulation that has already proven
itself in the telephony industry help America move forward with equal access for all, instead of better access for some.

Thank you,

-Jay Turley
 American

------------------------------ Email 9,902 ------------------------------

From: mschwa6
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Michael Schwartz

 77009

------------------------------ Email 9,903 ------------------------------

From: stanrjanzen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Stan Janzen
PO Box 144
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406

------------------------------ Email 9,904 ------------------------------

From: annachase
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:57
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Anna Chase
151 S. Downey Ave.
Indianapolis, IN 46219
US

------------------------------ Email 9,905 ------------------------------

From: living dead punk
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:57
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Billy Baughman

OH 44102

------------------------------ Email 9,906 ------------------------------

From: ryacko
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:57
Subject: End net neutrality only with concessions
Net neutrality hasn't prevented the latest fights between Netflix and others.
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Demand concessions, strong concessions if net neutrality will end.

Require fifty cents for every dollar over twenty billed for internet access to residential customers to be spent towards
investment, laying fiber, etc.

Sincerely,

Ryan Carboni of California

------------------------------ Email 9,907 ------------------------------

From: spartan0227
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:58
Subject: Don't kill Net Neutrality!
Net Neutrality is crucial and a necessity to have a free and open internet. I don't want a handful of special interest groups
 deciding what I can and can't access. I don't want some corporation slowing down my internet and forcing me to use
what they say I can use and not be able to use what I, as a consumer, decide I want to use. Please don't give into what
these special interest groups want. They don'y speak for me and the rest of the country!

------------------------------ Email 9,908 ------------------------------

From: nancy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:58
Subject: net neutrality
Please do not redefine net neutrality to allow corporations and organizations to monopolize the internet.  Stifling the free
 flow of information is what we would expect in China or Iran. Not in the United States!  I can scarcely believe that this
could get proposed in the Land of the Free.  This would stifle competition, innovation, etc. Its worse than monopolies of
 the telephone system, television, etc.  It is unimaginable, and yet apparently somebody up there has imagined it.  Please
 scrap this idea. Now.

Nancy Hadley

------------------------------ Email 9,909 ------------------------------

From: jbibbs30
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:59
Subject: Request for public statement
To whom it may concern,

Unlike other supporters of net neutrality laws, I am not completely
pessimistic toward our government or the FCC. I understand there are
things you must consider that I am not even aware of.

I do not understand though why ISP's have a special information
service designation, and are not considered a telecommunications
service. How is it in the public benefit that ISP's lie outside of a
"common carrier" designation?  I'd be interested in learning more.



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Thank you,

Jason Bibbings

------------------------------ Email 9,910 ------------------------------

From: curtistalls
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:59
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Curtis Williams

 11377

------------------------------ Email 9,911 ------------------------------

From: kgarc2012
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:59
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Kathleen Garcia

------------------------------ Email 9,912 ------------------------------

From: cusickm1
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 22:59
Subject: We Want Net Neutrality
Americans demand, and President Obama pledged, real net neutrality.

This requires:

1)FCC Chairman Tom Wheeler should resign or be removed from his position. The recent policy proposal from the
FCC on net neutrality enables service providers to blackmail content providers with fees for the delivery of content that
the subscriber already paid them for. Such a proposal is consistent with Wheeler's former role as head of National Cable
Television Association but it is a violation of the chairman's responsibility to the public.

2) Internet service has become an essential tool for work, commerce, and the exercise of free speech. Broadband
providers use public rights of way to string cable across the country and the space to do so is limited. Accordingly the
government has an obligation to ensure that this natural monopoly is not abused.

3) Almost no households in America have a more than one provider of real (> 6 mpbs) broadband internet access. The
FCC has done nothing to promote competition for this critical service.

4) Internet Service should be regulated as a "telecommunications service". The companies that operate the network must
 not be allowed to discriminate regarding the physical devices connected, or the type of traffic transmitted over the
network. For almost all people, there is only one high speed 'pipe' available to them. The operator should be
compensated fairly for operating the pipe infrastructure but they must not be permitted to control who and what can be
access or to artificially affect the throughput; just as Ma Bell was obligated to connect people wanting long distance
service from Sprint and other providers.

5) Any network services over and above the raw transmission of data through the network should be provided by third
parties; without discrimination based on on content, source, or destination.

6) Broadband providers should be permitted to inspect traffic only for the purpose of routing it to it's intended
destination and not otherwise, scan, store, forward or share it.

In short, Internet Access should be treated exactly the same way that phone service was; after the dismantling of the Bell
 monopoly.

--

Michelle Cusick
Advertising Senior, Michigan State University
Multicultural Director, University Activities Board

------------------------------ Email 9,913 ------------------------------

From: jim.husband+nn
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jim Husband
18015 E 101st St
Broken Arrow, OK 74011

------------------------------ Email 9,914 ------------------------------

From: joseluiscarrasco97
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:00
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

jose carrasco
2448 ralph drive
eagle pass, TX 78852

------------------------------ Email 9,915 ------------------------------

From: badchilly1
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:01
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Gary T

CA 90034

------------------------------ Email 9,916 ------------------------------

From: giovannaton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:01



cimsreport_open internet NON-Template_spreadsheet-01.txt[6/19/2014 4:38:38 PM]

Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Giovanna Tonelli
905 Moumtain st
Philadelphia, PA 19148
US

------------------------------ Email 9,917 ------------------------------

From: neousf
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:02
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Nitza Diaz
4546 Birdsong Blvd
Lutz, FL 33559

------------------------------ Email 9,918 ------------------------------

From: 84thproblem
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:02
Subject: Completely level playing field!
We already see the corrupting forces of overly-monied interests at work in our electoral system.  There must be a
completely level playing field when it comes to access of ideas to the web – Joe Millionaire should not be able to
preempt the information I really want or NEED to see, just because he has deep pockets.

ONE WEB!

------------------------------ Email 9,919 ------------------------------

From: abrohamlinco1n
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:02
Subject: Re-class Internet Service Providers
Hello,

   I am writing to you in response to the call for feedback on the latest proposed ruling on net neutrality, which would
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allow for cable companies to charge "commercially reasonable" fees to content providers for an internet fast lane.

   Frankly, I am disgusted by even the idea of this. First of all, using the words "commercially reasonable" to describe
any extra fees leveraged by cable companies just to deliver the content they are already being paid to deliver is
ridiculous. Lets be clear, these fees would not be going towards building a new, even faster connection. No, these fees
would be extra money the consumers and businesses would need to pay just to maintain the same quality of service we
are already paying for! The cable companies already charge for bandwidth. I am paying my subscription service to get a
certain speed, as are companies like netflix who are already paying for the bandwidth they use. To allow cable
companies to double dip like this, charging extra from content providers just to maintain the same level of service, is
giving in to the worst type of greed and frankly I would expect better of the FCC. Your organization was commissioned
to protect the people from exactly this type of thing. Your job is not to help line the pockets of greedy corporations.

   Additionally, it is unreasonable to act like cable companies operate in any way resembling a free market. The high
start up cost of creating a new ISP, combined with already existing ISP services owning and locking down their
infrastructure, prevents much of any competition. This is not an issue where people are able to "vote with their wallet."
At my apartment, I have the option of comcast which offers up to 100 Mbit/s. Or I can go with Century Link, which
offers a measly 7 Mbit/s. There are no other options available to me. This is not even a real choice. If I want to watch
netflix at all, or youtube, or even use the internet in any meaningful way, I simply have to be a comcast subscriber. I
would switch to an alternative in a heartbeat, but a 7 MBit/s connection is not a real alternative. Much of the customers
in the United States fall into the same category, where they simply do not have a choice. Utilities are in much the same
situation. There is often only one utility company serving an area. And they have their own form of net neutrality. You
pay the same price for water, whether you are drinking it, washing dishes, watering your lawn, or whatever else. Should
I pay more for this cup of water that I'm drinking, than I do for the same amount of water when I'm using it to wash my
dishes? Of course not, that would be ridiculous. One use is not privileged over another, it would be crazy to think the
water company should be able to dictate how I use the water I pay for. And yet somehow cable companies are different?
 They are providing a utility, just as the water company, and they should be treated exactly the same way.

   If protecting the consumer from being taken advantage of is not motivation enough, think about the effect this would
have on new businesses and the economy as a whole. The big players such as google and amazon can already afford to
pay the extra fees to enable their content to reach the viewers unimpeded. But what about start ups? The internet has
been an incredible engine of economic growth, allowing new companies to spring up with little barrier to entry, and
create services which can compete on a global scale. Undoubtedly, allowing this kind of competition is good for
consumers and society as a whole, driving down prices and improving quality of service. But with the abandonment of
net neutrality, start ups will simply not be able to compete. Why would I go to a competitors service, even if it is better,
if it takes me minutes to load a single page? A start up with just a few people working out of a garage could have a
revolutionary new product, but if they can't pay the "fast lane" price it will never see the light of day. This ruling will
stifle innovation, and lead to the further consolidation of power in a few monolithic companies. The United States was
founded on the principle that absolute power should never be entrusted in one entity, and this ruling completely flies in
the face of the spirit of our country, constitution and the desire of the people.

   There is a reason that comcast was voted number one worst company in the country, and time warner cable wasn't far
behind. We are already paying more for worse internet service than any other first world country. I honestly cannot
think of a single reason this ruling is a good idea. I hope that my email and others like mine are actually being read, and
not falling into a black hole to be ignored. You, the workers of the FCC, are in a position to protect the American
people, and determine the course of the internet for decades to come. Make the right choice and stand up to the big
corporations. Uphold net neutrality and deem making a fast lane illegal.

   Thank you for reading my email.

------------------------------ Email 9,920 ------------------------------

From: pricebarrya
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:03
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Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Barry Price
1278 W. Twain Ave.
Fresno, CA 93711

------------------------------ Email 9,921 ------------------------------

From: deadsotc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:04
Subject: Net Neutrality
I want ISP's classified as Title II Telecommunication services

------------------------------ Email 9,922 ------------------------------

From: foulkeslee
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:04
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

lee foulkes
21621 107th st e
buckley, WA 98321

------------------------------ Email 9,923 ------------------------------

From: zapbranniganster
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
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integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

James Barlow
1014 Tyler st
Herndon, VA 20170

------------------------------ Email 9,924 ------------------------------

From: exoallan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality. You are a steward of
the state, which promised to uphold net neutrality.

Allan Ouyang

 55439

------------------------------ Email 9,925 ------------------------------

From: apsmcdermott
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Anna McDermott

WA 98466

------------------------------ Email 9,926 ------------------------------

From: marqfernandez
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Mark Fernandez

US

------------------------------ Email 9,927 ------------------------------

From: dragonzord2.0
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Daniel  Shober

------------------------------ Email 9,928 ------------------------------

From: kwalsh
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kathy Walsh
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24 Sheldon Drive
Ballston Lake, NY 12019

------------------------------ Email 9,929 ------------------------------

From: cory.kawabata
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is completely contrary to the
concept of Net Neutrality. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements of so-called "commercially reasonable" terms
does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would be nearly impossible to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet Service
Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will require all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon. It is important that our data infrastructure be protected
 from special interest groups who are not likely to have citizens' best interest at heart. Please do not allow them to put a
stranglehold on information. As a nation built on freedom it is one of our most valuable assets.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. A tiered
internet policy is only beneficial to the pockets of CEOs of Internet Service Providers.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers under the Communications Act.

Thank you for your time,
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Cory Kawabata

------------------------------ Email 9,930 ------------------------------

From: cory.kawabata
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Net neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I am writing to comment on the FCC's recent proposed changes to Net Neutrality.

Allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers is completely contrary to the
concept of Net Neutrality. Any inclusion of restrictions or requirements of so-called "commercially reasonable" terms
does not change this fact.

It would be detrimental to competition and innovation by raising the barrier to entry for content providers. New
companies would be nearly impossible to start because they would not have the wherewithal to pay Internet Service
Providers for faster speeds that established companies employ.

If the FCC is truly supportive of Net Neutrality, I urge them to reclassify all Internet Service Providers as Title II
Common Carriers as laid out in the Telecommunications Act of 1934. From my understanding, this will require all
Internet Service Providers to act as data carriers and restrict them from altering the flow of information in any manner.

The internet is a medium through which information is broadcast and transmitted. It is the 21st century equivalent of an
open forum at a town meeting. Whether or not a citizen participates within it is of his or her own accord, but the right of
every citizen to participate within it should not be infringed upon. It is important that our data infrastructure be protected
 from special interest groups who are not likely to have citizens' best interest at heart. Please do not allow them to put a
stranglehold on information. As a nation built on freedom it is one of our most valuable assets.

I do NOT support allowing Internet Service Providers to give preferential treatment to content providers. A tiered
internet policy is only beneficial to the pockets of CEOs of Internet Service Providers.

I ask that the FCC reclassify Internet Service Providers as Title II Common Carriers under the Communications Act.

Thank you for your time,
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Cory Kawabata

------------------------------ Email 9,931 ------------------------------

From: vickowens2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:05
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

victoria owens
6 korwel Court
West orange, NJ 07052
US

------------------------------ Email 9,932 ------------------------------

From: matthiasgrenon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matthias Grenon

MA 02134

------------------------------ Email 9,933 ------------------------------

From: thomas.s.brown
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:06
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

thomas brown
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------------------------------ Email 9,934 ------------------------------

From: mastersmeg
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:06
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Erik Lentz
850 Presley Rd.
Texarkana, TX 75501

------------------------------ Email 9,935 ------------------------------

From: jessiesgirl84
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:07
Subject: Net Neutrality
Net neutrality is crucial to keep a free and open internet. Certain big companies and special interest groups do not
represent the people. Do not give in to their demands!!

--

Shama D
email: mailto
blog:  homeschoolknitmom.blogspot.com<http://homeschoolknitmom.blogspot.com>

Skill level isn't a measurement of a knitter's capabilities; it's a reflection of the knitter's attitude.

You know you're in love when you can't fall asleep because reality is finally better than your dreams~Dr Seuss

We're all little weird and life's a little weird, and when we find someone whose weirdness is compatible with ours, we
join up with them and fall in mutual weirdness and call it love. ~ Dr Seuss

------------------------------ Email 9,936 ------------------------------

From: reynbra
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:08
Subject: The internet needs network neutrality
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    The internet is an unbelievable form of communication with an ever progressing structure and format made to make
us a more intelligent and aware species. Theoretically, if you were to put the sanctions and on net neutrality, you would
limit and lead to the possible downfall of one of the great inventions of man as it had operated. As an optimist of the
progression of the possible future, I would hope that the possibility of man could and our grandchildren could see the
Best future of technology; and the best part is, I may have be able to see it network neutrality was properly protected
from the corporate mindset of our nation. Technology is going to change the earth and the human race as we know it,
please consider this.

                                              Thank you,

Brandyn Reynolds

------------------------------ Email 9,937 ------------------------------

From: crouch2
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:08
Subject: Net Neutrality
To whom it may concern,

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

Regards,

Rob Crouch

------------------------------ Email 9,938 ------------------------------

From: justinlynn.public
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Justin Lynn

 77094
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------------------------------ Email 9,939 ------------------------------

From: essietai
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:08
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Joseph Lund
3652 3rd Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55409
US

------------------------------ Email 9,940 ------------------------------

From: jeremy21285
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:08
Subject: Tom Wheeler needs to resign
Dear FCC People,

The telephone industry now sends it's services over Broadband networks, so it makes absolutely no logical sense to
declassify it as such. We fought hard to deregulate Ma Bell and allow for the advancements in technology that got us
this far, so it feels tragic to be witnessing a state-sponsored undoing of what we, as a country, accomplished.

Please, I urge you to help restore the principle of online neutrality by reclassifying broadband technology as a
telecommunications service, which it very logically is and always has been.

Thanks,
       American

------------------------------ Email 9,941 ------------------------------

From: white9898caleb
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:08
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Caleb White
606 w McDowell
Odessa, MO 64076
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------------------------------ Email 9,942 ------------------------------

From: wes.morrison
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:09
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
wesley morrison

------------------------------ Email 9,943 ------------------------------

From: paul
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:09
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Paul Kayne
9 Overlook Way
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648

------------------------------ Email 9,944 ------------------------------

From: chefpeon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:09
Subject: Net neutrality!!!
Please do not implement the "internet fast lane". Giving large companies with money preferential treatment with faster
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speeds and reliability
is NOT what net neutrality is all about.

Keep the internet EQUAL. It is in the best interest of the American people.

Sincerely,

Anne Hjelte/Welch, Pastry Chef

mailto

Home Page: http://www.cake-o-rama.com

Blog: http://valanne.typepad.com/blog/

"Women and cats will do as they please, and men and dogs should relax and get used to the idea."
— Robert A. Heinlein<http://www.goodreads.com/author/quotes/205.Robert_A_Heinlein?container=bebo>

------------------------------ Email 9,945 ------------------------------

From: andersonbolles
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Anderson Bolles

 91908

------------------------------ Email 9,946 ------------------------------

From: mthorp53
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please show us that you are not pawns of the cable and communications industry.  Your recent proposed actions will not
 serve the citizens at large, only cost us more.  The idea of putting the internet out to the highest bidder (which will cost
us more as we consumers pay the bill) is not net neutrality.  Paying for the fast lane is not neutral.  I understand former
Telecom lobbyist and insider chairman Tom Wheeler has his loyalties with the industry and not the consumer and this
change in direction proves it.  The best way to go is to  reclassify broadband as a regulated, common-carrier service.
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The amount of commerce done via the internet alone justifies the reclassification.  The Supreme Court's ruling basically
pointed the FCC to go down that road.  Do it.

Michael Thorp

------------------------------ Email 9,947 ------------------------------

From: mthorp53
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
Please show us that you are not pawns of the cable and communications industry.  Your recent proposed actions will not
 serve the citizens at large, only cost us more.  The idea of putting the internet out to the highest bidder (which will cost
us more as we consumers pay the bill) is not net neutrality.  Paying for the fast lane is not neutral.  I understand former
Telecom lobbyist and insider chairman Tom Wheeler has his loyalties with the industry and not the consumer and this
change in direction proves it.  The best way to go is to  reclassify broadband as a regulated, common-carrier service.
The amount of commerce done via the internet alone justifies the reclassification.  The Supreme Court's ruling basically
pointed the FCC to go down that road.  Do it.

Michael Thorp

------------------------------ Email 9,948 ------------------------------

From: rocketpcnj
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.
I want ISP's classed as Title II Telecommunications Services.

------------------------------ Email 9,949 ------------------------------

From: deaconjohnqueen
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Corbin O'malley
1901 Spahn lane
Placentia, CA 92870

------------------------------ Email 9,950 ------------------------------

From: poroisawesomerific
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To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: Do Not Reform Net Neutrality
Until I hear a clear exact plan with clear countermeasures to prevent monopolization AND efforts to curb the growing
monopolies that are affecting internet service for the worse.  I do not support r.
Your Friendly US Citizen,
Peter Ro

------------------------------ Email 9,951 ------------------------------

From: thepriestess
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: Please don`t set this rule of two class Internet..
Dear People from FCC

I`m reading these news on my newpapers. I`m not agree with your new rule : two class net. This is a discrimination of
People with Handicap.
Many internetproviders are cheap . But not all People can use internetproviders with higher taxes. Specially the People
with Handicaps.
It is a bad idea. Equal access for People with handicap is very, very important. It is important data intensive
Applications to hold usable.
Why ? I`m deaf. I`m using Skype for communicate with Family, and Friends. I`m gaming in online mmo`s . This is
important - to integrate in our world with People without handicaps. I fear this new rule - that will destroy our
integration in the world of nonhandicapped peoples.
I`m not only deaf, i have spinal muscular atrophy too. That is a handicap, which means living with wheelchair - and
many, many barriers.
The Internet is a very important barrierfree room. But through your new rule destroys our very important barrierfree
room. Please, set this rule not !!!! Please, wipe out this dangerous rule.  Have you think too for People with handicap ?

with friendly greetings

M.Schwab
mailto

------------------------------ Email 9,952 ------------------------------

From: mull280
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:10
Subject: Internet Freedom
I am writing to you in support of classing ISPs as Title II Telecommunications Services. This will ensure the internet
remains open and unbiased in the information that is available for everyone.

Thank you.

--
Matt Mullett
913-709-0086
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------------------------------ Email 9,953 ------------------------------

From: thomasridgway057
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:11
Subject: Net Nutrality & Proposed Internet “Fast Lan
 =?utf-8?B?ZeKAnSBGQ0MgUnVsZXM?=
Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,

I am writing to you today as a Technical Science graduate, concerned citizen and politically active individual in regards
to net neutrality and your recent proposals as I do not believe that the FCC has my values nor the values of the
American people in mind at this time. In fact it feels as though the FCC has not had them in mind for a very long time as
 it has sat idly by while the ISPs amass mountains of cash and screw over their customers using any method they can.

Since the creation of the 1996 Telecommunications Act hundreds of ISPs in America have been bought up or driven out
 of business through shady means by what is now a handful of companies. The Comcast/Time Warner merger must not
be allowed to go through. In no way does this positively affect users or the market.

Since I bring up the 1996 Telecommunications Act; We were promised “more competition, more diversity, lower prices,
 more jobs and a booming economy”, but instead we got more media concentration, less diversity, and higher prices.

We’re supposed to have fiber in every home by now. The American people have already paid for it directly or through
subsidies.

We’re supposed to have online cable options, especially for those who cannot receive it reasonably otherwise.

We’re supposed to have competitive retail options and pricing.

Rural areas and public facilities like schools and hospitals were guaranteed reliable internet by 2006.

Instead:

- Fiber is a business only option in most places or simply isn’t available.
- Where fiber is available it cost around $60,000 to install and caries outrageous monthly fees.
- Companies are strait up scared to bring cable online or make it a la cart.
- Internet speeds are not garneted. I could be paying for 70Mbps and only get 19Mbps.
- Data and data speeds are treated as a finite resource (An outright lie).
- Data used for games, media, images and text are in some cases treated differently.

- Some areas only have one provider. I personally have 2 and they both charge identical.

- Compared to foreign nations we are being vastly overcharged for our data and speeds.
- Rural areas get little to no attention and it’s often up to the communities to install connections.

- Online media is being throttled indirectly due to poor system management (A clever loophole).

- Online services like Netflix and Youtube are being bullied into paying ISPs for better service.

- ISP long term plans would force customers to switch to the unreliable overpriced 3g/4g lines.
- Our personal data is being sold without our knowledge.
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- And much more.

This is exactly what SHOULD NOT have happened… But there is a way to fix it.

It was advised and from my understanding under consideration that the FCC label the ISPs as “common carriers”
making them similar to public utilities. This would give you the power to actually fix this mess, stop ISPs from trying to
 oppress the consumers in the future and prevent further interruptions to innovation.

……

Now out of literally nowhere you announce plans to approve ISP internet Fast Lanes?…

I am completely blown away by this horrific proposal. It completely undermines the public and gives ISPs even more
power to abuse and less incentive to do any good by its users, both average consumers and web hosts.

The FCC has rarely used their power in the past few decades to help the people. I see no reason that you would do so if
this were to go through.

In no single way does this improve the internet for anyone but the corporations controlling access to it.

I for one refuse to be treated like some uninformed simpleton. As the FCC you need to wake up and do your job by
protecting the public from corporate greed and corruption.

Outraged Intellectual,
Thomas C. Ridgway

Bellow I have included a link and the direct text to an open letter that I believe articulates my feelings on the issue of the
 proposed internet fast lane far better than I can express myself at this time.
________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________

https://teksyndicate.com/forum/general-discussion/letter-fcc-draft/176485

April 23, 2014
From: Wendell
To: Chairman Tom Wheeler & the FCC Leaders
Subject: Proposed Internet “Fast Lane” FCC Rules

Mr. Tom Wheeler & FCC Commission,
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I am writing to you today as a twenty-year veteran of the technology industry in order to express broad and deep
concerns that I have with the draft rules from the FCC that would allow internet service providers like Comcast to
provide so called “internet fast lane” services.

As it is today, customers of internet providers select a package for internet services. In the case of a 4G or cellular
provider, often no speed is specified in the packages. However, an amount of data that can be transferred is specified as
part of this package. For example, as of this writing, AT&T Wireless offers 5 gigabytes of data for $50. Similarly
Comcast, a cable ISP, offers a package with a limit of 250 gigabytes stated in the terms-of-service. Unlike the
4G/cellular offering from AT&T, Comcast specifies a speed to go with the byte count – in this case up to 50 megabits
per second.

Comcast has stated that it is unable to deliver the service for which their customers have paid. As you are no doubt
aware, Comcast and Netflix have negotiated and come to an agreement on this very point. Without directly throttling
Netflix traffic in particular, Comcast allowed its network links to become saturated and this degraded the performance
of Netflix. As a customer of Comcast, I am paying for a set number of bytes and a particular speed. If I choose to use
the bytes for which I have paid on a service such as Netflix, it is by definition no legitimate concern of Comcast. If
they’re saying that they cannot provide the level of service for which I have paid, then it is the FCC Commission’s
responsibility to force Comcast to use plain and standardized language to indicate to me, the customer, what it is that I
am paying for.

AT&T also has a history of playing shady games with their data plans. They've been found guilty of overcharging for
streaming video in at least one case, and the FCC has dealt with them on other issues such as limiting what devices or
applications are allowed to use the data plan. Again, AT&T has no legitimate concern on how data that I have paid for is
 used.

As an expert working in several fields, including internetworking services, I am certain that Comcast (and similar
companies) are misrepresenting the truth (if not lying) of the situation: As a result of the Netflix/Comcast deal, the
Netflix experience improved for Comcast customers literally overnight. That must indicate that Comcast had the
network capacity for the Netflix traffic all along; How could they “flip a switch” and suddenly have the network
capacity necessary for all those millions of Netflix customers?

This is such a complex issue that it should be clear to anyone that it is not possible to properly establish & regulate an
“internet fast lane” at this time. Here in this case we can see plainly sociopathic behavior from one of the largest
communications companies in America, cleverly done in such a way as to do an end-run around the relatively weak
rules the FCC had already established. No, for this “fast lane,” not only do we lack the technology, we lack the law and
competency to adequately oversee these companies in these matters. Instead, what we need to focus on is ensuring fair
and universal access to the internet for consumers and businesses alike.

It isn’t hard to see that, if the speed & byte count numbers on these internet plans are essentially meaningless (as they
have been in the Netflix example), then the “regular lane” would similarly and immediately become just as congested
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exactly as it was in the Comcast/Netflix debacle. There is nothing in the proposed rules that would or could prevent a
scenario like this from playing out.

Lastly, I would encourag

------------------------------ Email 9,954 ------------------------------

From: jeremy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:11
Subject: ISPs should be classed as Title II Telecommunications Services
In order to keep a free and open internet, ISPs should be classed as
Title II Telecommunications Services.

Thank you,
Jeremy Hogan

------------------------------ Email 9,955 ------------------------------

From: ejbaehr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Evan Baehr

 60015

------------------------------ Email 9,956 ------------------------------

From: zachattack586
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:11
Subject: Maintain Net Nuetrality
Mr. Wheeler,

Companies like Verizon and ATT are  constantly trying to lock down free internet and as more ex-ISP employees (you)
make there way into our government they continue to lobby for control of the internet. What is wrong with just leaving
it alone? Does open internet threaten the profits of the ISP's? Does it ensure that internet content providers such as
Netflix not compete with current cable content providers?

Seriously, leave the internet alone. The public has made it COMPLETELY obvious that we like things the way they are.
 If you can offer me one legitimate reason as to why you continue to try to change things I may consider switching to
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Google as my ISP as soon as possible.

Seriously, stop messing with our access to the internet. We don't want "fast lanes" or CISPA or any internet regulation
at all. STOP TRYING TO CHANGE OUR ACCESS TO INTERNET.

-Zach Moore

------------------------------ Email 9,957 ------------------------------

From: jb cbr
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:11
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jason Brown

FL 32569

------------------------------ Email 9,958 ------------------------------

From: jheald
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:11
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

JANE HEALD
41 Maple Circle
Sparta, TN 38583
US

------------------------------ Email 9,959 ------------------------------

From: studiosagan
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:11
Subject: Net Neutrality
This is me helping flood your inbox to show my discontent. I'm sure you
are aware of the issues and what people, not corporations (which are not
people), want.

The United States has some of the worst Internet connections in the
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world. To think they are about to get worse for poor people is
disheartening beyond words.

Please find your moral compass and do the right thing.
Brian

------------------------------ Email 9,960 ------------------------------

From: actracy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:12
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Tracy

OH 45040

------------------------------ Email 9,961 ------------------------------

From: dukeofdeception 2000
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:12
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Raul Trejo
1801 W 24th
Houston, TX 77008
US

------------------------------ Email 9,962 ------------------------------

From: adamjdyer23
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:12
Subject: Classify the Internet as Title II Telecommunications Services
My name is Adam Dyer and I live in Houston, Texas. I believe the internet is one of the greatest modern achievements
and its potential to spread information freely should not be tampered with. The sick levels of abuse possible by the ISPs
of the USA are only possible because it remains classified as a Title I service and their oligopoly is not challenged.

The Internet MUST be reclassified as Title II Telecommunications Services if it is to remain the fount of utility and
knowledge that it should be for everyone.
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Thank you, and have a nice day.
- Adam Dyer

------------------------------ Email 9,963 ------------------------------

From: kassandrasdad
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:12
Subject: Net Neutrality
This is a bad idea...do not allow this to happen.  Throttling bandwidth that's already been paid for just keeps lining the
pockets of the haves at the expense of the have nots.

The US already pays some of the highest rates for internet service in the world.   Making this change will only make the
problem worse.

Martin B Smith
Alaska2Texas Enterprises
Anchorage, AK 99520

------------------------------ Email 9,964 ------------------------------

From: asweaver83
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:13
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Andrew Weaver

Saint Paul, MN 55105

------------------------------ Email 9,965 ------------------------------

From: mupdike
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:13
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.
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I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
Mark Updike

------------------------------ Email 9,966 ------------------------------

From: razor.ridge
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:14
Subject: Net neutrality
Dear FCC,

I am writing to oppose rules that will allow for discrimination on the Internet - where the wealthy can purchase faster
Internet service and everyone else continues to have slower service.

I do not want telecom giants and wealthy Internet companies to determine the future of the Internet. I want new ideas to
flourish on the Internet and not be blocked because they do not have sufficient funds to purchase fast service and
compete.

I do not want the Internet to be turned into another vehicle that allows money to flow from working Americans to the
wealthiest -- where web-based services like Netflix purchase faster service and pass the costs on to consumers.

The proposal being considered would kill rather than protect Net Neutrality and allow rampant discrimination online.
The Internet should be viewed as a public good and should be operated consistent with our rights to Freedom of Speech
and Freedom of the Press. Turning the Internet into a pay to play scheme is unacceptable.

--
michael oday

------------------------------ Email 9,967 ------------------------------

From: mhull
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Michael Hull

 95301

------------------------------ Email 9,968 ------------------------------

From: plourens3
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:14
Subject: Response to recent FCC news
Hello,

I am writing in response to a recent rule proposed by the FCC chairman that threatens the future of the open, democratic
 web. In order to maintain the vibrant and open space that is the internet, I am voicing my opinion that I strongly want
internet service providers classified as Title II Telecommunications Services.

The internet is one of the last public spheres where small providers have the same egalitarian treatment as large
providers. This is untrue (if not in the law, than in practice) in the realm of business, television, and communities across
the nation.

Please protect the open, democratic, and non-discriminatory nature of the internet and stop favoring internet service
providers, who already charge more in the US than most developed nations (i.e. they don't need the kickback from
content providers, period).

Sincerely,

Pierre Lourens

------------------------------ Email 9,969 ------------------------------

From: 9manny99
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Otim Emmanuel

TN 37086

------------------------------ Email 9,970 ------------------------------

From: julie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:14
Subject: we need net neutrality
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As a web application developer, one half of a small start-up business and an alumna of multiple other small businesses, I
 can't stress the importance of net neutrality enough.  My current web application involves sending lots of image files
over the web, and I couldn't afford to pay high-capacity fees.  I also have folks dumping data from their database into
mine every night, and neither of us could afford to pay for that to go faster.

Thanks

Julie Goldberg
Software Engineer

------------------------------ Email 9,971 ------------------------------

From: rafabnc
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:14
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Rafael Campos

 46321

------------------------------ Email 9,972 ------------------------------

From: kara.fowler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:15
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Kara Fowler

 38654

------------------------------ Email 9,973 ------------------------------

From: adrian
To:
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gov
Date: 4/26/2014 23:16
Subject: Net Neutrality
Dear Sir/Madame,

I am deeply disturbed by the change in direction regarding net neutrality that I have been reading about this week. My
understanding is that you propose introducing fast lanes for the internet, which is precisely the kind of thing net
neutrality is meant to prevent.

As someone who has worked in Internet-related businesses my entire adult life, I feel that allowing ISPs to discriminate
according to the type of content will be detrimental to the internet as a whole.  I am perfectly comfortable with higher
bandwidth charges for businesses like Netflix and potentially higher prices for customers who want greater bandwidth
on their end. But adding a hidden cost for specific content is unacceptable to me.

Thank you for your time,
Adrian

Sent from my phone

------------------------------ Email 9,974 ------------------------------

From: hendricksond
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:16
Subject: Open Internet Comments
Hello,

I am writing in response to the recent news I've read about the FCC's
proposed net neutrality rules. I am strongly opposed to allowing
internet service providers to accept payment for any kind of "fast lane"
access from online services to the ISP's customers. I believe that ISPs
should be required to treat all legal bandwidth the same, so that their
subscribers are able to access whatever online content they desire.

This is especially important considering that the majority of Americans
are only able to get high-speed broadband from a single local provider.
If a broadband provider degrades service to popular web sites because
they do not pay for this fast lane access, for the majority of Americans
there is no ability to move to a new provider! As such, I request that
the FCC not only reverses course on this proposal, but that they would
also reclassify internet service providers (including providers of
wireless and cellular internet) as telecommunications services.

Thank you,

Dustin Hendrickson
283 Alewife Brook Parkway, Apt 1
Somerville, MA 02144

------------------------------ Email 9,975 ------------------------------

From: hendricksond
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 23:16
Subject: Open Internet Comments
Hello,

I am writing in response to the recent news I've read about the FCC's
proposed net neutrality rules. I am strongly opposed to allowing
internet service providers to accept payment for any kind of "fast lane"
access from online services to the ISP's customers. I believe that ISPs
should be required to treat all legal bandwidth the same, so that their
subscribers are able to access whatever online content they desire.

This is especially important considering that the majority of Americans
are only able to get high-speed broadband from a single local provider.
If a broadband provider degrades service to popular web sites because
they do not pay for this fast lane access, for the majority of Americans
there is no ability to move to a new provider! As such, I request that
the FCC not only reverses course on this proposal, but that they would
also reclassify internet service providers (including providers of
wireless and cellular internet) as telecommunications services.

Thank you,

Dustin Hendrickson
283 Alewife Brook Parkway, Apt 1
Somerville, MA 02144

------------------------------ Email 9,976 ------------------------------

From: renata322
To:

gov
Date: 4/26/2014 23:16
Subject: Open Net/Net Neutrality
I understand that you people were either lawyers for Verizon or ATT and others have worked for Comcast or Time
Warner (possibly not time warner) but you are all little fucking cunts that need to die and need to die soon. I understand
that the NSA is seeing this, however I'm not making a threat, I'm simply stating that your presence is not welcomed to
the United States citizens. Nobody likes any of you cunts. We all want a free and open internet yet you aren't listening to
 what the public wants.

The things that you do want.. well, the THING you want is money. You care about nothing but money and I don't
understand how you can sleep at night. This is why I think you should be dead. You shouldn't hold these positions
because you care about yourselves only. So the rest of the United States has to deal with limited access to the internet
and you guys... what?? Open and free to whatever you want to do with it?

For your sakes, I hope that you drive armored vehicles because there are people out there that are crazy enough to attack
 you. I can honestly say that I hope to see something in the news about each and every single one of you being attacked
for the bullshit that you have put us all through.

Seriously, think about it, how can you possibly sleep at night knowing that you're apart of killing our freedom? You
may as well join forces with the NSA, watch over everything we do and limit our access that we, ironically, have a
constitutional right to have at no additional cost to you or companies.
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Please, do the United States citizens a huge favor and jump off a bridge or walk around in high speed traffic. Like I have
 said before, people like you are not needed in society. You're the reason why the United States is no longer a free
country or a country of democracy. We have non here, thanks for that, you dumb pussies.

Please go kill yourselves.

------------------------------ Email 9,977 ------------------------------

From: craigscales
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:17
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Craig Scales

CA 90046

------------------------------ Email 9,978 ------------------------------

From: johnlmalcolm
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:17
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

John Malcolm
13212 New Hampshire Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20904
US

------------------------------ Email 9,979 ------------------------------

From: danbarry1231
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:17
Subject: The internet is Title II Telecommunication Services
Please strongly consider classifying the internet as Title II Telecommunication Services

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
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 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 9,980 ------------------------------

From: danbarry1231
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:17
Subject: The internet is Title II Telecommunication Services
Please strongly consider classifying the internet as Title II Telecommunication Services

I wish to stress in this email the importance of Net Neutrality in today's use of the internet. I believe that proposed
legislation by the FCC, if passed, would only work to damage the current state of Net Neutrality.

I am in strong support of classifying Internet Service Providers as Title II Telecommunications Services and believe it is
 imperative for this to happen to keep Net Neutrality stable. I hope you will understand my message and see the gravity
of the situation.

------------------------------ Email 9,981 ------------------------------

From: dan.regueira
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Daniel Regueira
2222 Pearl Street
Austin, TX 78705

------------------------------ Email 9,982 ------------------------------

From: ekim951
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.
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Eric Kim

NJ 07481

------------------------------ Email 9,983 ------------------------------

From: mrheff19
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:18
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Matt Heffernan
14610 S Roth Cir
Olathe, KS 66062

------------------------------ Email 9,984 ------------------------------

From: tombuxton
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:19
Subject:
Hey, i live in Australia and what you are trying to do is going to affect me, you have no right to tamper with a WORLD
WIDE service. THe inter net is not just used in the US

------------------------------ Email 9,985 ------------------------------

From: hinkie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:19
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Linda Hinkie
46 Village Way PMB 167
Port Ludlow, WA 98365
US

------------------------------ Email 9,986 ------------------------------

From: matthewseipel
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:19
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Subject: Net Neutrality
To Whom It May Concern,

Net neutrality is an important part of the internet as a whole.  When you let internet companies run wild with charging
for every little thing and make companies pay premiums to allow there speeds to not be throttled.  How is that even
possible?  If a customer is paying for bandwidth, why should that ever be throttled?  If somebody wants to watch
movies on the internet that they pay for, then more power to them, they are paying for it.  When the internet companies
lobby for you to change your regulations and laws regarding net neutrality, the paying customer Is the one who is hurt.
  When companies have to pay internet providers premiums to not throttle their bandwidth, they have to make up for
that money somewhere.  Where could it possibly come from?  Customers.  The prices will go up.  Then the premiums
will go up.  The internet providers are holding the internet hostage and it is a complete load of bullshit that should have
never been allowed to happen in the first place.  I hope you come to your senses and shut this down before it ruins the
internet for the people.

A paying internet consumer,

Matt Seipel

------------------------------ Email 9,987 ------------------------------

From: chil4356
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Don Wiltsie
237A Patition st
saugerties, NY 12477

------------------------------ Email 9,988 ------------------------------

From: adamcannon
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:21
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
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compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Adam Cannon

 15143

------------------------------ Email 9,989 ------------------------------

From: theharboguy
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Zack Harbison

 80516

------------------------------ Email 9,990 ------------------------------

From: sonnie
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:22
Subject: Do Not End Net Neutrality

To: Chairman Wheeler and the rest of the Federal Communications Commission,
We want action for democratic media, not platitudes as smokescreens for corporate domination of the Internet. We want
 net neutrality.

Sonnie Grossman
65345 85th Place
Bend, OR 97701
US

------------------------------ Email 9,991 ------------------------------

From: jdfrantz
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:22
Subject: Is that email address a joke?
An ex lobbyist for cable companies is appointed head of the commission regulating said companies, and decides that
they should be able to vary rates according to what their customers are viewing at the same time that the two largest
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cable companies are merging to form a monopoly,  and you have the balls to choose the email address "openinternet"?

------------------------------ Email 9,992 ------------------------------

From: michaeljharrop
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:22
Subject: In support of net neutrality
Please reclassify internet as Title II Telecommunications Services in order to maintain net neutrality.

------------------------------ Email 9,993 ------------------------------

From: jlewil88
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:22
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Joshua Wilson
1406 I
Modesto, CA 95354

------------------------------ Email 9,994 ------------------------------

From: quiescentblood
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Susan Glinka
2116 Doral Court
Oxnard, CA 93036

------------------------------ Email 9,995 ------------------------------

From: sean.ludemann
To:
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Date: 4/26/2014 23:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Sean Ludemann
5630 Equinox Drive
Apartment C
New Albany, OH 43054

------------------------------ Email 9,996 ------------------------------

From: chris.h.eastman
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:23
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Christopher Eastman
1354 1/2 W Greenleaf Ave
apt 2A
chicago, IL 60626

------------------------------ Email 9,997 ------------------------------

From: amwall89
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:24
Subject: FCC's proposed rules
The FCC's proposed rules are terrible! We need to keep an open internet.
I'm outraged.

Sincerely,

Anne Wall
1275 Santa Anita Dr.
Hanover Park, IL 60133

------------------------------ Email 9,998 ------------------------------
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From: tyler
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:24
Subject: Enforce net neutrality!
Broadband should be classified as a Telecommunications Service, and not
allow ISP monopolies to charge tolls to competing content providers.

Thank you for being open to the feedback of the people!

------------------------------ Email 9,999 ------------------------------

From: jimothyvu
To:
Date: 4/26/2014 23:24
Subject: Protect Net Neutrality

I was deeply disappointed to hear that the Federal Communications Commission is planning on implementing rule
changes that would allow Internet service providers to pay for special, faster lanes to deliver their content. In an
environment where large corporations can pay for faster service, start-ups and every day Internet users won't be able to
compete and we will lose the open, free-flowing exchange of information that has made the Internet so dynamic and
integral to our lives.

The FCC can ensure it has the tools to act by reclassifying broadband as a telecommunications service. I urge you to
reject the new rules and to take this vital and common sense step toward protecting net neutrality.

Jim Vu
1003 Hillwood Ave.
Falls Church, VA 22042




